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Proposed Policy Pillars: NCACC Transportation Funding
 

1.	 County governments support NCDOT's efforts to improve efficiency, and obtain 
additional revenues as needed. Counties support the promise of a more highly functioning 
NCDOT for the betterment ofNorth Carolina, and eff0l1s to streamline NCDOT processes, 
and improve efficiency, in order maximize the use of existing state resources in meeting 
transp0l1ation needs. Counties understand that North Carolina's transportation needs exceed 
available state resources, and support eff0l1s to obtain transportation dollars by ending 
transfers from the Highway Trust Fund, and increasing user fees, gas taxes, and the Highway 
Use Tax. It is likely that federal money will not solve NOlih Carolina's transportation 
funding crisis in the near future. 

2.	 NCDOT should NOT cost shift the state's transportation deficit to county governments, 
either by mandate or neglect. NCACC will oppose efforts to directly or indirectly shift the 
responsibility for funding transportation construction and maintenance projects from 
NCDOT to county government. A centralized state funding structure has served North 
Carolina well since 1931, creating for the most part, a solidly built and well maintained 
transpOliation network. County authority to "voluntarily" participate in transportation 
funding should not serve as a back door mandate for transportation funding, ifNCDOT 
abandons its responsibility for the enhancement and maintenance of secondary roads. 

3.	 Future local option transportation revenues should not be used to relieve the state of its 
funding commitments. Should additional local option revenue sources for transportation 
become available, these funds should be used to address local priorities, for which state funds 
are not available - such as regional transit projects. Local elected officials should have 
complete control over the levy, as well as how these local option revenues are spent. Local 
option revenues should not be used to backfill state financial responsibilities that are simply 
not being fulfilled. 

4.	 Recently authorized county revenue options were not meant for additional mandates! 
During the 2007 Regular Session of the North Carolina General Assembly, counties were 
authorized to levy either a Y4 cent sales tax, or up to .4% land transfer tax foHowing voter 
approval. These taxes were primarily designed to assist counties in meeting existing 
infrastructure deficits - in virtually every county - public school construction and 
maintenance. These tax authorities were not intended for new local responsibilities, such as 
transportation infrastructure. 
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5.	 Any new state transportation funding plan must be a North Carolina plan - not a 
carbon copy of what purportedly works elsewhere. Like in every state, the roles and 
responsibilities of the various levels of govelnment in North Carolina are different. It is 
appropriate that NC develop its own blueprint for how its transportation infrastructure is 
funded, and not simply adopt a neighboring state's model. It is essential for counties to be an 
integral part of the dialogue in determining what type of funding model is appropriate for 
North Carolina's highly diverse set of county governments. 



RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF CONTINUATION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE
 
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FUNDING
 

WHEREAS, since 1995, the State of North Carolina and county governments have been 
partners in providing effective and necessary community supervision of adult criminal 
offenders; and 

WHEREAS, the CJPP funded program of Durham County is meeting the goals for the 
program as stated in the General Statutes; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with legislative mandates, the Durham County CJPP local 
advisory board is comprised of representatives of; and 

WHEREAS, the Durham County CJPP diligently carries out its charge of establishing 
and delivering competent, effective and necessary program assistance to augment 
community supervision of adult criminal offenders; and 

WHEREAS, the loss of CJPP services in Durham County will result in the loss in 
rehabilitative services for offenders and additional costs of incarceration due to higher 
failure rates of offenders; and 

WHEREAS, Criminal Justice Partnership Program (CJPP) funding has been removed 
from the continuation budget and is now subject to continuation review; and 

WHEREAS, the non-recurring status of CJPP funding and subsequent continuation 
review will delay the annual appropriation and will result in the loss of qualified 
professional personnel or county government to discontinue participation due to uncertain 
funding: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that we, the Durham County Board of 
Commissioners, do strongly endorses full reinstatement of funding for Criminal Justice 
Partnership Program to the continuation budget. 

This the 14th day of April, 2008. 

Ellen W. Reckhow, Chairman Michael D. Page, Vice-Chairman 

Lewis A. Cheek Philip R. Cousin Jr. 

Becky M. Heron 



RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF CONTINUATION OF
 
JUVENILE CRIME PREVENTION COUNCIL FUNDING
 

WHEREAS, Juvenile Crime Prevention Council (JCPC) funding has been removed from the 
continuation budget and is now subject to continuation review; and 

WHEREAS, the non-recurring status of JCPC funding and subsequent continuation review will 
delay the annual appropriation and may result in the loss of qualified professionals to provide 
diversion and dispositional alternatives at the local level; and 

WHEREAS, since 1977, the State of North Carolina and county governments have been 
partners in providing effective and necessary community based juvenile delinquency prevention 
and intervention services; and 

WHEREAS, the JCPC funding programs of Durham County leverage in local support of a 30% 
match and in-kind in providing effective and necessary community based juvenile delinquency 
prevention and intervention services; and 

WHEREAS, the JCPC funded programs of Durham County are supported by the efforts of 244 
volunteers yearly; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with legislative mandates, the Durham County JCPC is comprised of 
representatives of juvenile court, mental health, social service, schools, law enforcement, district 
judges, faith community, county manager, nonprofit sector, and other concerned citizens; and 

WHEREAS, the Durham County JCPC diligently carries out its charge of assessing community 
needs, planning for those needs to be met, recommending programs for funding to meet the 
needs, and evaluating the performance of those programs; and 

WHEREAS, the loss of JCPC program services in Durham County as of March 1, will result in 
approximately 325 juveniles being without intervention and prevention services, such as 
temporary shelter, restitution and community service, interpersonal skills, summer tutoring 
academic emichment, and home-based family counseling services; and 

WHEREAS, a lack of sanction programs and dispositional alternatives in Durham County will 
result in a higher cost for juvenile detention intermittent confinement: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that we, the members of the Durham County Board 
of Commissioners, strongly endorse full reinstatement of funding for Juvenile Crime Prevention 
Council programs to the continuation budget and the allocation of additional funds to support 
legislative mandates to protect the community and provide a juvenile justice continuum at the 
local level. 

This is the 14th day of April, 2008. 

Ellen W. Reckhow, Chairman Michael D. Page, Vice-Chairman 

Lewis A. Cheek Philip R. Cousin Jr. 

Becky M. Heron 


