
A letter fiom the MecVenburg County Altomsy explaining the Board of Supemisors' decision to not creale at Merifield Acres Semice Districl for Road Moinlenance.

Paur A. r.a.trlr,itch 
MaY l4'2tr2

Merifidd Acres Lodorners' Association
Po6t O6ce Box 70
Claksvilte, Vtginia 23927

Dcar Mr. Lautermi lch:

I \iritc oD b€bslfof thc Mec.kteaburg Boad of Srpervisors to ccavey tLeir decisior rcgarding the qcaticn ofa Servica District fq the M6i-
ficld Acres area.

The Supervisors appreciat€ your h8ving takfl tiEe to m€€t with staffpersoonel, sevcral weets ago, ad fheo with the fu[ Board yes16dty, to

discuss this msfier.

I thint you realize th* the Board has affqded a grelt d€al of time and dtentiotr to rhis m8nq. After considerable delibauioo, the Board

vot€d yeskrday agaiNt formhg a Serrice District for the Merifield Acres area.

The issues which were important to the Supervisors in reaching thcir cooclusion included the following:

l. A.lthough we discussed thc mey is-sucs which the Superrisors idartificd in cvaluating this request, md although you ofered reoon-

able sohrtions to most of thosc issues, the number of issucs remaincd a conc,eru (e.9., Public Procuremcnt Act issues' fiDditrg of services

fioo S€rvic€ District levy; mrtrageBent ofrcspoosibilities withia Sef,vic€ Districl arca: s€tting ofprec€d€d by creation ofa S€rvicr Dstricti

etc.).

2. It app€ared po6sibl€ to crede s mcals by which the issues cqrld be resolved for a S€rvice Districr srving lhc Merifield Acres area,

ad ,, Eppeared that the cffort required of the Cofiy could be hsndled by the County's currenl stafl. Howeyer, th€re was concern that lhe

creation ofotber Servicc Disuicls woutd prove ircvitablg aod then Et sonc point the wskload crcated by tbose Servi@ DisEids would b€

mcxe tbrn the Cormt)"s cltlreot staffcould hedle. At that point tb€ CoEty would presumably bave to add aoother eryloyee 1q mrnegc Srt-

\.ic€ Dishict isstr€s. At thsr poirt tho6e r€sidbg within Service Disricts would have to md€rwrit€ a considerablc additional cor

3. Tbfre was conc{rn that creation ofone Servic€ Dstrict would inevirabl,v lesd to the qeatioo ofzrany Servict Districts. While the

Supervisors uould have the "legat right" to say no to uy panicular request for qeation ofa Service Disfiict, as a practical msttq thsy did

not see how thcl could say ycs to one requ€st atd no to andhct. The Stpervisors concluded that it q/ould not be good public poliry for the

Cqnty to assume rcspoDsibility for road maintenance itr ev€ry private suMivisioa which cncannters problems.

4. Even tbough you woted hErd !o s€cure evideDce of substartial suppon for your request, tbe Sqervisos remained conc.erned by the

oppositioo, both acural and potential. There can be rc doubt that some individuals are adamantly opposed to the creation ofa Servic.e District

(HEl Norma& €* als.). B€cause 8 large p(rcetrtage of Merifield Acr€s residerds did not rEspod !o your questionoEire, thctc is pottdial f6
oppositim to develq ammg tbse persons.

5. Althotgh you made a good casc for crcation of a "Moilield Acres Serr,ice Disrict ', there was some disctssion cooctrning the 'fair-
ness issud'. Those who prrchased prcpcrty in Msrifisld Acres eithq knew, q should have lnovn, of the coveaaots pcrtainitrg to road main-

teomce. Therc was cmcern as to wheth€r the County should intqvcnc and impose a "public sccta solutioo" q vhat devcl@ ss a'Privatc

s€cror problen ', esFcially sitrce there app@cd to bc vocal oppositio from some of thoee *to r€side h th€ M€tifield Acrcs asa.

Th€ foregoiilg is Dot a comprshsosive list of all the mattqs discuss€d by the Supervisors, but does Epresent some ofthe primary issues of
concern, and finther evidenc.es the considerable thorght givetr !o this Eattq by the Sup€nisors.

With bcst wish€s, I an
Sincoely,

/J Russcll O. Slartoo, Jr

Board of Sryervisqs
Polly C. Johoson
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