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PREFACE

While the preparation of a comprehensive plan is required by the Coastal Area Management Act,
there are broader and equally important reasons to engage in the planning process.  Basically,
planning begins with understanding your community and its people and learning how to care for
them.  Local government plans and planning affect people’s lives.  Tough choices must be made
about the natural, manmade, and financial resources in the County.  The County’s budget should
be compared to the plan to ensure that public money will be spent in accordance with the
community’s goals and objectives.

The planning process also serves to educate us about ourselves, our attitudes towards others, and
our willingness to share a sense of community.  Planning is often promoted as a means of
community decision-making through public participation.  But planning also may involve conflict
and friction because it may divide us into opposing groups.  Some conflict in the planning process
is good.  It stimulates us to think and reminds us of the need to understand and tolerate, and even
support, the opinions of others.

A county should not undertake the preparation of a land use plan without understanding that a
plan should be:

1. Comprehensive in setting goals and objectives for all aspects of the County.

2. Part of a continuous planning process that is timely and responsive to the needs
and desires of the County.

3. The legal basis for land use regulations and a guide for a capital improvements plan
for County budgeting.

Once the plan is prepared, the County must realize that the plan is not the end of the process.  The
County must continuously work at accomplishing plan implementation and establishing an effective
planning program.  Craven County must view the preparation of this document as the first step in
a continually evolving process.  This plan is organized to adhere to the 15A NCAC 7B requirements.

This is a Core Land Use Plan.  The Core Plan is defined as follows:

Core Plan: This plan addresses all of the plan elements in Rule .0702 of Section 7B
(Elements of CAMA Core and Advanced Core Land Use Plans) in a complete and
thorough manner.  This type of plan is the standard CAMA Land Use Plan required
for all 20 coastal counties.

The reader should not attempt to understand the plan by reading only several sections of the
document.  All sections of the plan are inter-related.
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Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA)

CAMA is the North Carolina Coastal Area
ManagementAct (N.C.G.S.113A-100,et seq.), which
establishes a cooperative program of coastal area
management between local and state governments.
The Act, originally passed in 1974 and since
amended, states that local governments shall have
the initiative for planning, while the state
government establishes areas of environmental
concern.  With regard to planning, the state
government is directed to act primarily in a
supportive, standard-setting, and review capacity,
except in situations where local governments do not
elect to exercise their initiative.

In addition, CAMAestablishesthe CoastalResources
Commissionwithin the Department of Environment
and Natural Resources, whose duties include
approval of Coastal Habitat Protection Plans and
designation of Areas of Environmental Concern
(AEC).  After designation of these areas, the
Commission is responsible for issuing all permits.

The CAMA Permit System

The CAMA permit system is divided into major and
minor permits, based on the size and possible
impacts of a project. Major permits are necessary
for activities that require other state or federal
permits, for projects that cover more than 20 acres,
or for construction covering more than 60,000
square feet.  Applications for major permits are
reviewed by 10 state and four federal agencies
before a decision is made. General permits are
used for routine projects that usually pose little or no
threat to the environment. Minor permits are
required for projects, such as single-family houses,
that do not require major permits or general permits.
They are reviewed, issued, and administered to CRC
standards by local governments under contract with
the Division of Coastal Management.

SECTION I.  INTRODUCTION

This Fiscal Year 2007/2008 - 2008/2009 Craven

County CAMACore Land Use Plan is prepared in

accordance with the requirements of the North

Carolina Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA).

Specifically, this document  complies with

Subchapter 7B, €CAMA Land Use Planning

Requirements,• of the North Carolina

Administrative Code, as amended, August 1,

2002.  The policies and implementing actions

included in Section VI of this plan will be utilized

to guide development in the CAMA major and

minor permitting process.  No CAMA permits shall

be issued for a proposal that is inconsistent with

any of the policiescontained within this plan (see

Section VI.B).  This plan will also be used for

federal consistency review.

The 7Bguidelinesprovide that eachof the twenty

coastal counties and the municipalities within

those counties prepare and adopt a Core CAMA Land Use Plan that meets the planning

requirements adopted by the Coastal Resources Commission (CRC).  If a County chooses not to

prepare a plan, the guidelines specify that the CRCwill prepare and adopt a CAMALand UsePlan

for that County and the municipalities in the

County which choose not to prepare their own

plan.  Municipalities not preparing their own plan

will be included in the plan for the County in

which the municipality is located.  The following

municipalities participated in the development of

this plan: Cove City, Dover, and Vanceboro.

In general, 7B requires that a plan include

analysis of existing and emerging conditions.

This plan includes information regarding the

population, housing, economy, natural systems,

existing land use, community facilities, a land

suitability analysis,and a review of current plans,

policies, and regulations to fulfill that

requirement.  This section of the plan also

includes extensive mapping.  The plan is also

required to have a plan for the future.   To meet
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that requirement, this plan includescommunity facility demand information, a future land useplan,

and specific land use/development goals/policies.  Finally, the plan has tools for managing

development.  The management tools specify the actions that Craven County will take to

implement this plan.  Refer to Section VII.A on how the land use plan is used for CAMA permitting

and in local decision making, and Section VII.D for information on how to amend the plan.

Craven County adopted a Citizen Participation Plan which is

intended to ensure that all interested citizens have an

opportunity to participate in the development of this plan

through both oral and written comments.  A copy of the Citizen

Participation Planis included asAppendix I.   The Craven County

Boardof Commissionersappointed the CravenCounty Planning

Board to oversee the development of this plan.

On November 12, 2008, copies of this draft land use plan were provided to Carteret County,

PamlicoCounty, Beaufort County, Pitt County, Lenoir County, JonesCounty, the City of New Bern,

the Town of Bridgeton, the City of Havelock, the Town of Trent Woods, and the Town of River

Bend, with a request for review and comment.  As of May 8, 2009, no comments had been

received from any of the jurisdictions.

Following adoption of the plan by the Craven County Board of Commissioners,it was submitted

to the CRC for certification.  Certification of the plan was achieved on ______________, 2009.

Planning Board Members

Shelton Phillips, Chairman
Willie Perry, Vice Chairman
Louis L. Balogh
Glen Ipock
Sharon Bland
Regina Crawford
Jessie D. White
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SECTION II.  HISTORY

CravenCounty was named in honor of William, Earlof Craven,who

lived from 1606-1697.  His death preceded the establishment of

Craven County, and he never had the pleasure of visiting the

county which carrieshis name.  The official Craven County seal was

designed and adopted in 1981, using the coat-of-arms of the Earl,

which is also the coat-of-arms of his nephew, William, Lord Craven,

who succeeded him as Lord Proprietor of Carolina.  Themotto on

the seal, €Virtus in Actione Consistit• translates to €Virtue in

Consistent Action.•

CravenCounty, originally included as a precinct of Bath County, was establishedin its present form

in 1712.  New Bern became its county seat in 1722, and was also the capital of the colony and first

state capital until 1794.  Because of its location, situated between the Albemarle and Cape Fear

River, Craven County grew in size and importance during the mid-18th century due to the

significance of its county seat as a river port.   As Craven County moved into the 19th century, it

continued to flourish as the developing railroad system served to further New Bern‚s commercial

dominance,wealth, and cultural sophistication.  These influences were also felt in the communities

surrounding the city.

During the Civil War, there was significant activity occurring in Craven County, and remains of

some of the battlegrounds can still be found.
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SECTION III.  REGIONAL SETTING

Craven County is located in the central coastal plain of North Carolina.  The County is located

approximately eighty miles east of Raleigh,the state capitol.  Map 1 provides the regional location.

The County‚s major waterway is the NeuseRiver which joins the PamlicoSound just east of New

Bern.  Major highways bisecting the County include US 17 (north-south route) and US 70 (east-

west route).   The southern boundary of the County is only 13 miles from the Atlantic Ocean.  The

County is home to the United States Marine CorpsAir Station Cherry Point which gives the County

regional, national, and international significance.
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MAP 1 - REGIONAL LOCATION
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SECTION IV.  CRAVEN COUNTY CONCERNS AND ISSUES

A. KEY ISSUES

In compliance with the 15A NCAC 7B requirements, the Craven County Board of Commissioners

conducted a public information meeting on February 5, 2007, and adopted a Citizen Participation

Plan (see Appendix I).   In August, 2008, the County included notification of the CAMA Land Use

Planningprocessin the annual county tax bills.  This notice included details on where the county‚s

citizens could obtain further information about the planning process.

The key issues to be addressed include:

# Expansion of central water and sewer service areas.

# Continued increasing traffic congestion, in particular along the US 70 corridor.

# Zoning of the New Bern to Havelock US 70 Highway Corridor, in particular, regulation of

signage.

# Protection of the Craven County Regional Airport.

# Continued support for the Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Station.

# Intergovernmental cooperation, coordination, and planning.

# Continued support of economic/industrial development.

# Preservation of prime agricultural farmlands.

# Provision of affordable standard housing.

# Preservation of existing neighborhoods.

# Improvement/protection of water quality.

# Expansion of recreational opportunities, including shoreline access.
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B. CRAVEN COUNTY VISION STATEMENT

Craven County desires to expand its economic base, including Cherry Point expansion,

tourism, commercial fishing, retail and wholesale trade, real estate and construction,

and industrial development.   Craven County will support growth and development at

the densities specified in the land classif ication definitions.  The County€s future

economic development should be compatibl e with, and complementary to, Cherry

Point€s existing and proposed activities.  The County€s future will accommodate the

following:

# Provide needed services, as economically feasible, to accommodate new

residential, commercial, and industrial development in the County.

# Continue support for its rural communities.

# Dense urban development should only take place where both adequate water

and sewer facilities are provided.   This is especially true for commercial and

industrial land uses.

# Development should continue in areas considered most feasible to

accommodate the anticipated grow th and development, where support services

such as water and sewer (including septic tanks where necessary) are feasible,

and where practical to provide.

# Growth should  be compatible with the protection of the County€s valuable

natural resources.

# Protection of the County€s water quality.
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SECTION V.  ANALYSIS OF EXISTING AND EMERGING CONDITIONS

A. POPULATION, HOUSING AND ECONOMY

1. Craven County, Region P, and North Carolina Permanent Population

North Carolina is divided into 18 regions based on locale for the purpose of coordinating planning

efforts between neighboring counties.  These designated regions are considered the Councils of

Government.  Craven County is included in Region P along with Pamlico, Carteret, Jones, and

Onslowcounties.  It is useful to compare the growth of Craven County to the other counties within

RegionPbecauseof their geographicproximity and similar circumstanceswithin the central coastal

plain.  Table 1 provides a summary of population change and population growth percentages by

Region P and North Carolina.  According to Table 1, Craven County‚s population increased to

92,668 in 2007.

Table 1.  Craven County, Region P, and North Carolina
Total Population and Percent Change, 1980-2007

Total Population Percent Change

1980 1990 2000 2007 Est. ƒ80-ƒ90 ƒ90-ƒ00 ƒ00-ƒ05
Overall
ƒ80-ƒ07

Craven County 71,043 81,613 91,523 92,668 14.9% 12.1% 1.3% 30.4%

Pamlico County 10,938 11,372 12,934 13,068 4.0% 13.7% 1.0% 19.5%

Carteret County 41,092 52,556 59,383 62,766 27.9% 13.0% 5.7% 52.7%

Jones County 9,705 9,914 10,419 10,312 2.2% 5.1% -0.7% 6.3%

Onslow County 112,784 149,838 150,355 157,738 32.9% 0.3% 4.9% 39.9%

Region P 245,562 305,293 324,614 336,552 24.3% 6.3% 3.7% 37.1%

North Carolina 5,880,095 6,628,637 8,049,313 8,682,066 12.7% 21.4% 7.9% 47.7%

Source: US Census Bureau.

Table 2 provides a summary of Craven County‚s population growth by municipality.

Table 2.  Craven County Municipalities
Population Growth, 1980-2006

Total Population Percent Change

1980 1990 2000 2006 Est. '80-'90 '90-'00 '00-'06

Bridgeton 461 498 328 310 8.0% -34.1% -5.49%

Cove City* 500 497 433 414 -0.6% -12.9% -4.39%

Dover* 600 451 443 445 -24.8% -1.8% -0.45%

Havelock 17,718 20,300 22,442 22,772 14.6% 10.6% 1.47%

New Bern 14,557 17,363 23,111 25,456 19.3% 33.1% 10.15%



Table 2 (continued)

Total Population Percent Change

1980 1990 2000 2006 Est. '80-'90 '90-'00 '00-'06
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River Bend 959 2,408 2,923 3,028 151.1% 21.4% 3.59%

Trent Woods 1,177 2,366 4,224 4,321 101.0% 78.5% 2.30%

Vanceboro* 833 946 898 898 13.6% -5.1% 0.00%

*NOTE: The municipalities of Cove City, Dover, and Vanceboro are included as a part of this CAMA Land Use Plan.
Source: US Census Bureau.

For further comparison, Table 3 shows a comparison of growth within the entire 20 CoastalArea

Management Act counties.  From 1980 to 2007, all of the 20 coastal counties (except Hyde and

Washington counties) experienced a net permanent population growth.   The Region P area

contained 30.0% of the coastalarea growth.   Craven County contained 23.8% of the growth within

the Region P area and 7.1% of the total growth within the entire coastal area.

From 1990 to 2000, Craven County did not rank among the fastest growing counties in North

Carolina.  In fact, from 1990 to 2000, Craven County was characterized by low/moderate growth

with net out-migration.   Some of the net out-migration may have been attributed to changes in

military personnel.  Map 2 provides a summary of population growth for North Carolina‚s counties

from 1990 to 2000.

The following factors affecting population growth within the County and the entire coastal area

should be noted:

# Coastal growth reflects the national trend of migration to non-metropolitan areas which

began in the last 1960s.

# Factors influencing coastal growth include expansion of military facilities, industrial

decentralization, and development of recreation/retirement centers.

# In-migration of out of state population.

# Accessible estuarine resources.
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Table 3.  CAMA-Regulated Counties
Total Population and Percent Change, 1980-2007

Total Population Percent Change

County 1980 1990 2000 2007 Est. '80-'90 '90-'00 '00-'07 Overall '80-'07

Carteret 41,092 52,556 59,383 63,304 27.9% 13.0% 6.6% 54.1%

Currituck 11,089 13,736 18,190 23,720 23.9% 32.4% 30.4% 113.9%

Dare 13,377 22,746 29,967 34,386 70.0% 31.7% 14.7% 157.1%

Hyde 5,873 5,411 5,826 5,449 -7.9% 7.7% -6.5% -7.2%

Beaufort 40,355 42,283 44,958 46,076 4.8% 6.3% 2.5% 15.7%

Bertie 21,024 20,388 19,757 19,9648 -3.0% -3.1% 1.0% -5.0%

Camden 5,829 5,904 6,885 9,499 1.3% 16.6% 38.0% 63.0%

Chowan 12,558 13,506 14,150 14,662 7.5% 4.8% 0.9% 16.8%

Craven 71,043 81,613 91,523 96,426 14.9% 12.1% 5.5% 35.7%

Pamlico 10,398 11,372 12,934 12,949 9.4% 13.7% 0.1% 24.5%

Pasquotank 28,462 31,298 34,897 40,833 10.0% 11.5% 17.0% 43.5%

Perquimans 9,486 10,447 11,368 12,727 10.1% 8.8% 12.0% 34.2%

Tyrrell 3,975 3,856 4,149 4,310 -3.0% 7.6% 3.9% 8.4%

Washington 14,801 13,997 13,723 13,218 -5.4% -2.0% -3.7% -10.7%

Gates 8,875 9,305 10,516 11,803 4.8% 13.0% 12.2% 33.0%

Hertford 23,368 22,523 22,977 23,755 -3.6% 2.0% 5.1% 1.7%

Brunswick 35,777 50,985 73,141 99,364 42.5% 43.5% 35.8% 177.7%

New Hanover 103,471 120,284 160,327 189,856 16.2% 33.3% 18.4% 83.5%

Pender 22,262 28,855 41,082 50,352 29.6% 42.4% 22.6% 126.2%

Onslow 112,784 149,838 150,355 169,446 32.9% 0.3% 12.7% 50.2%

Total 595,899 710,903 826,108 942,729 19.3% 16.2% 14.1% 58.2%

North Carolina 5,880,095 6,628,637 8,049,313 8,682,066 12.7% 21.4% 7.9% 47.7%

Source: State Data Center, NC Office of State Planning.
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MAP 2 - POPULATION GROWTH NC COUNTIES
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The increasing population has resulting in the following:

# Increasing urban problems.

# Decreasing open space.

# Increasing seasonal population.

# Increasing tax base.

# A shift towards a non-basic (service and retail) economy.

# Increasing age of the overall population.

2. Craven County Population Profile

a. Composition by Age

From 1990 - 2000, the total of individuals in CravenCounty who were 60 years of age and

older increased substantially from 12,693 to 16,223.  This trend has directly resulted from

increasing investment in waterfront and other suburban property in Craven County by retirees.

The total population by age segments for 1980-2000 is shown in Table 4.

Table 4.  Craven County
Total Population by Age, 1980 - 2000

Total Population Percent Change

Age 1980 1990 2000 ƒ80-ƒ00

0-4 years 6,569 7,066 6,682 1.7%

5-18 years 16,031 16,082 16,959 5.8%

19-24 years 12,007 9,772 10,808 -10.0%

25-44 years 19,225 25,635 25,443 32.3%

45-59 years 9,233 10,365 15,369 66.5%

60-74 years 6,166 9,496 11,451 85.7%

75 and up 1,812 3,197 4,811 165.5%

Total 71,043 81,613 91,523 28.8%

Source: US Census Bureau.

Severalimportant trends in the composition of CravenCounty‚spopulation canbe identified

through a review of Table 4.  In the ten-year period between 1990 and 2000, the three most

rapidly growing segmentsof the population were the agesof 45-59, 60-74, and 75 and up.  During
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the 1990s, the 25-44 age group declined slightly.  The preschool and school age (0-18) population

and the young adult (19-24) population have decreasedin terms of percentagesof total population

during 1990-2000.

b. Composition by Race and Sex

The analysis of Craven County‚s racial composition is an important part of this study of

recent demographic trends, since changesin minority population profoundly affect issuessuch as

housing and local economic and community development in eastern North Carolina.

Table 5.  Craven County
Number and Percent Increase by Race and Sex, 1990-2000

Total Population Percent Change

Category 1990 2000 ƒ90-ƒ00

Total White 58,478 63,952 9.4%

Total Minorities 23,135 27,571 19.2%

Total Males 40,504 46,195 14.1%

Total Females 41,109 45,328 10.3%

Total County 81,613 91,523 12.1%

Source: State Data Center, NC Office of State Planning.

As Table 5 indicates, the minority population in CravenCounty grew at a higher rate than

the white population from 1990-2000.  The Craven County male population grew at a rate of

14.1% from 1990-2000.

In terms of percentage of total population, the most important population trends from

1990-2000 by race and sex were the increasein minority populations and the increasein the male

population, as indicated in Table 6.

Table 6.  Craven County
Percentages of Total Population by Race and Sex, 1990 - 2000

% of Total Population Net Change

Category 1990 2000 ƒ90-ƒ00

Total White 71.7% 69.9% -1.8%

Total Minorities 28.3% 30.1% 1.8%

Total Males 49.6% 50.5% 0.9%

Total Females 50.4% 49.5% -0.9%

Source: State Data Center, NC Office of State Planning.
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It is believed that in-migration has substantially contributed to the white population growth

indicated in Table 5.  The majority of the minority population increase is believed to be the result

of growth of resident population.

The population growth of CravenCounty, particularly from 2000, has been affected by the

increased military presence of the Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point.  Table 7 provides the

military population for Craven County.

Table 7.  Craven County
Military-Related Population

Military:
   Active
   Retired

9,048
2,932

Civilian 3,093

Family Members 18,900

Total 33,973

Source: FY07 Economic Impact, Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point.

c. Educational Attainment

Table 8 provides a summary of educational attainment for the population 25 years old and

older for both Craven County and North Carolina.  It should be noted that Craven County ranks

essentially at or above North Carolina for educational attainment in all degree categories.

Table 8.  Craven County
Educational Attainment, 2000

Craven County North Carolina

Number % of Total Number % of Total

Less than 9th grade 3,004 5.3% 413,495 7.8%

9th to 12 th grade/no diploma 7,229 12.7% 741,229 14.0%

High school graduate 17,092 30.0% 1,502,978 28.4%

Some college, no degree 14,287 25.1% 1,080,504 20.5%

Associate degree 4,435 7.8% 358,075 6.8%

Bachelor‚s degree 7,699 13.5% 808,070 15.3%

Graduate/professional degree 3,289 5.8% 378,643 7.2%

Total population 25 years or older 57,035 100.0% 5,282,994 100.0%

Source: 2000 US Census.
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d. Craven County Seasonal Population

In 1990, 342 housing units in Craven County were classified as seasonal, recreational, or

occasional use.  This was a 58% increase over the 216 seasonal units enumerated in the 1980

Census.  The 2000 Census indicated 433 seasonal units, a 27% increase over 1990.  The 1996

CravenCountyLandUsePlanindicated the seasonalpopulation for permanent seasonal/recreation

units at 1,129.  At an average occupancy of four persons per unit, the seasonal maximum

occupancy population for 2000 would be 1,732.  The seasonal dwelling units are expected to

increaseto 1,321 units by 2030, which would yield a seasonalpopulation of 5,284 at an occupancy

rate of 4 persons per seasonal dwelling unit.

There are approximately 115 transient boat slips located in Craven County.  Most of the

County‚s transient slips are located in municipal jurisdiction.  Campground spaces are limited at

approximately 150 spaces.  Assuming an occupancy of four persons per space, the peak seasonal

occupancy would be 1,060.

The great majority of the hotel/motel rooms in CravenCounty are located within the cities

of New Bern and Havelock.

In summary, the impact of seasonal population in Craven County is not a significant land

use issue in the County‚s planning jurisdiction.  The total peak seasonal overnight population is

estimated at 2,792 or 3% of the County‚s total population.  The primary use of €seasonal•-type

housing (motels, marinas, condos, etc.) appears to be more transient or businessrelated than in

neighboring oceanfront counties, and the total number of seasonalhousing units is not substantial

enough to provide a significant population impact even at full occupancy.  It is likely that Craven

County‚s appeal as a recreational center will continue to be primarily limited to the historic and

waterfront areas in and near New Bern, with few, if any, significant planning issuesarising from

a demandfor seasonalhousingdevelopment in the County‚sjurisdiction during the planning period.

In addition, day visitor traffic in the County is difficult if not impossible to define.  It is recognized

that day visitor traffic can place a strain on County services.

e. Population Projections

Table9 provides the CravenCounty population projections through 2030.  The high growth

population forecast includes an anticipated influx of military personnel dependents and induced

population growth as the result of the military realignment expected to occur by 2011.  Within the

sevenmilitary growth task force counties of Carteret, Craven,Duplin, Jones,Onslow, Pamlico,and

Pender, an influx of military related population of 36,000 is expected.  Of this regional total,

approximately 6,500 people will be located in Craven County.  The base high growth scenario,

excluding growth related to the military increase, is an annual growth rate of 0.008, which is 0.002

higher than the State Office of Planning reported annual growth rate of 0.006.  The 0.008 base
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annual growth rate is midway between the forecast state annual growth rate of 0.0178 and the

county‚s low scenario of 0.006.

Table 9.  Craven County and North Carolina
Population Projections

2000 2007 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
%

Change
Annual

Growth Rate

Low Growth1

Scenario County
91,523 96,426 98,965 102,623 105,938 108,739 110,669 20.9% .006

High Growth2

Scenario County
91,523 96,426 103,9874 105,059 106,143 107,239 108,347 18.4% .011

North Carolina1 8,049,313 9,069,370 9,539,095 10,263,686 11,004,303 11,751,384 12,352,728 53.5% .0178

Source: 1North Carolina Office of State Budget and Management. 2 Holland Consulting Planners, Inc.

f. Population Summary

CravenCounty‚spopulation (high growth scenario) is expected to increaseby 12.4% from

2007 to 2030.  By comparison, the North Carolina population is expected to increase by 36.2%

during the same period.

# Since 1980, Craven County has been the 12th fastest growing CAMA county.

# Craven County‚s total population has increased by 30.4% since 1980.

# CravenCounty contained 7.1% of the total CAMAarea growth from 1980 to 2000.

# During the 1990s, Craven County experienced net out-migration.

# During the 1990s, the age of Craven County‚s population increased.

# During the 1990s, the County‚s school age population decreased in terms of

percentage of total population.

# During the 1990s, the County‚s minority population grew at a higher rate than the

White population.

# The impact of the County‚s seasonal population is minimal.

3. Housing

a. Housing Conditions and Tenure

Table 10 provides a summary of dwelling unit growth in CravenCounty from 1980 to 2000.
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Table 10.  Craven County
Summary of Year-Round and Seasonal Private Dwelling Units

Number of Units Percentage Increase

1980 1990 2000 ƒ80-ƒ90 ƒ90-ƒ00 Overall ƒ80-ƒ00

Year Round 25,333 31,951 37,724 26.1% 18.1% 48.9%

Seasonal 216 342 433 58.3% 26.6% 100.5%

Total Units 25,549 32,293 38,157 26.4% 18.2% 49.3%

Source: 1980, 1990, and 2000 US Census.

From 1980 to 2000, CravenCounty‚s total dwelling units increasedfrom 25,549 to 38,157,

an increase of 49.3%.  The rate of growth for all dwelling units declined during the 1990s.  The

2000 total dwelling units in Cove City, Dover, and Vanceboro were 205, 204, and 430 dwelling

units, respectively.  In 2000, the reported homeowner vacancy rate was 2.1% and the rental

vacancy rate was 10.1%.  The County‚s average household size has declined steadily from 2.84

persons in 1980, to 2.64 persons in 1990 and 2.50 persons in 2000.

Table 11 summarizes the housing conditions in Craven County from 1980 to 2000.

Table 11.  Craven County
Housing Conditions, 1980-2000

1980 % of Total 1990 % of Total 2000 % of Total

Total Housing Units 25,333 100.0% 31,951 100.0% 38,157 100.0%

Units in Structure
   1 18,202 71.9% 21,990 68.8% 25,957 68.0%

   2 831 3.3% 943 3.0% 853 2.2%

   3 & 4 752 3.0% 1,373 4.3% 1,602 4.2%

   5 or more 1,984 7.8% 2,322 7.3% 2,847 7.5%

   Mobile Home 3,564 14.1% 5,323 16.7% 6,898 18.1%

Age of Structure
   < 1 year 1,032 4.1% 994 3.1% 1,284 3.4%

   1-5 years 3,528 13.9% 3,989 12.5% 3,982 10.4%

   6 -10 years 3,956 15.6% 4,788 15.0% 3,976 10.4%

   11-20 years 5,295 20.9% 7,605 23.8% 9,178 24.1%

   21-30 years 4,533 17.9% 4,281 13.4% 6,859 18.0%

   > 30 years 6,989 27.6% 10,294 32.2% 12,878 33.8%

Units with Inadequate
Plumbing Facilities 1,111 4.4% 474 1.5% 340 0.9%

NOTE: 1980 and 1990 data is based upon year round units; 2000 data includes 433 seasonal units.
Source: US Census 1980, 1990, 2000.
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Table12 providesa summary of the 2000 housingcount, occupancy,and generalconditions

for Cove City, Dover, and Vanceboro.

Table 12.  Cove City, Dover, and Vanceboro
Housing Conditions, 2000

Cove City Dover Vanceboro

Number % of Total Number % of Total Number % of Total

Total Housing Units 205 100.0% 204 100.0% 430 100.0%

Units in Structure
   1 131 63.9% 137 67.2% 278 64.7%

   2 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

   3 & 4 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 10 2.3%

   5 or more 2 1.0% 1 0.5% 57 13.3%

   Mobile Home 72 35.1% 66 32.4% 85 19.8%

Age of Structure
   < 1 year 10 4.9% 6 2.9% 15 3.5%

   1-5 years 14 6.8% 17 8.3% 28 6.5%

   6 -10 years 18 8.8% 17 8.3% 11 2.6%

   11-20 years 34 16.6% 34 16.7% 88 20.5%

   21-30 years 33 16.1% 33 16.2% 83 19.3%

   > 30 years 96 46.8% 100 49.0% 205 47.7%

Units with Inadequate
Plumbing Facilities

3 1.5% 3 1.5% 13 3.0%

Occupied Units 183 89.3% 183 89.7% 382 88.8%

   Owner-Occupied 151 73.7% 149 73.0% 246 57.2%

   Renter-Occupied 32 15.6% 34 16.7% 136 31.6%

Vacant Units 22 10.7% 21 10.3% 48 11.2%

Source: 2000 US Census.

Table 13 summarizesthe County‚sdwelling units by tenure.  During the 1980s and 1990s,

there was very little change in the mix of owner and renter occupied units.  Both the owner

occupancy and vacancy percentages rose slightly.

Table 13.  Craven County
Summary of Housing Units by Tenure

1980 % of Total 1990 % of Total 2000 % of Total

Owner-Occupied Units 14,631 57.8% 18,705 58.5% 23,075 60.5%

Renter-Occupied Units 8,868 35.0% 10,837 33.9% 11,514 30.2%

Vacant Units 1,834 7.2% 2,409 7.5% 3,568 9.4%

Total Housing Units 25,333 100.0% 31,951 100.0% 38,157 100.0%

NOTE: 1980 and 1990 data is based on year round units; 2000 data includes 433 seasonal units.
Source: US Census, 1980, 1990, and 2000.
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Table 14 provides a summary of residential building permits issued in CravenCounty from

2000 to 2008.  During that seven year period, a total of 3,365 residential building permits were

issued.

Table 14.  Craven County
Summary of Residential Building Permits, 2000-2008

Year Total Permits Issued

2000 200

2001 237

2002 293

2003 357

2004 475

2005 576

2006 604

2007 360

2008 263

Total 3,365

Source: Craven County.

b. Housing Affordability

Affordability of housing for Craven County as a whole, as well as for some of its

municipalities, is a problem.  The 2000 Census, PCensus Profile Report, was reviewed for housing

cost burden data with the following results.

Table 15.  Craven County, Cove City, Dover, and Vanceboro
Homeowners with Housing Cost Greater than 30% of Household Income

Jurisdiction

Total Owner-
Occupied

Households
With

Mortgage
Without

Mortgage

Housing Costð$ 30% of Income

With
Mortgage Without Mortgage

Craven County
(including all
municipalities)

23,075 15,475 7,600 4,024 (26.0%) 661 (8.7%)

Cove City 151 72 79     18 (25.6%)     13 (16.3%)

Dover 149 69 80     19 (27.0%)   7 (9.3%)

Vanceboro 246 156 90     33 (21.4%)     9 (10.4%)

Source: PCensus Profile Report, 2000 Census.
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As noted above, the owner-occupied householdsof CravenCounty as well as in the towns

of CoveCity, Dover, and Vanceborohave a significant housing cost burden (i.e., more than 20%

of householdshad housing costsgreater than 30% of their household income) for householdswith

a mortgage.  For those owner-occupied dwelling units without a mortgage, the housing cost burden

is less severe, as the percentage of households with housing costs greater than 30% of their

income was less than 20%.

Affordability for rental households is perhaps a more significant problem.  The following

table presents housing cost data for rental households in Craven County and selected

municipalities.

Table 16.  Craven County, Cove City, Dover, and Vanceboro
Housing Cost Information for Rental Households

Jurisdiction Total Number of Rental Households
Rental Households with Housing Cost

ð$ 30% of Income

Craven County (including all
municipalities)

11,514 3,305 (28.7%)

Cove City 32      11 (34.4%)

Dover 34     11 (32.4%

Vanceboro 136      42 (30.8%)

Source: PCensus Profile Report, 2000 Census.

As noted in the above table, greater than 1/4 of the households in Craven County as well

as the towns of CoveCity, Dover, and Vancebororeported housing cost burdens of more than 30%

of their income.

c. Substandard Housing and Low-to-Moderate Income Housing Needs

The 2000 Censusfigures show that 340 dwelling units in Craven County had inadequate

plumbing, and 370 units lackedcomplete kitchen facilities.  These needs are concentrated primarily

in ten low and moderate income deteriorated areas:  Fort Barnwell, Pleasant Hill/Bellair, James

City, Riverdale,Perrytown, PineGrove,Harlowe, Vanceboro, and Tuscarora/Rhems.  Concentrations

of substandardseptic tanks and individual wells, combined with a high water table in most of these

areas, cause serious hazards to health and to sanitation.  In addition, all of these areas include

concentrations of dilapidated dwellings, many of which are vacant.  These dilapidated dwellings

pose fire and safety hazards to area residents, particularly considering the lack of fire protection

in many of theseareas.  The county‚s substandard housing problems were significantly exacerbated

by several flooding incidents from 1996-1999.
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The primary housing need of the low and moderate income populaceof CravenCounty and

its participating municipalities is that existing single-family units affordable to low and moderate

income households are often substandard and not effectively maintained by the owner-occupant

or investor-owner.  According to the 2000 U.S. Census, the 1999 per capita income in Craven

County was only $18,423, compared to $20,307 for the state as a whole.  Surveys of residents in

past CDBGproject areas, as well as proposed project areas, have demonstrated that over 78% of

households who occupy substandard housing in the county are low and moderate income (see

Map 3).  These persons are primarily minority, fixed income dependent, and are unable to afford

the costs necessaryto maintain or rehabilitate their homes.  Without rehabilitation assistance, the

condition of these homes and neighborhoods will continue to deteriorate, hampering growth and

the provision of safe and sanitary living conditions.

As stated, the primary public facilities need of low and moderate income person in Craven

County is the provision of adequate water and sewer service.  Past surveys of deteriorated housing

areasby the county planning staff and county health department havedemonstrated that proposed

rehabilitation projects would be impractical and ineffective without the provision of municipally-

supplied water and/or sewer service, because small lot sizes, the high water table, and existing

concentrations of wells and septic tanks would make installation of new wells and septic tanks for

all units with water and sewer needs impossible.  The provision of adequate fire protection is also

a serious need of low and moderate income personsoccupying substandard dwellings throughout

the county.

CravenCounty has a severe pit privy/straight piping problem that is prevalent in all of the

county‚s scattered LMI-occupied communities (see Map 3).  According to the 2000 Census, 453 of

the county‚s housing units relied on €other means• than county sewer or septic tanks for sewage

disposal.  These 453 units either have no sewage disposal systems, bathrooms/sinks that drain

directly to drainage ditches, or pit privies.  The Craven County Health Department takes an active

role in identifying these units and attempting to alleviate unsanitary conditions.

Provision of adequate on-site water supply and wastewater treatment systems to LMI

residents of Craven County is hampered by the fact that provision of adequate sanitary facilities

would require acquisition of nearby land or construction of an expensivealternative septic system.

Thesealternatives are beyond the financial ability of most LMI county residents, and many existing

substandardconditions identified by the Health Department simply cannot be adequatelycorrected

without the infusion of grant funds.
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MAP 3 - LMI MAP
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Another major community development need of low and moderate income persons in

Craven County is lack of adequate streets and drainage.  Deteriorated and unpaved roads,

combined with a flat, low topography, contribute to a serious drainage problem by impeding

surface runoff of stormwater.  This results in shallow flooding and stagnant water, which in turn

cause health and safety hazards.   This problem is particularly acute in concentrations of

deteriorated housing.  New paving and/or repaving of streets, along with the construction of curb,

gutter, and installation of adequate storm drainage systems are needs to be addressed in many

areas of the county occupied by low and moderate income residents.

d. Housing Summary

# From 1980 to 2000, the County‚syear round dwelling units increasedby 48.9%, the

increase almost equally divided between the 1980s and 1990s.

# Seasonal housing units increased 100% during the 1980s and 1990s.

# In 2000, over 30% of the County‚shousing inventory was 30 years old or older, as

compared to 35.2% for North Carolina.

# In 2000, 68% of the County‚s dwelling units were single-family detached units.

# One-fourth of the households in Craven County, CoveCity, Dover, and Vanceboro

reported housing cost burdens of more than 30% of income, making housing

affordability an issue.

4. Economy

a. Introduction

CravenCountyhasmaintained an extremely strong economythrough the 1980sand 1990s.

The backbone of the county‚s economicstrength continues to be diversity.  Craven County has an

economic base equaled by few other eastern North Carolina counties.  The following provides a

summary of those factors which have strengthened the county‚s economy:

# Strong military presence.

# Fiscally sound local governments.

# Strong industrial recruitment efforts.

# Stable retail trade sector.
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# Strong growth in tourist industry.

# Strong growth in the service sector.

# Strong educational attainment.

# Continuing agricultural economy.

# Excellent regional accessibility.

b. Employment and Income

In 2000, there was a total of 35,725 employed people in Craven County.  Of that total,

approximately 7,097, or 19.8% were employed by the military.   The number employed increased

by 14.1% from 1990 to 2000.  The percentage employed by the military increased only slightly

from 1990 to 2000.  The strong military presence in Craven County through the years has served

to support keeping unemployment rates at consistently low levels.  Table 17 provides

unemployment rates for the civilian labor force for selected years.

Table 17.  Craven County
Civilian Unemployment Rate, 16 years and over

1990 2000

Civilian Labor Force
   Number Employed
   Number Unemployed

33,448
31,305
2,143

37,733
35,725
2,008

Craven County Unemployment Rate   6.4%   5.3%

North Carolina Unemployment Rate   4.8%   3.7%

Source: 1990 and 2000 US Census.

CravenCounty‚scivilian employment is heavily concentrated in the retail trade and service

sectors.  The largest single employment category is professional services, which constitutes 20.7%

of all those employed who are 16 years of age and older.  Manufacturing accounts for the second

largest category with 13.6%.  All service categories combined provide employment for 38.5% of

those employed who are 16 years of age and older.  Table 18 provides a summary of Craven

County‚semployment by industry.  Of the County‚s total 2000 employed labor force, 10.2% were

employed in public administration.  The significant retail and service sector employment reflects

support for those employed in government jobs.
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Table 18.  Craven County
Employment by Industry

1990 2000
Percent
Change

1990-2000Categories
Total

Employment % of Total
Total

Employment % of Total

Agriculture, forestry, fisheries,
and mining 860 2.6% 802 2.2% -0.4%

Construction 2,467 7.5% 2,665 7.5% 0.0%

Manufacturing 6,688 20.3% 4,860 13.6% -6.7%

Transportation 1,159 3.5% 1,426 4.0% 0.5%

Wholesale trade 1,271 3.9% 826 2.3% -1.6%

Information 838 2.5% 724 2.0% -0.5%

Retail trade 6,039 18.4% 4,337 12.1% -6.2%

Entertainment 402 1.2% 2,674 7.5% 6.3%

Finance, insurance & real
estate

1,439 4.4% 1,575 4.4% 0.0%

Services, business & repair 2,381 7.2% 2,730 7.6% 0.4%

Services, professional 4,695 14.3% 7,400 20.7% 6.4%

Services, other 1,653 5.0% 2,060 5.8% 0.7%

Public administration 3,017 9.2% 3,644 10.2% 1.0%

Total 32,909 100.0% 35,723 100.0%

NOTE: Census category changes occurred from the 1990 to 2000 Census.
Source: US Census Bureau.

Most of CravenCounty‚s labor force has succeededin securing work locally.  In 1990, the

mean travel time to work was 17.7 minutes.  This increased to 20.6 minutes in 2000.  Table 19

provides a summary of travel time to work for Craven County‚s residents.

Table 19.  Craven County
Travel Time to Work, 1990 and 2000

1990 2000

Number % of Total Number % of Total

Did not work at home:
   0-4 minutes 1,458 3.8% 1,529 3.7%

   5-9 minutes 6,097 16.0% 6,217 14.9%

   10-14 minutes 9,086 23.8% 9,691 23.2%

   15-19 minutes 7,465 19.6% 7,731 18.5%

   20-24 minutes 4,271 11.2% 4,628 11.1%

   25-29 minutes 1,606 4.2% 1,742 4.2%

   30-34 minutes 3,957 10.4% 4,221 10.1%



Table 19 (continued)

1990 2000

Number % of Total Number % of Total
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   35-39 minutes 552 1.4% 659 1.6%

   40-44 minutes 653 1.7% 662 1.6%

   45-59 minutes 1,410 3.7% 1,698 4.1%

   60-89 minutes 822 2.2% 1,353 3.2%

   90 or more minutes 150 0.4% 792 1.9%

Worked at home 589 1.5% 925 2.2%

Total Workers 16 Years & Over 38,116 100.0% 41,848 100.0%

Mean Travel Time to Work 17.7 minutes 20.6 minutes

Source: 1990 and 2000 US Census.

Over 41% of the County‚s labor force traveled 14 minutes or less to work in 2000.  Only

26.7% of the population had to travel longer than 25 minutes to their place of employment in

2000.  The low travel times are indicative of strong employment opportunities within the County.

Table 20 provides a comparisonof 1989 and 1999 poverty status for the County and North

Carolina.  In 1989, the County had only a slightly higher percentage of its population living in

poverty than did the state as a whole.  This disparity increased by 2000 with 12.3% of the County‚s

population being below poverty.

Table 20.  Craven County and North Carolina
Poverty Status for Individuals, 1989 and 1999

1989 1999

Number Percent Number Percent

Craven County 10,585 13.6% 11,288 12.3%

North Carolina 829,858 13.0% 856,859 10.6%

Source: 1990 and 2000 US Census.

Normally, per capita income is considered a good indicator of an area‚s income producing

capability or strength.  Table 21 provides a comparison of North Carolina and Craven County per

capita income.

Table 21.  Craven County and North Carolina
Per Capita Income, 1990 and 2000

Craven County North Carolina Craven County‚s % of North Carolina

1990 $14,217 $16,284 87%

2000 $18,243 $20,307 91%

Source: NC State Data Center.
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From 1990 to 2000, the gap between Craven County per capita income level and that of

the State narrowed slightly.  In addition, the County‚s per capita income increased by $4,206, or

28.3%.

c. Tourism

Tourism is a strong contributor to the Craven County economy.  Tourism contribution to

the County‚s economy sharply increased during the 1990s, rising from 1990 annual revenues of

$42.64 million in 1990 to $69.06 million in 1999, a 62% increase.  Table 22 provides a summary

of Craven County tourism income from 1990 to 2005.

Table 22.  Craven County
Tourism Income, 1990-2005

Year
Expenditures
($1,000,000)

1990 $42.64

1991 $46.67

1992 $48.46

1993 $52.47

1994 $56.10

1995 $60.01

1996 $63.05

1997 $66.18

1998 $67.55

1999 $69.06

2000 $74.09

2001 $69.67

2002 $72.32

2003 $74.73

2004 $79.68

2005 $87.42

Source: Department of Commerce, Division of Travel and Tourism.

In 2004, domestic tourism in Craven County generated an economic impact of $79.68

million, a 6.6% increase over 2003.  In addition, in 2004, Craven County ranked 36 th in travel

impact among North Carolina‚s 100 counties.  Additionally, North Carolina Department of

Commerce data includes the following:

# More than 980 jobs in Craven County were directly attributable to travel and

tourism.
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# Travel generated a $18.42 million payroll in 2004.

# State and local tax revenues from travel to Craven County amounted to $6.40

million.  This represents a $70 tax saving to each County resident.

d. Commercial Fishing

Commercialfishing has significantly contributed to the CravenCounty economy.  However,

both poundage and dollar value have fluctuated greatly from year to year.  Table 23 provides a

summary of the commercial fishing activity from 1990 to 2001.

Table 23.  Craven County
Commercial Fishing Income 1990 to 2001

Year Landings (Pounds) Dollar Value

1990 345,500 $121,045

1991 864,408 $325,093

1992 587,943 $293,949

1993 581,414 $311,401

1994 636,626 $503,964

1995 504,012 $504,291

1996 962,425 $719,736

1997 760,220 $620,684

1998 839,022 $627,794

1999 877,582 $643,890

2000 669,274 $549,275

2001 755,321 $628,587

Source: NC Division of Marine Fisheries.

Landings in Craven County declinedfrom 1994-1995 but then peaked in 1996.  Landings

then declined in 1997 and then increasedfrom 1997-1999.  To end the 1994-2001 period, the total

landings fluctuated from 1999-2001.  The total landings for Craven County ranged from 345,500

pounds in 1990 to 962,425 pounds in 1996.

e. Manufacturing

Manufacturing is an important contributor to CravenCounty‚seconomy.  Table 24 provides

a summary of the industries with 25 or more employees located in CravenCounty in 2005.  Some

of the industries are located outside of the County‚s planning jurisdiction in municipalities or
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extraterritorial jurisdiction areas.  While not within the County‚s planning jurisdiction, the industries

do contribute to the County‚s tax base and jobs inventory.

Table 24.  Craven County
2005 Industries, 25 or more Employees at Site

Industry Location Line of Business Employees

Aylward Enterprises, Inc. New Bern Manufactures pharmaceutical packaging
machinery

75

B & J Seafood, LLC New Bern Processes fresh crab & seafood 85

Broadway Logging Co., Inc. Bridgeton and
New Bern

Logging services 50

BSH Home Appliances Corp. New Bern Manufactures home appliances 900

Carolina Home Exteriors, LLC New Bern Manufactures vinyl windows 25

Chatsworth Products, Inc. New Bern Manufactures metal racks & cable
management systems for
communications industry

110

Coastal Forest Resources Co. New Bern Sawing and planing mill 70

Consolidated Work New Bern Manufactures dolls & stuffed toys 38

Craven County Publications, Inc. New Bern Provides weekly newspaper publishing
services

25

Sun-Journal Inc. New Bern Daily newspaper publishing 70

Harvey Fertilizer & Gas Co., Inc. New Bern Dry fertilizer blending 35

Hatteras Yachts Inc. New Bern Builds and repairs sailboats; boat dealer 835

Maola Milk & Ice Cream Co. New Bern Manufactures ice cream and fluid milk 240

Moen Inc. New Bern Manufactures plumbing fixtures, faucets,
and shower heads

200

Navair Depot Cherry Point Cherry Point Aviation overhaul and repair 99

New Bern Building Supply New Bern Manufactures roof and floor trusses 75

New Bern Building Supply New Bern Manufactures roof and floor trusses and
wood beams

100

RA Precision Inc. Vanceboro Manufactures metal stampings 40

South Tech Plastics Inc. New Bern Manufactures plastic laminated products 65

Southern Equipment Co Inc. New Bern Manufactures ready-mixed concrete 30

Vanceboro Apparel Inc. Vanceboro Manufactures pajamas, hospital gowns
and apparel and women‚s clothing

30

Weyerhaeuser Co. Vanceboro Manufactures wood pulp 610

Wheatstone Corp. New Bern Manufactures studio furniture and sound
mixing boards for radio and TV

98

World Wood Co. Cove City Manufactures kiln dried lumber 62

Source: Craven County Economic Development Commission.



Craven County Core Land Use Plan Page 30 May, 2009

The following information, as provided by the North Carolina Department of Commerce,

provides a summary of Craven County‚s development capacity.

Table 25.  Craven County
Development Capacity, Accessibility, Infrastructure and Resources

DEVELOPMENT CAPACITY CHECKLIST

   INDICATOR YES NO

   County Development Program ðT

   Local Development Corporation ðT

   Chamber of Commerce ðT

   Economic Development Plan ðT

   80% of population within 10 miles of a 4-lane road ðT

   Commercial Airport within 50 miles ðT

   Interstate Highway within 10 miles ðT

   Wastewater Treatment Capacity Available ðT

   Natural Gas Available ðT

   100,000+ sq ft of Industrial Space Available ðT

   Industrial Sites Available ðT

   ACCESSIBILITY

   Nearest Major City (100,000+ population) Fayetteville

   Distance to Nearest Major City (miles) 110

   Nearest Commercial Airport Craven County Regional

   Runway Length (feet) 6,000

   Distance to Nearest Airport (miles) 0

   Nearest Interstate(s) I-40

   Distance to Nearest Interstate (miles) 64

   % of Population within 10 miles of 4-lane road 75%

INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY

   INDICATOR AREA COUNTY SCORE

   Available Space in Industrial Buildings (in sq. ft.) 0.0 1

   Available Acreage in Industrial Sites 574.0 52

   County Score: Compares available industrial space among counties from 1 (lowest) to 100 (highest).

MUNICIPAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT

   INDICATOR TOTAL IN GAL/DAY PER CAPITA COUNTY SCORE

   Existing Wastewater Treatment Capacity 7,025,000 77.7 37

   Surplus Wastewater Treatment Capacity 2,186,675 24.2 32

   County Score: Compares per capita wastewater capacity among counties from 1 (lowest) to 100 (highest).

   Number of Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plants: 6

Source: NC Department of Commerce.
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f. Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point

The Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point generates a considerable amount of economic

influence in the quad-county (Carteret, Craven, Jones,and Pamlico) region as well as the State of

North Carolina.  The total amount spent within in the State of North Carolina for FY2007 is

$1,436,200,375.  Table 26 provides a summary of the 2007 economic impact of MCAS Cherry Point.

Table 26.  MCAS Cherry Point
FY07 Economic Impact Summary

Total In State

Salaries
   Military
      Active
      Retired
   Civilian
      Appropriated
      Non-Appropriated

$671,947,479
$145,594,561

$375,201,364
$9,411,168

$671,947,479
$145,594,561

$375,201,364
$9,411,168

Procurement $196,237,187 $110,327,004

Construction, Maintenance and Service Contracts $135,748,652 $83,821,480

Utilities $19,213,000 $19,093,000

Education and Training $28,318,644 $3,018,013

Health and Medical $22,409,537 $17,135,160

Contributions $954,381 $741,146

$1,605,035,973 $1,436,200,375

Source: Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point FY07 Economic Impact.

The air station‚s largest contribution to the local economy is from wages paid to its civilian

and military personnel.  In 2007, the projected wages for military personnel and civilian employees

was $1,202,154,372.  Tables 27 and 28 provide the total workforce and breakdown of projected

salaries.

Table 27.  MCAS Cherry Point
Total Workforce for FY07

MCAS Cherry
Point

2dMAW
Cherry Point

Fleet Readiness
Center East

(NADEP)
Naval

Hospital
Other Tenant

Activities Totals

Officer 105 772 19 74 44 1,014

Enlisted 967 7,754 22 154 766 9,663

Civilian 890 0 3,670 130 413 5,103

NAF 410 0 0 0 0 410

Totals 2,372 8,526 3,711 358 1,223 16,190

Source: Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point FY07 Economic Impact.
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Table 28.  MCAS Cherry Point
Projected Salaries

Military:
   Active
   Retired

$671,947,479
$145,594,561

Civilian:
   Appropriated
   Non-Appropriated

$375,201,364
$9,411,168

Total $1,202,154,572

Source: Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point FY07 Economic Impact.

g. North Carolina Global Transpark

The North CarolinaGlobalTranspark is located in Lenoir Countyadjacent to Kinston.  In the

spring of 2008, Spirit Aero Systems,a leading supplier to the aerospaceindustry, announcedplans

to locate a plant at the Global Transpark.  The plant will result in an investment of 600 million

dollars and will create 1,100 jobs in its initial phase.  Although difficult to forecast, the plant will

have a multiplier effect which could result in the total impact of 4,000 to 5,000 jobs.  This will

clearly have a positive economic impact on the region, including Craven County.

h. Agriculture

Table29 provides a summary of the cashfarm payments for agriculture for 2003 and 2004.

From 2003 to 2004, the County‚s total cash receipts increased by 3.1%, from $48,964,000 to

$50,488,000.  By comparison, the Central Coastal Plain Area increased 6.4% and the state

increased 13.9%.

Table 29.  Farm Marketings and Government Payments, Total;
Livestock, Dairy and Poultry; Crops; Government Payments, 2003-2004

Counties and
Districts

Total
Livestock, Dairy and

Poultry Crops
Government

Payments

2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004

Thousand Dollars

State Total 7,365,970 8,386,898 4,158,170 5,351,344 2,850,257 2,859,153 357,543 176,401

Central
Coastal Plain

1,280,858 1,362,772 577,509 702,296 625,619 614,093 77,730 46,383

Craven
County

48,964 50,488 17,130 21,570 26,754 25,606 5,080 3,312

Source: North Carolina Department of Agriculture & Consumer Services.
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