
September 26, 2016 
Monday, 6:00 p.m. 

1. Call to Order 

Vision Statement: 

As the Town of Aberdeen grows, we will retain our unique history and 

character and provide the services and amenities to continuously 

enhance the quality of life for our citizens. 

Agenda 
Regular Board Meeting 
Aberdeen Town Board 

Robert N. Page Municipal Building 
Aberdeen, North Carolina 

a. Pledge of Allegiance. 

2. Setting of the Agenda 

3. Consent Agenda 

All items listed below are considered routine or have been discussed at length in 
previous meetings and will be enacted by one motion. No separate discussion will 
be held except on request by a member of the Board of Commissioners. 

a. Minutes of Board of Adjustment Meeting on August 22, 2016, Board Meeting on 
August 22, 2016, and Work Session on September 12, 2016. 

b. Approve Revisions to Local Agreement with Reliance Packaging, LLC. 

4. Informal Discussion and Public Comment 

5. Public Hearings and New Business 

a. Conditional Use Permit CU #16-05 for The Academy of Moore. 

b. Consider action on Conditional Use Permit CU #16-05 for The Academy of 

Moore. 



c. Continued Public Hearing for CU #16-04 Submitted by George Nelson for 

Property Located on Lighthorse Circle. 

d. Consider action on CU #16-04 Submitted by George Nelson for Property 

Located on Lighthorse Circle. 

e. Consider action on new squad apparatus for the Fire Department. 

f. Consider action on a Proclamation declaring September 1th as National 

Gymnastics Day. 

6. Other Business 

7. Closed Session pursuant to N.C.G.S. 143-318.11(a} (3} and (4} to preserve attorney­
client privilege and to discuss economic development matters. 

8. Adjournment 

SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES OR IMPAIRMENTS WILL BE MADE 
UPON REQUEST TO THE EXTENT THAT REASONABLE NOTICE IS GIVEN TO THE TOWN OF ABERDEEN 



August 22, 2016 
Monday, 4:30p.m. 

Minutes 
Special Called Meeting 

Aberdeen Board of Adjustment 

Robert N. Page Municipal Building 
Aberdeen, North Carolina 

The Aberdeen Board of Adjustment (BOA) met Monday, August 22, 2016 at 4:36 
p.m. for a Special Called Meeting. Members present w.ir:~ Chairman Jim Thomas and 

... •>:<~>·:·:-:..:·' 
Commissioners Ken Byrd, Joe Dannelley, and Elease <3!.8;§§;\Nin. Commissioner Buck Mims 
was not in attendance for the meeting. Staff rn.~:ffi=8~J~ .. in attendance were Planning 

:-;:·:-:~;-;.;~:-;- ··:·:·:·:·:·. 
Director Pam Graham, Planner Kathy Blake, .9.rfd{:trepu-tv.;::~;Jown Clerk Jamie Dockery. 
Attorney T.C. Morphis, Marsh Smith, Tony l r.u~f~~:e .with Elit~:iH~p.ofing, and Tim Marcham 
were also in attendance for the meeting. ,.::;:{~Ir~~::::·· ··:::%)::: .. 

1. Call to Order d'lb, 'Y~f~t{~~\}£.of,} ''<q~~tit;; 
Chairman Thomas ca· l.t¢i:J.Jb.~ ... meeting f6:~;i;m:Jer at 4:36p.m. 

\::~::~t=:·=::::%lt~::~:-., ··::=ttt::::;. 
2. Board of Adjustment Item #t6tQ~ t({:lf~:~.r::·~~ Vari~fn§~:-. Request submitted by Elite 
Roofing, LLC for prop~r:tY:~:l.6b~:t.~d at 30:f:f.:i:~Jds D ~i:~~t~~)~~=:·:·.. ··:ttt:::· 

:=~{~~!i;mt:::::=·:-~::::=?~~~t::. ====t1~t::.:=:i~l~~r~[~r::~·~:=wt~~~f1~h ··=-· 

Chairm~~.ttJhomas;f.~:~.ked for ~f l_H~P.~rsons who''Wish to testify in this case to be 
sworn in. De~:6~~:;:qerk_.n¥nie Dock~Hhswore in Planning Director Pam Graham, 

... ·$:::::: ;::-. .--~:: ~;; :·:~:;::: :;: ;: . ·:. •. ·::~:~ ;: ::~. 
PIan n:et::~.a:thy B Ia l<e~:=_a);~:d::M atsltSm.ith. ·,~:~::::: .. 

.. :::tl@J~l~~~:::~::::::::~M1l~~~~~t~=~:·. ··~::\~~l\~1~!~~;:;.. .. ·-:-::::::~~ti~~)~~\:~:~:::-::::~~(: 
=i:f~~{;:_ Chairmi:l'nt$h.pma·st~$~~.ed if ari \t :B:6ard Members had a possible conflict and 

$6~t,~,~d to wifk~{t~,a J~t\~ii; were no conflicts. 

·cf:i~tr..man Thon\~:~~;opened the public hearing for Variance Request BOA #16-
03. Dired:W~tG.raham sf~J~d this is a variance request by Elite Roofing to be allowed 
to expand/l~~~~h-~n .t~l[/ building to meet the increasing demand for roofing. The 
proposed expa ~ltS&~W'iff not be in compliance with the Town setback requirements. 
The specifics includ~~:a-; 

-The business is existing and is setback from the southern boundary varying 
between 1.06' and 1.60' with a loading dock that infringes on the adjacent property, 
owned by Aberdeen Carolina & Western Railway Company. 

-The minimum allowable distance from this property is 15' and the existing 
structure is considered non-conforming with regards to the setback. 
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The petitioner has requested zoning approval for an expansion to the existing 
building in the form of a 24x80 foot prefabricated structure. The addition will be 
setback +/- 1.60' from the side property line and thereby does not comply with the 
15' minimum setback requirement. 

Staff advised the petitioner that the addition could not be permitted due to 
the setback conflict pursuant to UDO §152-124. Planner Graham displayed a map 
that shows the property boundary, the railroad right of way, the existing building on 
the property, and the proposed expansion . The ,pfo:posed addition would have a 
setback of +I- 1.60 feet. ,.:::ltf~:::=· 

Director Graham stated the UDO.,rig~~~~~$'f1¥~ riance requests in Section 
.·.~ ... ·.·. .... .... ·.•.·. 

152-93, which states the Board of Adju~t"m·ent may gra·i)t:~ variance if it concludes, 
upon a showing of all of the followi.n.gf tHgt unnecessary ·W~lq~hip would result from 
carrying out the strict letter of the o'Mrffi:~rce: ·-:<{~)::: .. 
1. Unnecessary hardship would ··v~~:!:!J.t frq_oj}J he strict·-:;WP..J?..Iication of the 
ordinance. It shall not be:':n ecessary to \ m=rno·8hn·t:e that, in th~f~·bsence of the 
variance, no reasonable us·~~~~~:&:~.~.)llade of tW~~~:~:f~perty. ·.·.· 
2. The hardship results ·n~¢:rrf:t$i\qj~ions th ~:t@:r::~ peculiar to the property, such 
as location, size, or topograp·fwi~::.H~?8{B:i. P..? ... resultlhl~f:rom personal circumstances, 
as well as hard.~b:m:ff:e.sJ.Jiting frdht::~ondit'f&Mhh~t ari~B9.r:nmon to neighborhood or 
to the gener:.<~(1$U=!)::I it1H®~V:Jlot be ih-:£b~~.?{~~~¥Ji"gn:8ti.n.g a··:~ariance. 
3. The h:~:~ds.hips d'td;@hot resuiN~f.iM~~ actio~·~:::;:b ken by the applicant or the 

·-:::··:::·:::. :::::;:-:: ~:::;::=:·. 

property owner::)Jh~ act ... 9.t p_urchasing;:pr;.operty with knowledge that circumstances 
exi.~~~::th~:~::: m.9Y ju~Hf:y;~g f::~:MMM!:>f::::~ vari~W~? shall not be regarded as a self-created 

.. ;:r;@~-~-mw::::::rt~~t\~~::::.. ··:::t~~~~i~~I;::-. · ··:;:;=~=ft~}=~::·=~-.~=:t~== 
=::::~fit:· The req'lr·~:~t~d v~l'i:!~b-~e is cori~i'iS'tent with the spirit, purpose, and intent of 
tW~:i~9.r9inance, su2R~&h.!=!t pJ:HiJ:ib.afety is secured, and substantial justice is achieved. 

··::::{}~\::.. ··::=t!ti::.. ··::;tt;> 
Dif.~-~tor Graha·mt:?tated the applicant shall not be required to meet the 

criteria li~Mk~.bove if ~@hr she can prove to the satisfaction of the Board that (i) the 
need for th~V~ti.c;~ .nq~::·Wfi~s out of an error by the town staff, and (ii) in the absence 
of the variance ·m~~~:~:P.Mi~ant will suffer significant hardship, and (iii) the variance will 
not have an adver~:{~ffect on the surrounding properties. In granting variances, the 
BOA may impose such reasonable conditions as will ensure that the use of the 
property will be as compatible as practicable with surrounding properties. 

Director Graham stated staff recommends that the BOA consider the variance 
request BOA #16-03 and render a decision at their earliest convenience. Director 
Graham stated in the Board packet there were 2 letters from adjoining property 
owners that are in support of the expansion. An additional letter was submitted 
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from Greg and Tammy Lyne who own 300 Fields Drive and were in support of the 
expansion. 

Marsh Smith distributed to the Board the letter from Greg & Tammy Lyne. 
Mr. Smith explained what a double lock standing seam metal roof is and the process 
for installing the roof using an electric seamer. Elite Roofing employs 7 people and 
they want to expand to add a metal shop to be able to fabricate metal to be used in 
the double lock standing seam roofs . Mr. Smith stated some advantages to the 
metal roof is that it reflects heat and is recyclable .. w.H~.n it is removed so it won/t be 
thrown in the landfill. Mr. Smith stated they ar_E;!;:i~VHi:g a hardship and can add onto 
the building using a 15 1 crook but it would p_qr§~@~J~tqblem later on when they start 

.-:-:-:-:-;.;.:.;-· '! ... :_::-:-:-.:, 

to have materials delivered by train. Mr. $.m'itWstate:q~;;tp~ first criteria to conform to 
the ordinance would impose a hardshiR:::~:~:~,a~se of th·~::;~:kP..~nse putting a kink in the 
building/ the inconvenience that th.~:~;_@~T-would impos~::Wffi:~~them due to the floor 

layout. He stated this hardship do·~~H~t?rise from anythi~~~~\l~~:-_ lnglese family has 
done/ it arises from conditions peculia r:t'chbJs lot_;:rq:Q_:_the build i'ri:g~:~h~t is attached to 
it. Mr. Smith stated thev..:::tJ~-~d permis~VJ=ffihg;{~Mfd the additio7\{ih :· line with the 
current footprint so that tti:~t~j~ii:kopkink in tW~f~W(Iding that would ~~ke it harder to 
use and more expensive to tB:o·~:WdBt~: !=!!ld less }H~i.<;:_eable in the future. Mr. Smith .... · .. ·.·. ·.•,·.·.·.·.·.·.·.. ., .... ·.· .. ·.·. 
stated what was submitted irf{IJ.e pa:tk~~tp;mfirrriW~h-~ t it aligns with all 4 of the 
criteria for a va.r:T~·f:R~};:JYir . Smith~~:~·ked f~'?~~B.Y.;~-g~_esti.8R$]~f;rom the Board. 

Com M~~;~~~;l ~'J~~IIey :;i~lai;i{{~~~:;{~iJ;p:is what weight the letters 
from adjoining WW~p.erty &~hers sho~'I~(P..~ applied when rendering a decision. And 
w~.~t:.it:~::::q,E;'!_c;:isio~-::W~.~::: f:~~Hf1'@~'~~hi.Q . fav~M~~9.f the variance and the property changes 

.·:-:-:-:···:·:-;.:-:·:·:-:-:-:-:-:-;-:-:-:·. ·<·: .. :-:·:-:;-:-~··"' ··.:.·-:-:-:-:·:·:·.·. ··:···:·:·? .. h:~:iig :s :··c:rri'i:Ft fl:~t~J~W ow.:~:~r wond·e·r.~~~:W.:hv.tne property abuts so closely to theirs and 
t JRfproperty. ··:AW9mev''rvf~r:phis stat·~m:the letters are a way of saying the property 
~Uh~rs don 1t ob}WdbJut$~(property owners have the same risk as any future 
pro·~;~hv...owner hasl~~[~9 wh~t:f~=~. current owner does with the property. 

·-:~i:~!tg~m.i.th stat~:llli~he har:·~hip is expense/ harder to construct/ and the floor 

layout as it 'Mi=~tE;!.d ~~{lffi:~ ability to use rail in the future/ Commissioner Dannelley 
asked for more -.8~1Mi$Kd asked if numbers had been run on the expense differential 
if the building ow~:~{ were to have to do the 141 jog versus the in-alignment. Also 
Commissioner Dannelley asked 1 in reference to the floor layout with the metal shop/ 
would any ability to run the metal shop be lost if there was the jog? Also1 

Commissioner Dannelley asked about the ingress & egress in the current plan 
addition to the back of the building and the proposed jog. Commissioner Dannelley 
is trying to understand unnecessary hardship. Mr. Smith stated there are 4 

components to answer the question of the hardship. 
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1. When you bend metal for roofs you use heavy equipment and when you site 
the equipment you create a floor plan that has feng shui so you can go through your 
drill of creating the roof you need a rectangle space. 
2. The current estimate of the cost is $55,000 for the expansion and if Mr. 
Inglese goes to a different design, such as the 15' jog, then a different roofing system 
will have to be used and the price will raise a significant fraction. 
3. If you shift the expansion to the northeast then you impede the ability to get 
to the rear parking area. There are large trucks that make deliveries to the back area 
and if there is a jog in the expansion then the park.i.o.g~~-area would have to be bulged 

to the northwest which would make it harder t~:::~9~:~t' 
4. There is constraint on the northeast byJ_8:$:::rf~r_king lot. 

--==:=:,. ~(1tF::~= ··===t~h:=:-. 
The Inglese family has spent in .~x:~~ss of $100,0Q:(J::~prucing up the property . .. ::::;:;-:::::::;:-· ··:::::;;.;::--. 

Commissioner Dannelley asked if th~f:~:Was any other inforrti'~t.ion on the hardship of 
ingress and egress if the addition jog~~:~:: . .out. Mr. Smith stat:~;~).l)_at if the addition is 
uniform to the building it will be e·~M~r:-. to b~:i fiik. a loading=::~=~:~.{:; k that is easily 

·-:~;·~·>:·. .·:·~?:·:·:-:..;-~ ~-:·:·>:·:·. 

accessible when using a fo ~!s!Ht._to load bmtt:~:r:~§gJtfe rail. '=:::{}-
\~~1~;!l{t}?:::~--- ·-=:==~{~~~K. 

Commissioner Byrd as·~:~.<;f=aQ:Q:!:!tthe exis'tff):g;..loading dock that faces Hwy 5. 
Mr. Inglese stated it may be Ji~~y._ec{'if:{~~~:::r9i1Way::w~:ms that relocated when they 

run the rails . .-:Mlti.l_hg.J_~se stat~M~:that tfi~~t~:~.?.j_gn ~:H1~Jl.e track will be up to the 
-·····.·.· .... ·.·_.·.· .. ·<....:;-·~·/.·,~.·. .·.·.-..... .·.·.·.·.·.·.·.:·..;.; •. ·.·.·-·.-..... •,•" 

railroad. C9.:@ff:fl is's iorfe:~1~,_yrd aske:~i~~:~t!;~re~··tn ef::·ffl~lWials are stored. Mr. Inglese 
stated the f r&:nl:-.Part of\ff:i\~ buildin=gt tsYoffice are~·::=and the rest of the building is 

--~::::::.:=:->. \-!::!:;:: ·::::::~::: .. 
where the mate't.['~f!? ... are ~.tP.t:~_d. Comrii!$}ioner Byrd asked about the existing loading 

'.._."-;·:.:•:-~-. .-:-;. :-:-;::·:.:;:~:~:-.... . ~·:-:-;-.: ... 
do~.~::;:!'?.:0::~:~9-~, .. propo~~~-A~~pah5.i9.f:l.::.~ ide a·Q~:~ what will be done with it. Mr. Inglese 

_,;g~i~H:;:lAMHl:\}w:e. uld~:~:~;~;l;;~~-nock~:mltm;l@P.~·:}~dded to the foundation since it is all 
':;~:9:9Jj crete . Com#f.i~s_i_onefi;~y,f:.~ asked a!JG'ut the height of it and Mr. Inglese stated it 
';;J~~)~:~;--_5'. Comm·l~~J~;per i%\~h~J iey asked if there was concern about the decision "........... ............ ·.·.·:·~--.·. 

madei R-Y.-. the staff a·mt :!f the ret w as any mistake made by staff that would be the 
reaso~ml~~;':i to bringlR~hhis iss~~ before the BOA. Mr. Smith stated there was no 
issue wittttQ~~~:~taff de9.¥Ipn, Mr. Smith stated if any mistake was made it was made 
decades ago .. wW~n. tQ.~¥~:l lding was constructed. 

·-=:::~tl~lilil~l~~:r= 
Director Gi"'c!lham asked if there were any additional questions or 

clarifications. 

Commissioner Dannelley asked for a visual of what the jog would like to be in 
compliance with the UDO. Mr. Smith showed on the map what it would look like. 
Commissioner Dannelley wanted to see if the proposed expansion was moved 14' 
how would feng shui be impacted to Mr. Inglese's operation. Commissioner 
Dannelley asked by shifting the expansion is Mr. Inglese not able to do what he 
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needs to do with the equipment and why. Mr. Inglese stated if the building butts 
any further into the parking lot, then it would be impossible to back a tractor trailer 
in and there is a fence that goes along the side of the parking lot. Commissioner 
Dannelley asked why it would create a different custom roofing system. Mr. Inglese 
stated one machine is 40 foot long and he needs 80 feet for 2 machines, a place to 
box up materials, and to load/unload. There would have to be a different roof on 
the building so that Mr. Inglese could extend to the northwest. The roofing problem 
comes from 2 quarters: 1) it can't be expanded lengthwise longer than 28 feet 
because of the steel that supports the roof and 2) iJ::Y.~:!-1 jog part of the building over 
15' then you are out of expanding just the roofi r.Ht~lf.H~m which is limited to 28' and 
can't expand what is currently on the roof, ::::{i\~f~~;ftn glese stated this building is a 
standard building in length and pitch so thg 'S:f::§~:f~ c{i1).~.~dily available and if there is 
jog then a custom roof would need to ~-¢~:m~:~ cial order~=&~\~:::: .. 

:)~~~;~~~;~~::~:::::-· ··::;til~t~:;:; .. 
Commissioner Dannelley state-c(~_qjacency to the railrcli(~~=-~.nd ability to have a 

dock are big concerns and ingress a ~:~i/~gress i.JJtP:::.the builci"lNgt_~;:~fely is another 

concern. 'l~~fW.;;,.> t;li;II!!'P <!; 
A motion was made\:~y ··cq·mm.issione r'·:: I?:Y..r:.9, seconded by Commissioner 

Dannelley that the requestec{:0:~.r..ia ~'2Mt~i?.?.~ not ~:~~t: .. all of the following criteria : 
Arises out of ar)::.~:N~9.Y:Jw Town sf~ff;. in th·~~~~~=~~{~ r,~.c;:e oftfj:~::-variance the applicant will 
suffer signifjs;~WFK~Ar~MP.,. and thW\t9 r..i~h}t~i'll@pt._h~-~e an adverse effect of the 
surrounding.Wr~_perties. ··:r~~tbtion un~HH¥M5.~1y carri~W~-0 . 

.•.•• g:~;;•:m!Jti~~fJ~:~,~ ••••. ryj'~~~::~'~h@:!t}~ipner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 
.R~Wb~~=ng~r:tR~t:the JHB:~~.essarv·=wwa$:b. iP::::a;:ould result from the strict application of 

.•:•:•:•:·:·;.; .. ;.· .•.;.~:·:·:·:·~·- ··:•.<•:•:<·. v.:•:•: ·:..:•:·.·~·. 

:\f~:~· ordinance as:~J~:;r.elates:J~.)30A #16:::03::,:· Motion unanimously carried 4-0. 

··:::~~1tt::::.. ·::::~~~~!itt.. ···:::::r~~~t}:; .. 
··::::r~ ... motion wa~{:tJ:! ade by{:~ommissioner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 

··:·:·:·:·:·. ·:::·:·:·:... .·.~·· 

Dannelle-Yi:J hat the ha.f:q:~hip(s) related to BOA #16-03 does result from conditions 
that are ~:~:fq _l .i ar to ttM f property, such as location, size, or topography. Motion 
unanimouslvl~:i'ri~d ... ~;.p:;f 

A moti~~\i£j~1~i{:ade by Commissioner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 

Dannelley, that the hardship related to BOA #16-03 does not result from actions 
taken by the applicant or property owner. Motion unanimously carried 4-0. 

A motion was made by Commissioner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 
Dannelley, that the requested variance is consistent with the spirit, purpose, and 
intent of the ordinance, such that public safety is secured, and substantial justice is 
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achieved. Motion carried 3-1. Commissioners Goodwin, Byrd, and Dannelley voted 
for. Mayor Pro-tem Thomas voted no. 

A motion was made by Commissioner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 
Dannelley, that based on the findings of fact and evidence presented, the Aberdeen 
Board of Adjustment issues approval of BOA #16-03. Motion carried 3-1. 
Commissioners Goodwin, Byrd, and Dannelley voted yes. Mayor Pro-tem Thomas 
voted no. 

Meeting adjourned at 5:35p.m. 

Jamie E. Dockery, Deputy Town Clerk 

Minutes were completed in 
Draft form on August 22, 2016 

.. ::::::::~~::::· J1m Thomas, Ch·amman 

-q~i~1t~h . _.;.. '·:;~(~~~\):;:, 
'<::;~nfYlmu~~s.::w.ere approv~_(:h:-

6 



Minutes 
Regular Board Meeting 
Aberdeen Town Board 

August 22, 2016 
Monday, 6:00 p.m. 

Robert N. Page Municipal Building 
Aberdeen, North Carolina 

The Aberdeen Town Board met Monday, August 22, 2016 at 6:00 p.m. for the 
Regular Board Meeting. Members present were Mayor R.9.qert A. Farrell, Mayor Pro-tem 
Jim Thomas, and Commissioners Ken Byrd, Joe J?..~=ffiWJIIey, and Elease Goodwin. 
Commissioner Buck Mims was not in attendance . .. :::st~¥:t' members in attendance were 

Planning Director Pam Graham, Assistant Publi~~~~lli~MfR:~~~P.:!~~ector Harold Watts, Town 
Manager Bill Zell, and Deputy Town Clerk Jami~:J>.oti<ery. Atf&.f:oey T.C. Morphis, Reporter 

.>:·?:·:·:·:·:·: ';:.<·:·:·:·:·. 
for The Pilot Laura Douglass, Peggy Johnson,.4ffg}a.pproximately~~·R~:.Qther citizens were also ,·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· '\,•.·.·.·.·.· .. 
in attendance for the meeting. :~t~~r~r·· '::::~}}::-. 

1 Call to Order :f[~%b "+;t~~lf{tf;ltJi]~~-;fi \i]fj~)~) 

2. 

3. 

Mayor Farrell called tiJ:$::)'ii:g~S iog to ordert~.t£?:02 p.m. 

Pledg:,;~~~*;Il~;~· +~;~~J:Vt;~;-~,~~Itr;;~;:,~~;;,lk a. 

=::{M.ayor Fa Y~~.!.!.. asked e\~~·r:Y.9:rye· to piE~·a{~)ta nd for the Pledge of 

tli;J.~l;~~~;;:!~~WJif(~:;~ttzr?~;:~ir;, 
::::tt:::.. A Closed ::::s.:~§.~ion ·::p:~:r:~.uant to N.C.G.S. 143-318.11(a)(3) to preserve the 
att=bHfu'~y client privll~:g~ ad~J~~lt.9 the agenda to discuss. A motion was made by 
May6lt~;~.q-tem ThoM~:~/ secoWd~d by Commissioner Dannelley, to approve the 
setting ~m~h~. agenda a:~1%llended. Motion unanimously carried 4-0. 

Informal D~:~Jft(~{lf~~'~ blic Comment 

a. Legacy Lakes - Bruce Parker, who was representing about 15 residents in 
Legacy Lakes, wants to go on record that they oppose the sales trailer that was 
proposed by McKee Homes. They oppose any trailer in the Legacy Community now 
and in the future. A petition from the residents was brought with 120 signatures 
that layout the issues they are having with the contractors. Concerns range from 
failure in erosion and storm water management into the lakes, screening and 
landscaping maintenance, public and safety health concerns, community 
appearance, trash, building of houses in general, violations of noise ordinance (i.e. 
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not working on Sunday) and common area maintenance to include the paving of 
streets. Mr. Parker stated they have discussed these issues with LStar and 
contractors over the past 18 months and nothing has been done. Mr. Parker stated 
they are asking the Board for help in fixing these issues. Mayor Farrell asked about 
the Homeowner's Association resolving any issues. The Homeowners' Association 
and LStar have not been able to resolve these issues together. Director Graham 
stated she received the petition packet right before the meeting and it will be 
reviewed by her and she will follow up with the Board and citizens of Legacy Lakes as 
to what actions can be taken by the Town and what.:falls under the authority of the 

Town. . Ai!lii~) 
Dale Rocko stated they have been dqW.:W~hrs:: f:9.9.d with one builder/developer 

one time already and don't want to tole r..~:t~JWi~ with'J8:~~-rer. 

b. Vanessa McNeill wanted to g~~~~-~~~!~~:·;low up rep::~~~~g1~tt:JJ~~r concerns with the 

Habitat homes in her Broadway nei~fi{B.:~u:hood. M~- McNei if\~~oted to thank the 
-~~::::::·==~- •• ;:::::·:::\ ··:;:::::::-.• 

Commissioners for their li~tening ear of:;;:} be .. ;:(.~1i:oents. Ms. ·-~.:~Neill met with 
representatives from Habit~1%nct was told tH~y\~~=f~ still considerin·g~Sutting a 1.5 or 
2 story house in the cul-d·M~~~=6tW:n.i.c;:h she i ~·:l:~:r:~.<;:erned about because there are 

'..:.-:-:.:-. "~·:<-:·:·:<-:-. :-:-:-:-:-:-. 
supposed to only be 1 story ff§:~.~es::::::;w.~~::)~llcNeill :::~:~.!. !.~ves that what was approved 
should be stuck tP.·:-:.:.!Yls. McNeiil)~·!?o sdfem~::th!lt thE{ f.gn_c;:e is supposed to cover the 

.-.·:-·-:-:-~:-:-:·:-~=:--... -.:-:-:-:-~- .-:-:·:<-:-:-:-:-~--. . ·-:-:-:-:-:-. 
four houses t.l;l.~t~~J:? ordff:~:t)er prope:f:tY. .. an~k~b_g~:rs:~~:~.!!J g tolcf by Ms. Gaar, with Habitat, 

.<·:-.-:-:-:-;-:-· ·-:-:-:-: ·:~-- ·.;.: ;-:. .·:·:·:<-:-:--:.;.. ·~:-:-;.:-:-:·:·:: ... 
that the fent:e::~Would he:~H:)~t behind;:;he·r::JY6use. MS.:;:~: McNeill asked the Board what 
she can do ~·is:S·~~tJhese ·i~~~ es. Ma~:8.t?Farrell asked Director Graham if any plans 

have _ pg~.n subr~:fi~~~~-9 I?~,&H~.!:>..i~~-t. Di}~tt9r Graham stated no. Director Graham 
s!BM~~:mBlff.tQ.g; .. has ·.·H~g~ffiJm:bW;:iH~}t:.9.t t h'i¥ P..oint and there hasn' t been a discussion 

,::JB~8m ho~s~:tP.J~:n? o·r=Wh~ . fence·:::::::rQ.:tr::~clor Graham stated she will review the 
·:::~:81\d. itions of a ~W2~~al aA=d{~ny other .. T~formation to make sure all conditions are 

m~Wi~ii;;fi.,_ \ij'h '~Wi;:k 
c. N'Ot:fu.iiln & Timothy McQueen have concerns about the sewer right of way not 
being ma i~lM'f.J:~.d on ~i9h . South Street. Mr. McQueen stated that a promise was 
made that th ~:\i%:n !iMK~ould have flowers planted around it and it would be made 
pretty and it has·'W~~~fbeen done. Mr. McQueen stated every 3 years the Town will 
mow down the grass and weeds. Mr. McQueen asked if grass can be planted and 
then he will maintain it and asked the Town to do a better job at maintaining the 
right of way. Assistant Director Watts stated per Town Ordinance nothing can be 
planted on sewer right of ways but planting grass can be done with no problem. 

4. Financial Report 

No financial report this month. 
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5. New Business 

a. Consider Letter of Support Regarding the Development of a Montessori 
School in Aberdeen 

Planner Graham stated Ms. Peggy Johnson is asking the Board to 

support the development of a Montessori S,~;:.bpol. Ms. Johnson stated they 

are proposing a charter Montessori Schqg;({6i~f would be K-6 with a private 

preschool component. Ms. Johnson ,.p:tfi:fM~I~~Montessori Schools are unique 
.. ::::::::::;:::;::·· ~:~:~:::., 

because there are no desks and st.!-J_de·8ts wor~jh :.small groups or individually 
·:::::::::::;. "<::::;::~ •. 

at tables or on the floor and ch.iJ .9t~:r.Y are in 3 yeat::::~ls.~ spans in the classroom 
.·:~::;:::;::~::;:... "':.::~:::=::::~. 

and not certain grades. Eao~·~::~Jiild has an individualfg!:!Jdance plan for their 

education . Application is du~::~€~);~mber 1?.~~. and Ms·~~Wffn§on is asking for a 
-c::::;:;:;:;~... ,.;:~::_:;:;::::~. "~;::~;:~~, 

letter of support from the Town. ··:ni·e>.P. r:9j~cted open date::: j~}fpll 2018 if the 
.. ::::::;:::;;; •. _ ·-::!::::::::::::::~-::::::::·· ~~=-=~ .. 

school is approved\{M:~:V.J?.r Farrell a·s@J;It'what the long range goal is on a 
··:·.·:·:·. ··:·:·:·:·:·:·:·.·. -.:·:·:·:·:·» 

building. Ms. Johnsd:q:t~f~fe~~t~hey havE{~~:~:~fl advised to rent the first few 
. ~:::::::~. ·.:~:;:;;:::::::::; .. -. ·.::::::;:;::~:·. 

years and then the ultirh?,t~ go'al~.i~:~~19))uild a·:~$.9.1J!=>OI. The school can receive 

state f~n:c;aWg:~:gl.h.!';~ it is a 2~=~:r..ter sc:H8.~Wf.9J; .. kin d:~;~~rten on up. The first year 
.,:.;~::;~:~;:~:-:-·' . ·.·.:::::;~;:;:::>. ··:;:;::;::~. .. ... ~:::!::!:;::;:Y ~~::::;:::;;;:~~; ... , 

will b:er K::2 and a<:f.~l:: on as thJ:~=~~IJ.iJoren gef:;:qJd_er. Commissioner Byrd asked 
<·:::.::::~:·. ·~:;:~~=~. ....::::~=*~::::~·· ...... v 

about g().Al.~ .. for st\i~!:\~nt popui~Ji.r;m size. Ms. Johnson stated the goal is 90 

.·;.::::::~~-~.!W~ren . i~t:4}~.!:~~~~~~~~~~§}~;;::?..for iW~t~-5 year olds and 2 for the 6-9 year olds . 
. . ;;::: :;: :: ;: :: :;:::;:~:;:>:::: ~::: =· ..... '<~:;: ;::::: ::;::: :: ;;,.· ,• .. '·..::-:; :;: ~;:; :;: :.::-, . ~:: :: ~::: :., 

.-::::~~tf)::::'Co'ITI~t@~.!pne f''::: cy:~::n.nelleyx:a:s.:B.~~;L._fo.W clarification on the process after the 
,.:::::::::::~::;:·· ~-·-::::: ::.::::>~·- . ·:·::::::.:~ :... ...:.;::::;:::::;::.:-
·:::;::~:~:t: Mayor s'igi:)·~:;;t he lett$r, DirectQ'r;:Graham stated there are no further steps for 

·-:,:::~~1It::: .. the Board"~{~ih:ts ti~~~}itl~Y are just asking for a letter to show support in the 

':::tt~:~ .. Qlmunity t~/:~:~.~ to th~~lp plication. 

"'"i\f;)~}#.:,, .. moti.J i was made by Commissioner Goodwin, seconded by 

Commi~~r&8.~f:1~l$Wd to authorize the Mayor to sign Letter of Intent. Motion 

unanimou;:Wl~ rried 4-0. 

b. Paving Resurfacing. 

Assistant Director Watts stated this is just information for the Board. 
Assistant Director Watts stated because the bid amount was over $500,000 
some streets had to be taken out. Mayor Farrell asked for explanation on 
where the Town gets money to resurface roads and how streets are selected 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

for paving/resurfacing. Assistant Director Watts stated the structure of the 
road and amount of potholes, patches, and cuts is used to create an order of 
merit. The original bid was for 20 streets but that has been reduced to 15 
streets included in this cycle of Powell Bill Funding. Bruce Parker asked who 
absorbs the cost of maintenance in Legacy Lakes once the contractor paves 
the roads. Assistant Director Watts state that when the f inal layer is put on 
the road then the Town will release the Surety Bond and then it falls under 
the Town's perpetual maintenance. Commissioner Byrd asked about keeping 
a partial bond for potential damage as P..<;:~. rt of construction continues. 
Attorney Morphis stated the maintenanq~/~Wri=as are not allowed anymore 
per the General Assembly but for a p.g:f:t~~f~ance bond the Town can just 
inspect the road really well before t tt~mf6WW~_<;:_cepts it. Commissioner Byrd 
stated there needs to be an alterrx~;t~:::f:~ nstr~tt:ib:rt entrance for Legacy Lakes 
Phase II and Ill when being t:? .~:fffJJ6 the road~\~=t~.:>.not torn up. Director 
Graham stated she will lookNl)(th e preliminary p i~%@r~.:: .. see if there was an 
entrance already on the plat ~Pif:rGJJ.e can b~: .. <;:~dded. ·-=:::~~Wh:-

Other Business 'i'~~i.;;{l;'k 'i;i{(jl[~~~,~~ "(({;} 
a. Commissioner Byrd wahJ~-~ fO~:(g~_!}.~ Police·=t~.Ql§:f Wenzel with help on the 

traffic in ~h~:-m.ornings at=='M.·oore 'j:i;f~=~:emy. ·-::::~t\:::: . 
.. c:::tf~~j~;;;t:@{~~ll~l)}:; \{l~:~~=:·. ./:~~1~l~l~j~~ftl1~t~;~~~~:::;:;.;._ ··::{~~~~: 

Closed Sessi·O'rfP.ursuanf=tp:;N.C.G .s .' ·:r4P~3.-;l'8 . 11(a)'(~:)Jb discuss matters within the 
-~~::::::-;:;-., . ~:::;:::::.. '. ~:;:;:::::;:::::·· . " 

attorney client=ltf:!v.ilege. :;~;~:~:i: ··::~;~:~:~::._ 

.. ::::~iffA~~{M&.t i.Q ~:::;~~j~~~t:ffi~~1~~{~~@~tORm ~i~J~l~h? n e r Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 

::::~&§MK~in, .tb:::g:~}i:r;~Jo d&:~:~t_ Sessi~X:Wq}~ .l:J ~:~t to N.C.G.S. 143-318.11(a)(3) to discuss 
,,::M~~t:ters within tHW~.ttorn~:9&!i~nt privii~ge. Motion unanimously carried 4-0 . 

. :,:::;~~~~~~~}::::. . '\~:~jilt::.. . ::::::tlt}::;. 
·-:,:::r;h~ Board refi:(r:ned ff0m Closed Session . A motion was made by 

Commi;~=tgh~r Byrd, s~~:gnded by Commissioner Goodwin, to open regular session. 
Motion un~Hf@_9.usly <;:.~tfted 4-0. 

Adjournment ::::::{~jj~~~ll~~~~1~~~~1~~~~}~/ 

A motion was made by Commissioner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 
Goodwin, to adjourn the Board Meeting. Motion unanimously carried 4-0. 
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Jamie E. Dockery, Deputy Town Clerk 

Minutes were completed in 
Draft form on August 22, 2016 
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Robert A. Farrell, Mayor 

Minutes were approved 
on September 26, 2016 



September 12, 2016 

Monday, 6:00p.m. 

Minutes 

Work Session 

Aberdeen Town Board 

Robert N. Page Municipal Bui lding 

Aberdeen, North Carolina 

The Aberdeen Town Board met Monday, September 12, 2016 at 6:00 p.m. for the 

Work Session. Members present were Mayor Robert ~~:{f:}rrell and Commissioners Ken 

Byrd, Joe Dannelley, and Elease Goodwin. Mayor Prq:;f~:/iffiim Thomas and Commissioner 
... ::;:::::::::~::;:;:::: .. ~ 

Buck Mims were not in attendance for the meetirig}~{Stiiff::members in attendance were 
~·-· .. '-::~::;,~~·-- • .. :::~::~:::. 

Planning Director Pam Graham, Planner DanieJ:J~1Ntin, Town·=:¥.:~~t:~ ager Bill Zell, and Deputy 

Town Clerk Jamie Dockery. Attorney T.C. MJ.WP.Hf~ , Reporter fcififuh~ Pilot Laura Douglass, 

Pat Corso, Tim Marchum, Marsh Smith, To g:V~lfb.~lese with Elite Ro~:frMg;::;!3ruce Parker, and 2 

other citizens were also in attendance for the··~:J~~ing. ..::::f)::: ·:::;:~@\:::: .. 

Mayor Farrell called the mlt{i!l~;&~::,:;~i({fr:, iib 
Mayor Farrell informed everyo'tj:~. of 'th~:~~ P..<;J.~sing of=t;f?rr:ner Mayor Bill Marts and the 

fun era 1 arrange me ::Sf~~WJW i;'@b, '*~ifqfb ,~:ilf~tfJti~j)b,:%~;; , 
1. Revisions to~@:Q~ I Agree·ifi~nt with lt~ li~h~e Packagrn·g~· LLC. 

··::;?1~~\:::-. ')!~~] '\f~~1;: .. 
Pat Cox~P stated 'tl;t~:::~gr~:~·m.~.nt.Js straig!:itforward; the challenge is making the two 

a.gt~:~:M~Wi:~:)~.g_rry ··~Mi~i#:l~~:~:~:~::::Jt~:~h:::~fY1 ~\$.9rso stated the state came through with 

(:~:B~?i~centiv~:·:w~:~:~A.ge \~}~h.b. $279:B8B]~)o ;· Reliance Packaging: One NC Grant for 
··::::::::::::_... ··:::::::::;:~. ··:::::::;:::: .. 
$'5:Z:1000, NCDOT Ri3'Wincent ix&::lndustrial Access Program to fix the spur, customized 

. -~ :;:: :: :;:~. . . ~;:: ;:::;:;.. ~ .. : :;:;::. ::~:: .. 
workf.@:f~.~ training 't fut qugh tn:~> state worth $45,000, sales tax exemption on 

machi ~:~@h:U1d equip~!~ht purd~·ase of $149,000. Reliance also received a Building 

and Resto;~fitn .. grant)lt 8e One NC Fund has to be matched which could come from 

the incentiv~·:::~:~:tk.ag@Ufready offered . The problem with the One NC Fund was 

timing and how d~~vsG· marry these up to the other grant. Moore County approved 

the agreement in closed session but not in a Public Hearing, so it was not ready to be 

executed. Once the document was reviewed so that it could be executed, a need for 

some corrections was discovered. One thing to be cleaned up was that it called for 

the Incentive to be the increase in Ad Valorum taxes versus a percentage of the Ad 

Valorum taxes. This document will become the template from this point forward for 

One NC Funds for Aberdeen and Moore County. There is a new document for the 
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Board to consider and vote on in the next Board Meeting. Planning Director Graham 

stated the only clarification is that the County's failure to execute the document was 

an oversight and not an intentional rejection of the agreement. Planner Martin 

stated no funds have been disbursed for this yet. Attorney Morphis stated no 

commitments are changed for any party just clarifications that local agreements 

match up with what is required from the state. The item will be added to the 

consent agenda for the September 26th Board Meeting. 

2. Consent Agenda .. {Jt•'l·ji' 
All items listed below are considered rout [_g§~?iffli:~:Y:~ .. been discussed at length in 
previous meetings and will be enacted .9.Y;~gW£r motio}i:~tNo separate discussion will 
be held except on request by a .. :::::M~h.fber of the·:::;~ij~q9.rd of Commissioners. 

a. Conditional Use Permit CU #;~~t1&;;:fpr The Aq~demy··::;~~M~:~?~e. Public Hearing 

s c he d u I e d for 9/2 6/ ~·~ .... . . . . . ··:::tt~~~t.::.::~,~::::··=:·.::·.::·:=.·.==::=.:.:i.:/:::.=i~=:~~~~jj;j~}~ ··====tt~}~:: (ff\)::::. . . 
b. Conditional Zoning R~·g .t:ie$}~:#:1_6-05 to Allow. an Adult Day Care Facility at 316 

··~:~~;;, ···-:::::::~:::::::·:·. -::5::~::: ... 
Fields Drive. Public He<i'~i'ng s'dfedul.ed for 9/ 2:.6/16 

·~::::::::~ . ··:::: ::~:;:~:~::;:~.. . ·:;:::::::: .. 

~t:;i~ifi::: &~ ~\f;~~ved Y~~~@;·lf?~J~W\\cyl;!itfda at the request of the 
c. Continued::::.l?.:~.plic;/tJ.g9.f: i.Q.g for Gl)}:#16-04 Submitted by George Nelson for 

.. ;{~~m~~~~~~1M~rw LoiJi:~a~Mkti~:Wtk:Qx~e cf~he . Continued Public Hearing scheduled 

1~t:: · for 9/i@~;~b "'Wl~if~h '''V*J> ······· 
d. ·-:::;~~f~)~evisions to t~·~~l Agre:~fu.~nt with Reliance Packaging, LLC. 

··::(Xl~~ij·9:~ion was::~~~:~.e by ~:;~ missioner Dannelley, seconded by Commissioner 

Goodwin, '{6t~pprove)~~It, and d of the consent agenda and remove b. Motion 

unanimously ~~%!'~9:~Si8F 
. ·====~~m~~~~==::-· 

3. Appointment and Re-Appointment to Planning Board. 

Planning Director Graham stated Johnny Ransdell is not eligible for re-appointment 

since he has served two consecutive terms. Heidi Whitescarver has submitted an 

application for the ETJ vacancy on the Planning Board and Bill Prevatte is eligible for 

re-appointment for In-town. 
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5. 

A motion was made by Commissioner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner Goodwin, to 

accept the new nomination, Heidi Whitescarver, to fill the ETJ vacancy with a 3 year 

term to expire June 2019 and re-appoint Bill Prevatte to a 3 year term to expire June 

2019. Motion unanimously carried 3-0. 

Minor Modification to CU #05-04 Submitted by McKee Homes for Lot Line Changes 

on Lots 107-112. 

Director Graham stated this modification is to cor~.~:~i~i~he anomalies in the shapes of 

the five lots and bring a more consistent lot:::SJ~~li!~~:~ d width and street frontage. 

Director Graham stated adjustment over fi\(.~H~JF~~t:HJires Board approval. Mayor 
' ··~:;:}· '<::;:;:;:;:-;., 

Farrell asked about the alley between lqJ~::~1i'2 and i:ftW~.f.l the map. Geoff Potter, 

with McKee Homes, stated it is a drain:~:i~~~~·~sement an~{rktn:c;~.intained by the Legacy 
·.::::::;:~::::·. ~-:~::::::::~-. 

Lakes Homeowners' Association. b'ifector Graham stated'::::j:.f&:: .. additional lots are 
··~::::::::8:-. -·~·.·. '~:::::;::~:: .. 

being created or taken away. Comrrns~·i·q.ner .6.Y:i:~t asked is 'tb1$:~:Jhe last of the 

adjustments that needed t~it~;~))lade in th:l~~~t;~;~~~;§=W~hat side. Mr.':M~fter stated yes. 
··::~~m~~~~~~:~~~~~m~~~~:::;::-. . '~:~~~~~~~~~~~-. 

A motion was made by Comn\i~.?,i()ff~:t}~yrd, secdnft~.9. by Commissioner Goodwin, to 

approve the adjustments. Mo~:M~h .. un·~:Mffi.~:hl.~!y ca;:~:j=~a~:~.-0 . 
.:{~~~If~f!~~!~~mt:::::, :;t~~~~\.. ..;JI~It\~~=::'::v. ·-=:~tlk 

Request to F?,.~Jjtlit'Mefaf:.SJ.ding on 'F?::f:q.p,o.$:E;!:<J :: rnd'tis.~ t.i9J. Building at 301 Fields Drive. 
··:;==r:]~:;:;.. ·\~t~: ·,~t~~=t~r~==;:·· ·-:·::t::-· 

Director Grah<:i'ffl.{?.S~ted t_tij_~ is the sam:~ Elite Roofing property that the Board of 

AdJY.~~m:~JJ.txnad~·::~~~:~.~.~f~:l:~MB:~~~.r::~.FentW\~:pproving the expansion and the applicant 
.-:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~::: :· ;::::::: :-. . . -:·x:::~:=::::::-.- - . -..:·:::::~:::::<:·:-. · .. :;:::::::: 

.·:m:~:q:i:treqi:J'e'st~~-:.i:JIIow:t@:~!al sidiii·g:::2:~~~t.he:::proposed addition. This does not require 
;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:·· ··:;:;:;:;:;::<... -~~:;:::::;:;.. ·.:,:;:::;:;:;:;: 
··::a;~~&:f!riance becaU'~~\l)Do ··§:~:?:~-163.13 'states that metal buildings may be approved 

"•:::;:~:::... -··~·=::::::::;.. ·-:~:;:::~:::: •• 
by"tlj:~:J3oard of Co rhmJ~sion·e:~$:ifp r industrial applicants upon the determination that 

the ~:m~~fbt.any other\W~t.erial \:;Jkd ld be deemed unsafe or impractical. The "unsafe 

or impr~hthd." standal M: are the two standards that the Board would base their 

decision o~-:~;:~~tAgori).~&~~~~Morphis stated the Board, several years ago, wanted to 

strengthen the-)J~:~r&~ents of metal buildings requiring that a percentage of the 

facades be cove~~:8·· in brick, stone, etc. comes from. Also, at that time it was 

recognized that some areas such as industrial/commercial zoned districts it might be 

financially ruinous to require other siding. Marsh Smith stated Mr. Inglese replaced 

the old rusted siding about a year ago to make improvements on the building. Mr. 

Inglese distributed some photos of the current building- side of building and front 

of building. Mr. Inglese wants to keep the same siding on the proposed addition 

because it would be tough to tie different siding into the existing because it is a lap 
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siding and he wants to keep the same vintage look of the building all the way around 

when the new addition is added. Mayor Farrell asked how long the addition will be. 

Mr. Inglese stated about 18'. Mayor Farrell asked if this was a case by case. Director 

Graham stated yes and this doesn't change anything in the Ordinance. Attorney 

Morphis stated this is not quasi-judicial and the decision tonight does not affect any 

decision in the future. Director Graham stated in order to fully comply with the UDO 

and in making the decision the question of unsafe or impractical should be explored 

in the decision . ..::::~~tii~~)~[j1j}:: 
Motion made by Commissioner Byrd, second~.QHtY.~~~Gpmmissioner Goodwin, to allow 

the metal siding to be used, as presentgd:~~~~./~h~:;;~;ij~:!=J.rd tonight, to continue the 
.. ;:::::;::::.. .. ··:;:::·;:::} 

appearance of the building as it woulq.::.I:5:$J mpractical to:::gq_._anything else and would 

impose an unsafe environment if w.~~~\M:~~ ired the other··:w:~~-.of siding to be used. 

:t:: :~ :~: :~: ou sly ca rried·::3:::::-: .. o·.·::::::::::::::.·.·-~. ~!:;;~~;:;_~_f_~.:~=.=··_==_.:: __ :=.·_.::::·::·:·_:= __ .:f·_ .. :~.:·:~-=-·=~:·_.:~·.:1·.=~:t-~_-.f.~ i "\~il;;~I;i:;) ·=~i~~~~~~11f\;~:::~:·. . .· 
Manager Zell stated Public W<?:tks:,:rrnt~.~~.or Rickie:::.M_<;>_nroe has put together a memo 

··:~:::::::... ··-·:;::::::;:::;~ .. ·.\. ··:::;;;;:~:: .. 
on the status of some projects. ·::~:~:~:;:: ···::::::r~::::::::... ··=:::)~:::: .. 

-The s u rveyq._f:(G:~~~t~i~~~~j~~~:~.P I et e d··;:~~~~~)W. q_r:.ki~i:~~~~[\~i~l~~~~~h~:~:=~:·y a rea . He is res ea rc hi n g 
<:~:· ;:;::::: ~.:::::::;::. ·~;::;:;::::::: .. :·. :::·' ';>·:::;;::::·· 

deeds becaus·~·~:J Q . one ar'e:c;t;Jor exam·g-.l~=·there are two pieces of property that the 

lines meet in th:J~i@).d_ple_,dtf.np.r:nas A~~:fihe . 
.. :{~~~~JII@;;::·::~::::::::·.·. ··=\;ttfif?K: ::;~{ji)}\~:::~-.. --=:\~ili\ . 

.. :::B.i¢.Rie··ancF:B.!.!t::~~ve ·c·~blSJ cted D'0.{:~~;¢.9r:.1<:E=ifning the curb & gutter along us 1 and 

't{6.~;Y will get t~·==nmkhen-~t~:~:~;~~ey geti=f=~·oing. Mayor Farrell stated this is an issue 
··:::::~:::;::--.. . ·:;:: :::::;:~, "-;;::::::~ ;:: .. 
that;~~~tg9es way ba'i:iKi:::::. Cor1Hi\i~~ioner Dannelley and Byrd asked if any of the 

··::::::::=~::-. '"<:;::::::::, ·*;;;~::::::: 
comrrit ftl'iGation has 6:e·en documented when the Town contacts DOT about this 

·-.:::::::;::::::.. ·~;:::::;::: 
issue. Co'fiiJb!.?.sioner Byt;g stated it needs to be put on record and the Board & Town 

needs to b~::::~t~:~.~ti~~~i!~lj1~~:~mmissioner Dannelley asked aren't we trying to not only 

address the un·~:ilffi~rMM~ but also the potential for flooding because the gutters are 

clogged. Commis-~Tb'~er Dannelley wants to address the issue from the point of 

health & safety from flooding and this is the approach he wants to see taken. 

Commissioner Dannelley wants a letter drafted identifying these health & safety 

concerns. Mayor Farrell asked someone to draft a letter to Brandon at the Aberdeen 

DOT office about the concerns of the Board and they will meet with him if necessary. 
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-Manager Zell stated since there are no health concerns at this point with the 

asbestos in the rotunda, allowing us to wait until next year's budget time to figure 

out what way the Board wants to go. Commissioner Byrd stated Option II he feels is 

the right thing to do so that it can be done right once and not have to keep going 

back and piecemeal it together. Mayor Farrell stated to wait until budget time. 

Manager Zell reminded the Board members of the Assessment Center and dinner on 

::::::~:"::·::~: :~;nded the Board abouJlJ.~'~demy of Moore playground 
. . rd /:::~:::::~:~;:::;:;~:~:~~ 

ded1cat1on on September 23 at 5:30p.m. :::::=::::::;:;=:- ··:::;:;:::::: .. 

,.;:;}:\~::;:;::·:· ·-::~~:tt:::-. 
Commissioner Byrd reminded Mayor F.i=! f:f:~_Wand Manage'i:;~=~~ ! l about The Academy of 

Moore bringing a 3rd grade class t Q.{MfTown Hall on S~:M:¢:m ber 29th and Mayor 

Farrell and Manager Zell are request~J~f~~.b,e present . ··::::(~l~~~\: .. 
. ·=·:·.. ··:<~i)::;. .. -/~t@f~=:· ·-:::;~~1ft:::. 

Mayor Farrell stated he ha~~:!~~:~~r date 8/31/~P.~Jtohl Allyson Schoen··:and Don Goulet 

of The Academy of Moor~\~~a=S~s~i n g that }i~~=~~mce officer be made available to 
::~::::~::~ ··:~::::::;::::::~·.' --~~~;~;~ 

direct traffic into and out of tn·~;~~~_ch o:Ot~l?:mperty. M·~);l_eger Zell stated he has talked 
·-:;::::::~. ~ ·~::~:::::::::::.~ .... - • .. :·:::;:::::>:-.... 

with Police Chi~f:::ifi):tr:NYenzel aoq:Q~ this. ·.:G.Q:fumJssiotfe(!;J.~yrd stated he has already 

suggested th~:~~WW~=:=x:~~!~.~.my of -~~~:qr~(~!J.~=~~f:~:~~~ige>::~ending a letter to NCDOT 

asking for fi}~~il:lg light~::~~k be instJI'I:€.mt===commi;;M~er Dannelley asked what role 

the school sy;fM~\~::vvo ~ .l~~~i~:b.~.x~e in tMrP. !ng with this issue in weighing from a 

s ~h~S:IJ~f:G~~-~-f:!tsaf~W;lHM:~W~=aW~~tJv.'J.ay6iltt~rrell suggested a serpentine drive to get 

(fl~: cars~fttff~;1j}.,d~''l\jj~iJk '"Wi?~i "<' 

M~fY.:9:r.::..F arrell statedi.f:i.~ has=:::a) pgtition dated 8/22/16 from Legacy Lakes with 120 

sign~·ftth .. against a M:~k~e Ho;rl@ sales trailer. Commissioner Byrd stated there are 

two par~~W~~::t;he petitid~fithhe 1st is opposition from the Legacy Lakes residents about 
··:;;:;:::;:;.. ::;:;:;~:;: nd 

the sales traile·r::::.and . ..th~~::2 was concern about adherence to building codes, UDO 
··::::~::::; .... :::::::::::::::~· 

requirements, sfr.:q~Ji;Jral issues, etc. Commissioner Byrd also stated the bridge 

structure is an is;S~· with heavy trucks going over the bridge. Director Graham 

stated the map the Board just received has an existing entrance at the top circled in 

red and the bottom red circle is second entrance that is planned for and approved 

on the preliminary plat. Director Graham stated the 2"d entrance winds its way back 

up to the traffic circle and doesn't have any other option. She stated they are poring 

through the concerns and gathering a collective response to bring to the Board. 

Mayor Farrell asked if the Town had any pressure on the contractors. Commissioner 
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7. 

Byrd asked if there was a way to have a temporary construction entrance that comes 

in from the back bordering the day camp. Director Graham stated there is not an 

access point unless they cross private property and the only way to do that would be 

to get some type of easement. Mayor Farrell asked what pressure the Town has on 

contractors. Director Graham stated if they are in violation of Town ordinances we 

have plenty and can give notice of violations and impose fines. Some issues fall into 

that category and some do not. Commissioner Dannelley suggested letting Director 

Graham take time to address 100% of the concerrJ~:~~Mfd fully investigate and bring a 

report back to the board. .-::::~l~I~}~::::-· 
.. ;:;:{~i~iit~~~n~~~~., 

Closed Session pursuant to N.C. General ~tafj¥.te 143t ;B:+_$.11(a)(3) & (a)(4)to consult 
.::::::::::: . >:;;:;:;:::;: ... 

with an attorney employed or retaine~H~.Y.:::the public l:fO:qY.:;.J n order to preserve the 

attorney-client privilege between th:~:Mh~rney and the -~{Mik body and to discuss 
·~::::::::;:~:, ·-:::::::::~:;.~ 

matters pertaining to economic devel6ffm.ent. ··\:~:~:\ .. 
.. -:.:~:~·=·:... ,-.·'.:.::_·~.~~-~-~~·.:·.··.·. '<·:·:-:-:~:--. . <:::~~~~ ~~~ ~=; ::.. ..; ;;: :: ::; :::::::.. . . ::: :~~~ i~~~ ~:::: .. 

A motion was made by Coqf~h!-?.~ioner Byrd?{~:~§~~B~d by Commissidh~r Goodwin, to 
go into Closed Session pJ=t,~=t.M'ib:t.Q N.C.G.s=:q&4'3-318.ll(a)(3) to discuss matters 

·:·:·:-:·. •.;.;.:-:·:·:-:•:, ":·:·:-:-:::.. 
within the attorney client privi l,~ge·::·::=~.:~J.i.<;>n unan'ii:l:t¢.usly carried 3-0. 

The Board reJW}}f.ilif~llT clo;;~\f~~~:;;~;.:JI'~tTa~tw~s made by commissioner 
Byrd, secon.!;i.:~:w·· by Corn:m issione·r:~~:;§p{HWJin, th;t~p.en regular session. Motion 

·.·:::·~·:·:·# ·~<·:·:·:·. ··:-:-:-:-:·:·:·:-:-:·· ·-:~:- · 

unanimously c:~·fr:i~d 3-0. \:~{% ·::;~:~:~:~:?· 

~l!4f?;t[~i;g~?,E;~!f&rr;{,ifffii@!g~f~'~ftJon, Commissioner Byrd asked why the 
.;:;:~:~~'fd of Adju:stfu.~nt m·e.g~_i,ngs are '·b·~ih'g)i'eld out of session and not in conjunction 

··\~):tb .. the alrea~N~~i~:~h.~d~'j~:a:\meetings ·::,:::::·Commissioner Goodwin stated that she is 

u~·26Mt:9rtable ha~M~hhe ( gffl}D.i.ssioners serve as the Board of Adjustment. She 
.. :;:::·:·:::.. ·~:::; ::::;. . :~::;::::· 

asked hQ.W.:J hat can be;:~h.anged . ·Attorney Morphis stated the UDO can be amended 

to make ~W@:e.qard of AJJtstment an independent board . Commissioner Byrd agreed 

on separati~l:ih.:e:~Co.i~JWr~sioners from the Board of Adjustment. Attorney Morphis 

asked if he is a~·m=~f:i:~~:d to tell the Lamar attorney that the Board of Commissioners 
·.·.· 

would prefer to have an independent Board of Adjustment and ask if they can put 

this on hold until a new Board can be constituted. Commissioner Byrd stated to put 

a bracket with no more than 90 days. All Commissioners agreed to allow Attorney 

Morphis to ask that question. Director Graham asked if the Lamar case would be the 

one they would want another Board to have a final decision on. All Commissioners 

stated yes. Commissioner Byrd stated the question is do we want to punt this to 

another Board within the next 90 days or do we want to go ahead and address it and 
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in the interim start putting together an independent board. Attorney Morphis said 

he now has public record and has been directed to make the offer to Lamar's 

attorney to have an independent board for their meeting. 

8. Adjournment. 

A motion was made by Commissioner Byrd, seconded by Commissioner 
Goodwin, to adjourn the Board Meeting. Motion unanimously carried 3-0. 

Jamie E. Dockery, Deputy Town Clerk 

Minutes were completed in 
Draft form on September 12, 2016 
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TOWN OF ABERDEEN 

AGENDA ITEM ACTION REQUEST FORM 

This form must be completed and attached to all supporting documentation for items 
to be included on the Town of Aberdeen Board agenda. One (1) form per agenda item. 

Submitted By: P Graham Department: Planning ----------------------- ---~-----------------

Contact Phone# 4517 Date Submitted: 9/20/16 --------------------- --------------------
Agenda Item Title: Conditional Use Permit CU #16-05 for The Academy of Moore 

Work Session- Board Action (date ofmeeting should be filled in on line): 
Information Only __________ _ 
Public Hearing-------------
Approval at work session - immediate action-------------

Regular Board Meeting- Board Action (date of meeting should be filled in on line): 
New Business 9/26/16 Information Only __________ _ 
Old Business Consent Agenda -------
Public Hearing 9/26/16 Informal Discussion & Public Comment ____ _ 
Other Business _____ _ 

Summary of Information: 

Special requests (i.e. Needs to be first on the agenda due to schedule of guest, etc.): 



ABERDEEN..;}!! .1 
1193 ~...... .1 

Agenda Item# __ 
Town of Aberdeen Planning & Inspections Department 

115 N. Poplar Street PO Box 785 
Aberdeen, NC 28315 

(910) 944-7024 

MEMORANDUM TO THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS- September 26, 2016 Public Hearing 

Applicant: 
The Academy of 
Moore County 

Request: 
Conditional Use 
Permit CU # 16-05 
to Permit a School 
Use in the 0-1 
District 

Location: 
12588 US Highway 
15-501 

Parcel ID: 
00049693 

Zoning: 
Office & 
Institutional (0-1) 

Existing Use: 
K-5 Charter School 

Proposed Use: 
Same 

Prepared by: 
Pamela Graham, 
Planning Director 

Description of Conditional Use Permit Request 

The Academy of Moore County requests a conditional use permit (CUP) to permit a 
school use in the Office & Institutional (0-1) Zoning District. In the course of 
reviewing plans for expansion of the use and new structures for the existing school, 
staff discovered that the use is currently considered "legal nonconforming". This 
status resulted from the current UDO requirement that a conditional use permit be 
issued for school uses in this district, and one never having been issued by the Town. 
The school was constructed in 2008 and the property was annexed by the Town of 
Aberdeen in 2010. Moore County had issued a conditional use permit in 2007 but no 
measures were ever taken to transfer the CUP or otherwise bring the zoning into 
compliance with Aberdeen ordinances following the annexation. Approval of this 
request will remove the nonconforming status from the property; no changes in use 
or activities, other than those related to the expansion, are anticipated at this time. 

Procedural Issues 

§152-146 Table of Permissible Uses of the Town of Aberdeen Unified Development 
Ordinance (UDO) requires that all major subdivisions receive approval by the Town 
Board, and a recommendation by the Planning Board, for a conditional use permit. 

The UDO directs in § 152-54 that the Town Board shall decide in favor of issuance of 
a conditional use permit unless it concludes, based upon the information submitted, 
that: 

1. The requested permit is not within its jurisdiction according to the Table of 
Permissible Uses - (a decision is within the authorized jurisdiction of the 
Board), or 

2. The application is incomplete - (staff has deemed the application to be 
complete), or 

3. If completed as proposed in the application, the development will not comply 
with one or more requirements of this chapter. (The "chapter" 
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in this context is the UDO). Staff has identified only two potential noncompliant issues in the proposal, 
specifically the existing parking count as detailed at the top of page 3 of this memo, and a minor 
deficiency in the landscaping requirements. 

Furthermore, as directed by § 152-54(0), even if the Board finds that the application complies with all other 
provisions of this chapter, it may still deny the permit if it concludes, based upon the information submitted, 
that if completed as proposed, the development, more probably than not, 

1. Will materially endanger the public health or safety, or 
2. Will substantially injure the value of adjoining or abutting property, or 
3. Will not be in harmony with the area in which it is to be located, or 
4. Will not be in general conformity with the land-use plan, thoroughfare plan, or other plan specifically 

adopted by the Town Board. 

The Town Board acts in a quasi-judicial capacity when considering a conditional use permit application and 
shall consider the recommendations of the Planning Board and staff in their decision. Though they are not 
bound by those recommendations, they are required to use the same criteria in formulating their decision as is 
used by the Planning Board in their recommendation. 

The Planning Board has made a recommendation for approval with conditions of CU #16-05. 

Zoning (Exhibit attached) 

The property is located on Highway 15-501 South, at the southern boundary of Aberdeen' s jurisdiction and 
just south and west of the entrance into Legacy Lakes. The adjoining properties are within the county's 
jurisdiction. Upon annexation in 2010 the property was zoned Office & Institutional (0-1). The regulations of 
this district were established primarily for office and institutional uses which have only limited contact with 
the general public and which have no offensive noises, odors, smoke, fumes or other objectionable conditions. 
As residences are permitted in this district and as this district is usually adjacent to residential districts, 
provisions are made for yards, off-street parking, off-street loading areas, and safe pedestrian access and 
connectivity. The table below highlights the permissible districts and approval processes for school uses. A 
Vicinity Zoning Map is also enclosed for reference. 

Z =Zoning by Right, S =Special Use Permit, C =Conditional Use Permit 

Description I RA I R3G-1sl RZ0-1&1 R18-141 R15-U I R10-1o_IR&-1ol MH I PUD I s-1 I HC I GC I s-zl B-3 0 -1 C-1 I 1-H 

5.000 EDUCATIONAL, CULTURAL, 

RELIGIOUS, PHILANTHROPIC-

SOCIAL, AND FRATERNAL USES 

I 
I 

5.100 Schools I 
5.100 Elementary and secondary 

(including associated 

grounds and athletic and 

other facil it ies) c c c c . 
5.120 Trade or vocational schools 5 5 5 5 5 5 . 
5.130 Colleges, universities, com-

munity colleges (including 

associated facilities such as 

dormitories, office buildings, 

ath letic fields, etc.) ; c c c 
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Considerations in Determining UDO Compliance 

After review of the proposal, staff reports as follows regarding compliance with UDO standards. 

1. Parking- §152-291(C)(6) sets a standard of five (5) vehicular parking spaces per classroom for schools. 
Including spaces for two buses, the existing parking space count is twenty-six. The facility contains 
sixteen (16) classrooms, including three temporary modular classrooms that are intended to provide 
space for the next four years until a permanent addition can be constructed. Per UDO standards, eighty 
parking spaces are needed to accommodate the number of classrooms. However, the UDO does allow 
flexibility in the administration of the standard, stating that the Board may permit deviations from the 
requirements and may require more parking or allow less parking whenever it finds that such 
deviations are more likely to satisfy the requirement that "a sufficient number of parking spaces to 
accommodate the number of vehicles that are ordinarily likely to be attracted to the project in question" 
be provided. While the number of available parking spaces are fewer than the UDO standard, the 
Board may allow less parking if they can determine that all vehicles will be accommodated under 
ordinary circumstances. The Planning Board recommended a waiver of the parking requirements. 

2. Screening and Landscaping - Article XIX details the town's screening and landscaping requirements, 
vary depending on the zoning of the subject property and adjacent properties. As the property is 
adjacent to parcels outside of Aberdeen's jurisdiction on all sides other than the road frontage, the 
following requirements apply: 

a. An Opaque Screen along the street frontage that consists of a mix of large trees and shrubbery. 
This requirement has been complied with. 

b. Shrubbery along the front and sides of buildings which can be seen from the street. Staff has 
determined that the front of the building is sufficiently landscaped and the only building side 
visible from the street is at the south end. Additional shrubs will be required to meet the 
ordinance standard. 

General Conformity with Plans 

The 2030 Land Development Plan Future Land Use Map adopted in 2005 proposed no future land use for this 
property as it had not yet been annexed by the town at that time. Nearby properties are designated as Medium 
and Low Density Residential, Commercial, and Conservation. School uses are considered to be compatible 
with all ofthese uses. 

The Plan also includes as Goal #4 to "provide child and youth related recreational and social facilities." 
Specific actions to facilitate this goal include to "improve the quality and infrastructure of Aberdeen's 
schools." 

Staff considers the proposal to be in general conformity with plans adopted by the Town Board. 
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Findings of Fact 

The Board must consider the following findings of fact in rendering a decision regarding conditional use 
permits: 

1. Will the activity materially endanger public health or safety? 
2. Will it substantially injure the value of adjoining or abutting property? 
3. Will it not be in harmony in the area in which it is to be located? 
4. Will it not be in general conformity with the Land Use Plan or other plans specifically adopted by the 

Board? 

Recommendations and Suggested Motions 

During their 8/18116 meeting, the Planning Board made a recommendation for approval of CU #16-05, with 
conditions as indicated on the following pages. 

Staff recommends that the Board accept public comment regarding Conditional Use Permit CU #16-05 during 
the public hearing scheduled for September 26, 2016 and render a decision on the application at their earliest 
convenience. The following is a recommended format for motions to be made at that time. 

Motion 1: 

Motion 2: 

Motion 3: 

Motion 4: 

Motion 5: 

Motion 6: 

Motion 7: 

CU #16-05 (is/is not) within the jurisdiction of the Town Board according to the 
Table of Permissible Uses. 

CU #16-05 (is/is not) complete as submitted. 

CU #16-05, if completed as proposed, (will comply with all/will not comply with one 
or more) requirements of the UDO. If not, specify the requirement. 

CU #16-05 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #1: will not endanger public health or 
safety. If not, list why. 

CU #16-05 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #2: will not substantially injure the 
value of adjoining or abutting property. If not, list why. 

CU #16-05 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #3: will be in harmony with the area in 
which it is located. If not, list why. 

CU #16-05 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #4: will be in general conformity with 
Land Use Plan or other plans specifically adopted by the Board. If not, list why. 

Per UDO §152-54(c), If the Board votes that the application is not complete as submitted (Motion 
#1), or that the proposal will not comply with one or more requirements of the UDO if completed 
as proposed (Motion #2), the application may not be approved. If the Board votes that the 
application satisfies all requirements of the UDO and findings 1-4, they shall approve the 
application. 
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Motion 8: Based on the Findings of Fact and the evidence presented, the Town Board: 

D Issues denial of CU # 16-05 based on the following: _________ _ 
Dissues approval ofCU #16-05. 
Dissues approval with conditions ofCU #16-05 as follows. 

Recommended Conditions 

1. Conditional Use Permits (CUPs) run with the land and as such CU #16-05 applies to the entirety of the 
property reflected in Parcel IDs #00049693. An amendment to the CUP is needed to remove property 
from the CUP or to make changes to the CUP. If an activity is a use by right, it is not subject to the 
CUP. 

2. The development is authorized to continue operation as a public school as identified in Item 5.100 of 
§152-146: Table of Permissible Uses of the Town of Aberdeen Unified Development Ordinance 
(UDO) with subordinate uses typically associated with a school facility. 

3. The development is authorized to maintain site development as depicted on the provided sketch 
overlay indicating a One Story Charter School Building (existing), a Multi-Purpose addition to the rear 
of the principal building (existing), two Temporary Modular Structures (existing), and a Future 
Classroom Addition to the south ofthe principal building (future). 

4. UDO parking standards indicating a minimum of eighty (80) parking spaces are: 
a. reduced to __ spaces as authorized by §152-291(C)(7)(a) and shall be installed no later than 

180 days from the issuance ofCU #16-05, or 
b. waived as authorized by §152-291(C)(7)(a), or (*this was the recommendation ofthe Planning 

Board) 
c. required to be installed no later than 180 days from the issuance of CU # 16-05, following 

approval by staff of a submitted site plan detailing the construction of the required parking. 
5. As required by §152-308 of the UDO, shrubbery with a minimum height of eighteen (18) inches at 

planting and of a variety that can be expected to reach a minimum height of thirty-six (36) inches 
within five (5) years of planting shall be required along the south-facing fa9ade of the principle 
building. A sketch of the proposed plantings, with spacing and species indicated shall be submitted for 
staff review and approval prior to installation. 

6. The Aberdeen Planning Department shall be notified of any new uses, activities, or construction on the 
property subject to CU #16-05 and all applicable reviews and/or permits shall be obtained in 
accordance with the UDO. 

7. All additional conditions or requirements as provided by the UDO are enforceable with regards to 
proposal CU #16-05. 

Enclosures: Conditional Use Permit Application 
Academy ofMoore Site Development Sketch 
Vicinity Zoning Map 
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Town of Aberdeen 
Planning Department 
Phone:(910)944-7024 
Fax: (910) 944-7459 

Conditional Use Application 

For office use only: 

Application No. ____ _ 

Date RfiE~f:..:....JV:....::E=D=----

Amount Received:. ___ _ 

- JUN· _-6- 2016 · 

NOTES: - DEADLINE FOR SUBMITTAL IS ONE MONTH PRIOR TO THE APe.,LICABLE MEETING DATE 
OF THE PLANNING BOARD. TOWN OF ABERDEEN 

-ALL APPLICATIONS MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A SITE PLAN. SEE SITE P-LAN 
APPLICATION CHECKLIST FOR REQUIRED ITEMS. 

APPLICANT INFORMATION: 

Applicant: -,-;:, t A c I~()£ j\ll 1' 0 ~ (\'\ oO ~E c D l) iV TY 

Phone No.{j /0) '7 5'1- 0 l( 0 I Cell No. (cit o) 6 o3·· 8'J.1 .1 Email: R _s c tJ 0 E 1\L. 'TA"" t@ 
.S IIY\ 1'1 ' L ' c v r.l\ 

Applicant'sAddress I~ s-ea us Hw'(- IS:- SD\ _.Sov-ih F[)cfL()££,...,1 /\..?( j.f31] 

Property Owner: 'Ti~t AcA/)ktv\1 c)~ rvloo~ GS~v ... ,JJ 
Owner's Address: __ ___._;(,'L..:.A.L..!fl1~li _ _.fi"-~ .... · _ __._,_ll_,_,8..,>.">:.....t__,h~..._------------------

Property Location Address:_(,._,t1"-'ll...L..z-"-f ____._,/1_,._1.·_~/l.....:.&_iJ.;_(=· _____ .LRK# {) 0 O!f j . b 9;3 
CONDITIONAL USE REQUEST: 

A. Existing Zoning: __________________________ _ 

B. Existing land use on property: __ (_· 1-'-~ ~_;l._7_i_: ,_'-__ s_· L-'. t'-'-1-'-o_,)_,_\ ------------

c. Requested land use: A cl)t') 1711.~•?.1 

THE BOARD MUST MAKE THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS OF FACT IN ORDER TO APPROVE A 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT. PLEASE PROVIDE INFORMATION TO SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING 
STATEMENTS. 

STATEMENT OF JUSTIFICATION: 



C. The establishment of the conditional use will be in harmony with the area in which it is to be located 
and will not impede the normal and orderly development and improvement of the surrounding 
property for uses peqnitted in the distri~t: r r . . 

3f fll~ (l ). ! l.i l, r 

D. The exferior ·architectural appeal and function plan of any proposed structure will not be so at 
variance with either the exterior architectural appeal and functional plan of the structures already 
constructed or in the course of construction in the immediate neighborhood or the character of the 
~pp.llcalile .. !distriCt· i' as·:Yt~ cause substantial depreciation in the property values within the 

neighborhood: // l-J f · j ,r 
-·-· ·I t S c 1 ,.v~ 1 /;. - ,.,_..! 'l I A e. 0 ;. _ I , .. ._,. 

F. Adequate measures have been or will be taken to 

·- minimize frr.ffi~ congesfio"t in the publi,c st(eets: . ( 
( ,., ij" {3. .... i {. I II..(. \.sl i I l;f I 0 ( ,ft.1 'C. CJ w e..( -

I ) . 

It l.l c ·. 'i \ '"I) c:} ~~ /) 1 Lit:...· II · 

k~\::JAQ ~ 

as to 

G. The conditional use will be in genet·al conformity with the land-use plan, thoroughfare plan, or other 
plan spec,ificall)l adopted b the Town: \' 

-- :C: h Q vcd ~ ·" , ..... .s, 1 c.- 0 1 e ,( · 

/ ) !J p ill) vc J vi e 
(/ 

H. The conditional use in all other respects, conforms to the applicable regulations of the district in 
which it is located: i 

f\lJ> I) f', --~ .... - Co v ;,:-\ , , c 0 '"\I 

~,. 1 
"'1 < I Oc L ·j· ,.. rl , k•/i ·J i L d J' _ _ .~~- '- _ 

Acc~ptan~_....ofJthis application does not imply approval of this request. I ~ealize t~at this .applicatio~ may be 
dented .,or tM't cond1hons may be attached to th1s request at assure compliance w1th applicable Zonmg Code 
Req\lit'em.ehts. 

/ 

/· //,·~- /'..-.-.. - t/t /~v( l.. 
-D-a-te~,--~.~----------------------

Property Owner's Signature Date 



S.R. RANSDELL 
zpNE R-A 

RESIDENTIAL USE 

-

-

I 

--



Conditional Use Permit CU 15-06- Aerial Image 



Conditional Use Permit CU 16-05- Vicinity Zoning 

I HC - I R10-10·C ~ 
Aberdeen 

RA R15·12 ETJ 

r .. ,' -- B·2 0 ·1 R1B·14 C·I·C I R20·16·C I Other 
Jurisdktion 

I B·3 MH I R10·10 I R20·16 - 1-H·C 



Allti~LIA 

ITEM Sr.~ d 

TOWN OF ABERDEEN 

AGENDA ITEM ACTION REQUEST FORM 

This form must be completed and attached to all supporting documentation for items 
to be included on the Town of Aberdeen Board agenda. One (1) form per agenda item. 

Submitted By: P Graham Department: Planning ----------------------- ---~-----------------

Contact Phone# 4517 Date Submitted: 9/20/16 ---------------------- --------------------
Agenda Item Title: Continued Public Hearing for CU #16-04 Submitted by George Nelson for Property Located on Lighthorse Circle 

Work Session- Board Action (date of meeting should be filled in on line): 
Information Only ________ _ 
Public Hearing --------
Approval at work session- immediate action--------

Regular Board Meeting- Board Action (date of meeting should be filled in on line): 
New Business 9/26/16 Information Only ----------
Old Business Consent Agenda -----------
Public Hearing 9/26/16 Informal Discussion & Public Comment ___ _ 
Other Business ____ _ 

Summary of Information: 

The Public Hearing held on 6/27/16 and 8/8/16 was continued until the 9/26/16 Board 
meeting. 

Special requests (i.e. Needs to be first on the agenda due to schedule of guest, etc.): 



Agenda Item# __ _ 
Town of Aberdeen Planning & Inspections Department 

115 N. Poplar Street PO Box 785 
Aberdeen, NC 28315 

(910) 944-7024 

MEMORANDUM TO THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS­
September 26,2016- Continued Public Hearing 

Applicant: 
George Nelson, on 
behalf of GHN 
Properties 

Request: 
Conditional Use Permit 
CU #16-04 to 
Construct 10 
Residential 
Condominium Units 

Location: 
Lighthorse Circle, off 
Saunders Blvd 

Parcel ID: 
00049527 

Zoning: 
R6-10 

Existing Use: 
Vacant lots within 
Existing Condominium 
Development 

Proposed Use: 
Multi-family 

Prepared by: 
Pamela Graham, 
Planning Director 

*New information is presented in bold type 

Description and Background of Conditional Use Permit Request 

George Nelson, on behalf of GHN Properties, requests a conditional use permit 
(CUP) to construct three (3) condominium buildings to complete the Lighthorse 
Trace Community. Eleven buildings currently exist in the development, two of 
these are duplexes and the remaining nine are condominium buildings with four 
units in each ("quads"), for a total unit count of forty ( 40) existing units. The 
development received approval in 2004 for construction of a Residential Planned 
Development to consist of 48 lots, each with a condominium unit. Over the years 
progress on the construction occurred somewhat sporadically, and two of the 
"fourplex" buildings were actually built as duplexes. Only three buildings shown 
on the original plans are left unbuilt. However, the 2004 Zoning Code stipulates 
that all work related to approved conditional use permits must be complete within 
three (3) years or the permit is considered void. The current proposal is to 
complete the development with the construction of (3) buildings, two of which 
will contain three (3) units ("triplexes") and one built as a quad with four (4) 
units, bringing the total count for the development to fifty units. Due to the 
lapse of more than three years since approval of the CUP, a new application is 
required. 

The applicant seeks approval of the use, open space, and number of lots subject to 
final engineering through the Site Plan Review process. Additional construction 
detail will be provided at that time for staff review. 

The public hearing scheduled for 6/27/16 was continued until 8/8/16. On that 
date the hearing was continued again until 9/26/16 without new evidence 
being presented. 
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Procedural Issues 

§152-146 Table of Permissible Uses of the Town of Aberdeen Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 
requires that all major subdivisions receive approval by the Town Board, and a recommendation by the 
Planning Board, for a conditional use permit. 

A decision is within the authorized jurisdiction of the Board of Commissioners. 

The UDO directs in § 152-54 that the Planning Board shall make a recommendation for issuance of a 
conditional use permit unless it concludes, based upon the information submitted, that: 

1. The requested permit is not within its jurisdiction according to the Table of Permissible Uses, or 
2. The application is incomplete, or 
3. If completed as proposed in the application, the development will not comply with one or more 

requirements of this chapter. (The "chapter" in this context is the UDO). 

The Planning Board has made a recommendation for approval with conditions of CU #16-04. 

Furthermore, as directed by § 152-54(D), even if the Planning Board finds that the application complies with all 
other provisions of this chapter, it may still recommend denial of the permit if it concludes, based upon the 
information submitted, that if completed as proposed, the development, more probably than not, 

1. Will materially endanger the public health or safety, or 
2. Will substantially injure the value of adjoining or abutting property, or 
3. Will not be in harmony with the area in which it is to be located, or 
4. Will not be in general conformity with the land-use plan, thoroughfare plan, or other plan specifically 

adopted by the Town Board. 

Following a recommendation by the Planning Board to the Town Board for approval or denial of an 
application, the item will be scheduled for a public hearing where public input can be accepted by the Town 
Board in advance of a final decision. The Town Board acts in a quasi-judicial capacity when considering a 
conditional use permit application and shall consider the recommendations of the Planning Board and staff in 
their decision. Though they are not bound by those recommendations, they are required to use the same criteria 
in formulating their decision as is used by the Planning Board in their recommendation. 

In considering whether to approve an application for a conditional use permit, the Town Board shall proceed 
according to the following format: 

1. A simple majority vote is required to approve any motion related to the issuance of a conditional use 
permit. 

2. The Town Board shall consider whether the application is complete. If the Town Board concludes that 
the application is incomplete and the applicant refuses to provide the necessary information, the 
application shall be denied. A motion to this effect ~hall specify either the particular type of 
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information lacking or the particular requirement with respect to which the application is incomplete. If 
a motion to this effect is not approved, this shall be taken as an affirmative finding by the board that the 
application is complete. Staff has deemed the application to be complete. 

3. The Town Board shall consider whether the application complies with all of the applicable 
requirements of the UDO. If a motion to this effect passes, the Town Board need not make further 
findings concerning such requirements. If a motion fails or is not made then a motion shall be made 
that the application be found not in compliance with one or more of the requirements of the UDO. Such 
a motion shall specify the particular requirements the application fails to meet. Separate votes may be 
taken with respect to each requirement not met by the application. It shall be conclusively presumed 
that the application complies with all requirements not found by the Town Board to be unsatisfied 
through this process. 

4. If the Town Board concludes that the application fails to comply with one or more requirements of the 
UDO, the application shall be denied. If the Town Board concludes that all such requirements are met, 
it shall issue the permit unless it adopts a motion to deny the application for one or more of the reasons 
set forth in subsection 152-54(D). Such a motion shall propose specific findings, based upon the 
evidence submitted, justifying such a conclusion. (§152-54(D) may be found near the top of page 2 of 
this document) 

Subsequent to an approved CUP, the applicant will be required to submit fully engineered construction 
documents for inter-departmental review to insure that the development has met all Federal, State and local 
regulations and permitting requirements, as well as any conditions attached to the CUP approval. No permits 
authorizing development shall be issued until compliance with all applicable regulations and conditions has 
been demonstrated. 

Zoning (Exhibit attached) 

The property is located off of Saunders Boulevard at the northeastern edge of Aberdeen's corporate boundary. 
The Elk's Club Golf Course, in Southern Pines' jurisdiction, is immediately to the east. Much of this area is 
zoned R6-10, described in the UDO as a district in which the principal use of land is for single-family, two­
family residences and multi-family residences. The regulations of this district are intended to provide areas of 
the community for those persons desiring small residences and multi-family structures in relatively high­
density neighborhoods. The regulations are intended to discourage any use that would interfere with the 
residential nature of the district. 

The attached Vicinity Zoning map shows the parcel abuts R6-l 0 zoning on all sides of the property that are 
within Aberdeen's jurisdiction. The nearest R20-16 zoning is approximately 1/3 mile to the south at Stephanie 
Street. Also nearby is RI0-10 zoning (+/- ~ mile on Midway Road), and HC (Highway Commercial) 
approximately 'l4 mile to the north, the location of the Kangaroo Gas Station. 
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Open Space 

Open space requirements for multi-family are in two categories. Common Open Space is required at the rate of 
435 square feet minimum for each dwelling unit. The open space must be no less than 40' wide or having a 
minimum radius of 26'. For the full build-out proposal of 52 units, the total required common open space is 
22,620 square feet. The area that is set aside as common open space is calculated to be over 62,000 square feet 
following project completion and easily meets the width and radius requirement. Private open space is also 
required for each unit of a multi-family development, in the form of a porch, deck, patio, balcony, atrium or 
other area. These open space amenities may be no less than 15% of the dwelling unit floor area, or 90 sf, 
whichever is greater. As detailed architectural drawings are not yet prepared, compliance with this requirement 
will be determined during Site Plan Review, following approval of the conditional use permit. 

The common open space proposal as shown on the Sketch Overlay Plan is in compliance with the UDO. 
Private open space compliance will be determined during Site Plan Review. 

Landform and General Site Layout (Exhibits attached) 

The property is contained within the Lighthorse Trace housing development, an area with total acreage of+/-
10.4 accessed by a loop road (Lighthorse Circle) from Saunders Boulevard. Eleven buildings currently exist 
with three vacant parcels remaining to be developed. There is significant treecover along the perimeter of the 
development and within the interior of the loop. The topography is relatively steep from Saunders eastward to 
the golf course. A small storm water pond sits within the loop, just southeast of the site for one of the proposed 
structures. The originally approved plans show a proposed retaining wall running parallel to Saunders 
Boulevard behind the structures that back up to it. This wall was never constructed; the natural slope has been 
sustained with the existing vegetation. The proposal for the two new structures in this section of the property 
indicates a smaller footprint for each and the structures are situated at a greater distance from the slope. These 
two buildings now propose three units each as opposed to four and a modified retaining wall is 
proposed to handle the steep grade at the rear of the lots. Staff will review grading plans and storm water 
proposals during the Site Plan Review process to ensure that the site is stable during and following 
construction. 

No new roads are proposed and water and sewer service is already available at the site. 

Notes and graphic representation provided on the conceptual plan indicate compliance with the dimensional 
standards for the R6-10 District, as specified below. Staff will confirm compliance with minimum dwelling 
unit and building height requirements prior to the issuance of zoning permits for each lot. 

Min. Lot Area Min. Area Min. Lot Min. Front Min. Side Min. Rear Maximum 

Zoning (in square ft. per D.U. (in Width Yard Setback Yard Setback Yard Setback Bldg. Height 

District or acres) square ft.) (in feet) (in feet) (in feet) (in feet) (in feet) 

RG-10 10,000 600 60 25* 10 25 35 
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* The developer has indicated that compliance with the minimum front setback requirement of 25' will result 
in: 

1. The new structures deviating from the placement and character of the existing development pattern 
and, 

2. Forcing the units that will be located adjacent to Saunders Boulevard to be constructed too close to the 
slope along the right-of-way, requiring additional grading into the slope and a greater likelihood that 
costly retaining walls will be needed. 

UDO §152-60 (B) allows for some discretion for the Board to apply conditions for approval that modify or 
alter specific requirements where the development presents extraordinary circumstances that justify the 
variation. The plans originally approved in 2005 indicate front setback distances ranging from 5' to 45' 
with six units showing setbacks at 10' or less. Revised plans from 2008 proposed duplexes for lots 25-34 
and show front setbacks that range from 1.5' to 10'. Lots 31-34 were built per this plan, with the setback on 
lot 31 measuring 1.5'. Condition #8, recommended by the Planning Board, allows for front setbacks to be 
reduced to ten feet, which is mostly consistent with the existing units but greater than some. 

Transportation 

A single access point from Saunders Blvd currently serves the community. Institute of Transportation 
Engineers' calculations estimates approximately 70 vehicle trips per day from the twelve units proposed in 
this application. The full build-out of 52 units will generate approximately 302 vehicle trips per day, well 
below the 600 trip Town of Aberdeen requirement for a traffic impact analysis as dictated by § 152-163.21 of 
the UDO. 

Staff has determined that a Traffic Impact Analysis will not be required by the UDO for the project and that 
the existing ingress/egress and surrounding roads will adequately accommodate the additional units proposed 
by CU#l6-04. 

Sidewalks and/or paths linking the interior of multi-family developments with residential buildings, adjoining 
streets, mailboxes, trash disposal areas, and on-site amenities are required by the UDO. The existing 
development was constructed prior to the establishment of this standard and the only sidewalks existing on the 
property connect front entries with their respective driveway. Mailboxes are located immediately adjacent to 
the driveways and there are no common trash disposal areas or other on-site amenities. Retrofitting sidewalks 
into the existing development would be problematic as there is insufficient right-of-way and some existing 
structures do not meet currently required setbacks, making a requirement for street-side sidewalks for the 
proposed buildings unfeasible. Relief from the standard sidewalk requirements may be granted through UDO 
§ 152-60 (B); Recommended Condition #9 has been included for the Board's consideration. 

Landscaping and Screening 

' §152-163.14 (D) specifically addresses landscaping requirements for multi-family development. In addition to 
landscaping requirements found elsewhere in the UDO, multi-family developments are required to provide a 
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semi-opaque screen at property boundaries that adjoin other residential properties. For the current proposal, 
the screen would only apply to the boundary adjacent to Saunders Blvd., and is required to be no less than 15' 
wide. Existing vegetation may be sufficient to meet the requirement; staff will determine during Site Plan 
Review if additional plantings will be required. 

Additional Multi-Family Requirements 

UDO design requirements for multi-family developments are more stringent than for other types of 
development. Requirements not addressed elsewhere in this staff memo include the following: 

1. Parking Lot Landscaping - no parking lots are proposed or exist in the development. 
2. Minimum spacing required between buildings of 20 feet - plans indicate compliance with this 

requirement; staff will ensure compliance during Site Plan Review and through site inspections during 
construction. 

3. Multi-family developments that are not specifically developed for the elderly and contain more than 
sixteen (16) dwelling units are required to construct a school bus shelter at a convenient location. The 
Board may determine that, as the current proposal is for fewer than 16 units, the current proposal is 
not bound by this requirement. Furthermore, because buses have the ability to travel the full length 
of Lighthorse Circle, a shelter at the entrance to the development would most likely not be utilized. 
Condition #10, waiving this requirement, has been added for the Board's consideration. 

4. Building design features include: (detailed plans will be submitted for staff review following approval 
of the CUP, however, the applicant has submitted a preliminary site plan, as well as proposed plans 
and elevations in order to provide sufficient documentation for the Board to make a decision) 

a. Buildings must have a multi-faceted exterior form; 
b. Interesting and attractive architectural design; 
c. Flat walls with minimal features are prohibited; 
d. Buildings may not exceed 150 feet in length; 
e. Buildings greater than 50' in length must incorporate wall projections or recesses with ground 

floor facades to include windows, entry areas, awnings or other features for at least 60% of 
their length; 

f. Front entry garages must be recessed at least 12' behind the unit front wall; 
g. At least two of the following building design elements must be included: horizontal 

projections, changes in roof elevations, roof dormers, hips or gables, or open balconies that 
project at least 6' from the front building plane; 

h. An exterior lighting plan shall be submitted for staff review. 

Staff believes items a, b, c, and g have been met based on the most recently submitted plans. Existing 
buildings in the development do not currently meet items d and f; requiring compliance with these items 
will be in conflict with the character of the existing development. The applicant has verified thatfor item 
e, the proposed facades exceed the 60% requirement when garage projections, entryway recesses and 
windows are calcu(ated. The facades for the proposed buildings are patterned after the existing buildings. 
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General Conformity with Plans 

The 2030 Land Development Plan Future Land Use Map adopted in 2005 identifies this project area as high­

density residential. This designation is consistent with both the current zoning and the existing residential uses 
in the immediate vicinity. 

The Plan also includes a citizen survey to identify strengths, weaknesses, and opportunities as the town 
planned for its future. Listed as weaknesses are three items relevant to the type of use proposed by CU 16-04: 
1) Too much multi-family development; apartments* (2 responders), 2) New home construction needs to be 
completed within a definite timeframe (1 responder), and 3) Need to develop existing sites (1 responder). 
Listed as opportunities were: Better comprehensive planning; careful zoning; limit heavy industry and 

supervise strip development (5 responders), and Planned growth in neighborhoods and commercial areas (5 
responders). The proposal is considered by staff to be mostly consistent with survey responses included in the 
Plan and consistent with the Plan's Future Land Use Map. 

*Multi-family dwellings in Aberdeen experienced a rapid increase in the period between 2000 and 2008. As a 

result of changes in zoning and market influences Aberdeen's residential development since that time has been 
almost entirely comprised of single family homes. 

The Green Growth Toolbox (GGT), adopted by the Board of Commissioners in 2010, shows the site to be free 
of concerns. 

Staff considers the proposal to be in general conformity with plans adopted by the Town Board 

Findings of Fact 

The Board must consider the following findings of fact in recommending a decision to the Board of 
Commissioners regarding conditional use permits: 

1. Will the activity materially endanger public health or safety? 
2. Will it substantially injure the value of adjoining or abutting property? 
3. Will it not be in harmony in the area in which it is to be located? 

4. Will it not be in general conformity with the Land Use Plan or other plans specifically adopted by the 
Board? 

Recommendations and Suggested Motions 

During their 5119116 meeting, the Planning Board made a unanimous recommendation for approval of CU 
# 16-04, with conditions as indicated on the following pages. A Public Hearing was held on 6/27/16 and 
continued until 8/8/16 to allow opportunity for the applicant to meet with the existing Homeowners' 

Association and other interested parties to address concerns about the development plans. 
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Staff recommends that the Board accept public comment regarding Conditional Use Permit CU #16-04 
during the continued public hearing scheduled for September 26, 20 16 and render a decision on the 
application at their earliest convenience. The following is a recommended format for motions to be made at 
that time. 

Motion 1: 

Motion 2: 

Motion 3: 

Motion 4: 

Motion 5: 

Motion 6: 

Motion 7: 

CU #16-04 (is/is not) within the jurisdiction of the Town Board according to the 
Table ofPermissible Uses. 

CU #16-04 (is/is not) complete as submitted. 

CU #16-04, if completed as proposed, (will comply with all/will not comply with one 
or more) requirements ofthe UDO. If not, specify the requirement. 

CU #16-04 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #1: will not endanger public health or 
safety. If not, list why. 

CU #16-04 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #2: will not substantially injure the 
value of adjoining or abutting property. If not, list why. 

CU #16-04 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #3: will be in harmony with the area in 
which it is located. If not, list why. 

CU #16-04 (satisfies/does not satisfy) Finding #4: will be in general conformity with 
Land Use Plan or other plans specifically adopted by the Board. If not, list why. 

Per UDO §152-54(c), If the Board votes that the application is not complete as submitted (Motion 
#1}, Q! that the proposal will not comply with one or more requirements of the UDO if completed 
as proposed (Motion #2}, the application may not be approved. If the Board votes that the 
application satisfies all requirements of the UDO and findings 1-4, they shall approve the 
application. 

Motion 8: Based on the Findings of Fact and the evidence presented, the Town Board: 

D Issues denial of CU # 16-04 based on the following: _________ _ 
Dissues approval ofCU #16-04. 
D Issues approval with conditions of CU # 16-04 as follows. 

Recommended Conditions 

1. Conditional Use Permits (CUPs) run with the land and as such CU # 16-04 applies to the entirety of the 
property reflected in Parcel IDs #00049527. An amendment to the CUP is needed to remove property 
from the CUP or to make changes to the CUP. If an activity is a use by right, it is not subject to the 
CUP. 
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2. The proposed use is authorized by the CUP, however, approval of CU #16-04 is contingent on a 
successful inter-departmental review to insure that the development has met all Federal, State and local 
regulations and permitting requirements, as well as any conditions attached to the CUP approval. Plans 
submitted for this review shall include, but not be limited to, landscaping and open space calculations 
showing compliance with UDO requirements, building plans and elevations showing compliance with 
requirements for multi-family developments, and evidence that proposed stormwater measures meet or 
exceed the requirements Article XVI, Part 2, Drainage, Erosion Control and Stormwater Management 
ofthe UDO. 

3. Any and all required permits and/or approvals from other regulatory agencies must be in place prior to 
issuance of a Notice to Proceed by the Planning Department. 

4. The development is authorized to create a maximum of twelve (12) multi-family units with 
construction documents generally based on the Sketch Overlay Plan submitted with the conditional use 
permit application. 

5. Open Space shall comply with §152-163.14 (G). Prior to issuance of a Notice to Proceed, the 
developer shall provide the Planning Director with a copy of the Homeowner's Association with 
covenants to include a policy for maintenance of the open space, including any improvements such as 
walking trails. Covenants shall comply with the requirements of§ 152-179 and 180. 

6. Tree harvest and mass grading are not authorized as a result of this approval. Construction documents, 
including a grading plan, shall be reviewed by staff for compliance with the UDO. 

7. The Fire Department must sign off on the drawings as well as available capacity for treating fires. 
Hydrants are required consistent with Fire Department spacing requirements. 

8. Minimum front setback requirements shall be reduced to ten (1 0) feet for all proposed structures 
authorized by CU #16-04. The developer shall have the right-of-way and proposed structure footprints 
marked in the field and shall call for a zoning inspection by staff prior to digging footers so that 
setbacks may be verified. 

9. In order to maintain continuity with the existing development pattern, sidewalks for the proposed 
structures shall be required to be installed between front entries to each unit and their respective 
driveway. 

10. Multi-family standards requiring construction of a school bus shelter are waived. 
11. All additional conditions or requirements as provided by the Town of Aberdeen Unified Development 

Ordinance are enforceable with regards to proposal CU #16-04. 

Enclosures: Preliminary Site Plan 
Proposed Lot Layouts 
Proposed Lot Layout with Retaining Wall 
Proposed Building Elevations 
Proposed Building Floor Plans 
Vicinity Zoning Map 
Green Growth Toolbox Assessment 
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To: 
From: 
Date: 
Reference: 

~berbeen jfire l\esrue iJBepartment 

910-944-7888 800 HOLLY STREET 
ABERDEEN, NC 28315 Fax: 910-944-9755 

Mayor R. Farrell, Board of Commissioners, Town Manager Bill Zell 
Fire Chief P. Richardson 
September 21, 2016 
New Squad Apparatus 

The specking and bidding process for the procurement of our new squad apparatus is complete and the bid 
came in at $148,900.00. You had budgeted $150,000.00 in capital for this purchase. I am requesting final approval to 
move forward with this purchase. This vehicle will take up to 270 days to build, so we should expect delivery of it early 
June 2017. This vehicle will enhance our response to calls for service as well as our everyday duties. 



Sandhi/Is Gymnastics 

Dear Mayor Farrell, 

220 Ampersand Dr. Aberdeen, NC. 28315 

PO Box 3789, Pinehurst, NC 28374 

910-295-0724 

~~NDA St 

As we get ready to celebrate National Gymnastics Day 2016, I was hoping you would 
be able to sign the enclosed proclamation to help us in our celebration. I know it is 
short notice so if you are unable, I would certainly understand. If you are able to sign it, 
I would be glad to pick it up at your convenience. 

Also, please feel to drop in to our Parents Night Out fund raiser September 17th 
between 7pm and 10pm. 

~~y~ 
James Ayars 

Sandhi lis Academy of Gymnanastics 



Whereas 

Whereas 

Whereas 

Whereas 

Whereas 

Whereas 

Whereas 

Whereas 

rntlamatinn 
USA Gymnastics and its member clubs across the nation annually celebrate 
National Gymnastics Day to showcase the sport of gymnastics and to encourage 
and promote physical fitness among our nation's youth 

Gymnastics provides a great foundation for building strength, flexibility, and 
fitness and also for life skills, enhancing self-esteem and goal-setting abilities 

On National Gymnastics Day, gymnastics clubs across the United States 
partner with USA Gymnastics to heighten visibility of the sport and encourage 
participation at the grassroots level 

Collectively, our nation, our state, and USA Gymnastics strive to encourage 
greatness and achievement in our young people 

National Gymnastics Day is integrated as a means of promotion for the sport of 
gymnastics globally 

On National Gymnastics Day USA Gymnastics focuses clubs toward creating 
activities centered on gymnastics as a means of fitness, education, diversity, and 
inclusion 

Grants awarded to clubs for National Gymnastics Day support grassroots growth 
as well as diversity and inclusion in the sport through events/initiatives held at or 
by gym clubs on National Gymnastics Day 

Grants will also be awarded to support clubs providing scholarships to athletes in 
need of financial assistance to remain active in the sport 

On behalf of the state of ___________________ _ 

I, Mayor ________ _______ , join USA Gymnastics and its clubs in 

proclaiming September 17, 2016 as National Gymnastics Day. 

We are asking the clubs in each state to help get a proclamation for National Gymnastics Day from their state. The states 
processes are not allowing us to get them for you so pleas e download the proclamation and send it to your mayor. Once 

the proclamation has been returned to you, please scan it and send it to USA Gymna!'!tics. Please send to Loree Galimore at 
lgalimore@usagym.org or mail to USA Gymnastics, Attn : Loree Galimore, 132 E. Washington St., Suite 700, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 
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