
 

1 | P a g e  

Planning Commission Meeting 
June 8th, 2021 

 

CITY OF ELIZABETH CITY 
PLANNING COMMISSION 
SPECIAL MEETING 
TUESDAY, JUNE 8, 2021 
4:30 PM 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT 

Ernest Sutton - Chairman 
Johnson Biggs - Vice Chairman  
Gary White 
Suzanne Stallings 

 
Also present were Deborah Malenfant, Interim Director of Community Development; 
Kellen Long, Planner; Brian Hall, Secretary to the Commission. 

 
Chairman Sutton called the meeting to order at approximately 4:30 PM and stated a 
quorum. 

 
Chairman Sutton called for a motion to approve the Tuesday, June 8, 2021 Planning 

Commission minutes.  

Commissioner White made a motion to APPROVE the minutes. Commissioner Johnson 

properly seconded the motion. ALL IN FAVOR: BIGGS, WHITE, STALLINGS. NONE 

OPPOSED. MOTION CARRIED. 

Chairman Sutton called for a motion to approve the agenda.  

Commissioner White made a motion to APPROVE the agenda as presented. 

Commissioner Stallings properly seconded the motion. ALL IN FAVOR: BIGGS, 

STALLINGS, AND WHITE. NONE OPPOSED. MOTION CARRIED. 

Mr. Hall, secretary to the Commission read the STATEMENT OF DISCLOSURE 
as follows: 

Elizabeth City Code of Ethics provides that public officials and employees be 
independent, impartial, and responsible to the public; that government decisions and 
policy be made in proper channels of the governmental structure; that public office not 
be used for personal gain; and that the public have confidence in the integrity of its 
government. In recognition of these goals and in keeping with the ethical standards of 
conduct for city public officials and its employees, disclosure of interest in legislative 
action must be stated for public record, as per City of Elizabeth City Code of Ordinances 
Section 32.04. Any official act or action before the Planning Commission shall be publicly 
disclose on the record of the Commission the nature and extent of such interest and 
the Commissioner shall withdraw from any consideration of the matter if excused by 
the Commission pursuant to G. S. 160A-75. 
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Chairman Sutton described the first item of new business as follows: 

 
 CASE NO: CUP 02-21, submitted by Carol Terryberry for the property located 

at 200 South McMorrine Street to operate an elementary school. Based on the 
application, the proposed school would provide kindergarten through second 
grade, with a maximum of 12 students per grade, with possibility of expansion 
beyond the first year. 

 
Prior to beginning her presentation, Planner Long noted for the record that the 
conditional use permit on the agenda is conducted through our quasi-judicial process. 
While the Planning Commission acts as an advisory committee to the Board of 
Adjustment on this type case and will not make the final decision on them, quasi-
judicial process or procedure must still apply.  
 
All people wishing to speak on the case, and even staff speaking on the case will 
personally swear in. While all testimony is allowed to be heard by the Commission, it 
must be noted that the quasi-judicial processes is an evidence based hearing. 
 
All individuals wishing to speak, be it staff or applicant, have to swear in based on 
quasi-judicial procedure. 
 
Planner Long, Interim Director Malenfant, and the Applicants were each sworn in by 
Secretary Hall.  
 
Planner Long presented the following report on CUP 02-21: 

 
Planner Long stated Mrs. Terryberry is a member of a steering committee of Harbor 
Presbyterian Church, who intends to establish a Christian school at said property. The 
applicant has asked staff to establish the school adjacent to the main sanctuary of the 
church, which currently has five available classrooms.  
 
The chapel in St Philip's church property located directly across the street will be 
available for larger gatherings. The property currently maintains the original central 
business zoning district classification designated at the time of the Unified 
Development Ordinance, and official zoning map were prompted by the City of 
Elizabeth City.  
 
The subject property is located in the City’s Central Business Zoning District, Local 
Historic District, and Elizabeth City National Historic District. Christ Episcopal Church is 
the City’s oldest existing religious structure and is considered one of the finest 
examples of English medieval Gothic revival architecture in the area.  
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Planner Long expressed that the proposed use of a school is allowed in all zoning 
districts with what staff used to refer to as conditional use permits, which staff 
recommended for approval a text amendment the last time for said permit to become 
known as a “Council Use Permit.”  
 
The city's Unified Development Ordinance states the following developments standards 
for the use of an Elementary or Secondary School: 
 

 (A) Where Required 
o All districts. 

 (B) Access 
o Access to the use shall be from a collector or higher classified street that 

has the capacity to accommodate the additional traffic projected to be 
generated by the school. 

 (C) Use Separation 
o Outdoor recreational areas and all buildings shall be located a minimum of 

50 feet from any adjacent residentially-zoned property. 
 (D) Signs 

o In residential zoning districts, there may be one freestanding sign erected 
per public street frontage. The sign(s) shall not exceed three feet in height 
and fifteen square feet in sign area when located within ten feet of the 
right-of way. When located more than ten feet from the right-of-way, the 
sign(s) shall not exceed five feet in height and twenty-five square feet in 
sign area. Facilities located in commercial zoning districts can erect signs 
that conform to Article XI et. seq. of this Ordinance. 

Before the Technical Review Committee meeting in April, planning staff along with our 
administration and building inspections for the proposed space to ensure that all buyer 
and billing related codes would be in compliance with the use of the school with the 
property.  
 
Planner Long stated that during this inspection, it was determined that there were 
several fire and building codes that the structure was not currently meeting for the use 
of the school because of the historic nature of the property. These codes included the 
following: 
 

 Means of egress. 
 Types and styles of doors, handles, and knobs.  
 Interconnected fire alarm system. 
 Secondary means of egress from each classroom directly to the exterior as 

windows are fixed and added doors is not possible. 
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Based on these findings, the City Fire Marshal contacted the State Fire Marshal through 

the Department of Insurance for an official interpretation of Chapter 12 in the State 

Building Code and Fire Code for exemptions of historic structures.   

Based on the interpretation of the State Fire Code, Chapter 12 of the North Carolina 

State Building Code states the following: 

 A report should be produced by a registered design professional when such a 

report is necessary in the opinion of the code official.  

 Such report shall be in accordance with Chapter 1 of the state building code 

and shall identify each required safety feature that is in compliance and where 

compliance with other chapters of these provisions would be damaging to the 

contributing historic features of the property.  

Planner Long stated that the applicant is currently working on providing this exemption 

letter to both building inspections division and fire administration office.   

This application was heard by the Technical Review Committee at their rescheduled 

April T.R.C. meeting on May 04, 2021.  Comments made by Committee members are as 

follows:  

Planning Department:  

Must continue to adhere to all development standards for the use of an Elementary 

School, as they were currently meeting.  

There were several question held as well. 

Questions: 

1. Are there any exterior signs being proposed? If yes, where? 
a. The applicant stated that they were interested in one sign for South 

McMorrine Street. However, the applicant did not have any further details 
at that time. Staff stated to please coordinate any proposed signage with 
their department to verify if the proposed signage would be in compliance 
with the local historic district guidelines and the City’s ordinance. 
  

2. Based on a previous conversation about the drop off and pick up 
scenario, staff recommends any on-street drop off and pick up happen 
ONLY in the parking spaces closest to the sidewalk. The rest of the 
parents will need to park and walk child to and from the front entrance way for 
safety reasons. Also, traffic will not be allowed to sit in the middle of the road for 
any duration of time. Every individual will need to be in a designated parking 
space with picking up and dropping off.  
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a. Applicant concurred and revisited pick up and drop off logistics for 
application.  

3. What entry way will be your main entrance for the School? 
a. The applicant stated that the main entrance will be on south McMorrine, 

however, it will not be the double doors to the Chapel, it will be the 
double leading to the main building of the Church.  
 

4. Will food be prepared on site or will children will be required to bring 
their own lunches and snacks? Either way, based on a previous conversation 
with the health department, an inspection must be conducted and approved 
before you open.  

a. The applicant confirmed that food would not be prepared on site at this 
time and that the students would be required to bring lunch and snacks. 
  

5. Is there an existing under the sink grease trap in place in the kitchen? 
a. The Church inspected the sink and confirmed that there was not currently 

a grease trap under the sink.  
 

6. We you be utilizing the outdoor fenced in playground area on site?  
a. The applicant stated that yes, the outdoor fenced in play area will be 

utilized during the day by the School and that the students would have a 
direct means of access to the fences in play area from the sidewalk.  
 

7. As far as trash disposal, how does the church currently dispose of 
trash? Staff recommended disposal in larger bins if the Church already has 
larger trash bins in place. If not, we will need to work through an alternative 
method of trash pickup. Downtown has different trash disposal regulations then 
the rest of the City. 

a. The applicant stated that the Church currently has commercial trash bins 
that are screened from the public right of way in the parking lot on E 
Fearing Street. The applicant stated that the school would be utilizing 
those trash bins.    

Fire Department:  

The fire department, at the time of technical review, did not have a response back from 
the State Fire Marshal's Office regarding door and window locks and handles, along 
with secondary means of egress for classrooms. This matter was concluded soon after 
that.  

 

Building Inspections:  

The building inspections department had a few minor things for the applicant to do, 
such as covering the piping under the same, and coming into compliance with the letter 
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they are requested to provide to electronic distribution. Based on the inspection of the 
facility all sinks, drinking foundations, and toilets are in compliance with NC building 
Code for the use of a school.  

 

Electric Distribution:  

No Comments 
 

Public Utilities:  

No Comments 
 

Planner Long stated that after all comments and discussion was complete, the Technical 

Review Committee voted unanimously to approve the application pending approval and 

response from the State Fire Marshal’s Office with the understanding that any 

requirements requested of the applicant based on their findings would be eminent.  

Based on the feedback that was received from the State Fire Marshal’s Office and our fire 

administration the requested report will suffice once provided.   

Staff notes that the request, as presented, is in compliance with the development 

standards found in Chapter §11-4.67 for the use of a school, elementary or secondary 

of the Unified Development Ordinance.  If the Commission determines to recommend 

approval of the request, staff suggests the following as conditions of the approval: 

 Must provide the requested report by a registered design professional to identify 
the safety features of the state fire and building code that would be damaging to 
the contributing historic features of the property, if the historic features were 
required to be replaced to meet code.    

 Must complete all necessary inspections before operation begins, including but not 
limited to, building inspections, fire administration, planning, and Albemarle 
Regional Health Services.   

 Continual adherence to the development standards as stated in the City of 

Elizabeth City’s Unified Development Ordinance. 

 
That concluded Planner Long’s presentation. 
 
Chairman Sutton asked if there was anyone who would like to speak. 
 
The applicant, Mr. Daniel Cenci, introduced himself to the Commission. 
 
Applicant Cenci stated that he is the Rector of Christ Episcopal Church, the site of which 
the school is proposing to have classes. They have a long history of education in 
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Northeastern North Carolina. Charles Griffin was their first Pastor, in which he started 
the first public school in the state of North Carolina in 1703. 
 
Applicant Cenci stated that they have had schools at Christ Episcopal Church in the 
past, and believe that God is calling them at this time to look into this endeavor and see 
where it might go. They feel that it would bring life to the downtown area, and would 
be a benefit to the community as a whole. 
 
The goal is to open the school up to not only the congregation that harbors the church, 
but the larger community as well. They hope to be able to provide a Christian education 
for young people in the community, and to bless the downtown area through that and 
the presence of the school. 
 
Applicant Cenci asked if the Commission had any questions about the church, the 
property, or anything of that nature.  
 
Commissioner Stallings inquired into whether it would be a private school instead of a 
charter school. 
 
Applicant Cenci confirmed that it would indeed be a private Christian school. 
 
Commissioner Stallings asked if they would be charging tuition as well. 
 
Applicant Cenci confirmed that the school would charge tuition. 
 
Chairman Sutton asked whether or not they would be classified as an LLC. 
 
Applicant Cenci stated that they would be classified as a 501-C3. 
 
Planner Long stated that the letter that has to be provided is very historic in structure in 
regard to some of the normal fire code and building code standards for the use of a 
school in particular. If those changes were made, that would significantly alter the 
historic state of the building, which is the reason why that letter will have to be 
provided just to state the items that allow for it to keep this building as the historic 
contributing structure that it is. 
 
Applicant Cenci expressed that there certainly are things that they are able to adjust, 
such as the grease trap under the sink and the bathroom pipes. Take for example their 
doors, which are the original 150-year old doors on the church. The applicant would not 
want to get rid of them, as that is an aspect that they we would hope to be exempt 
from through the state fire code.  
 
Vice Chairman Biggs asked if any feedback had been received from any of the adjacent 
property owners. 
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Planner Long stated that letters were sent out to all property managers within 100-feet 
of this property, excluding the right away. However, she had not received anything 
from said property owners. Before the public hearing on the 28th of June, this case in 
particular will go to City Council in which additional adjacent property owner letters will 
be sent beforehand. 
 
Applicant Cenci stated that McMorrine Street is one of the quieter streets downtown as 
far as traffic is concerned. There's no time of day where there's a lot of traffic on the 
street, so it wouldn't hinder the flow of traffic in any way especially with there being 
parking on both sides most of the day. Those parking spaces are all entirely empty.  
 
Commissioner White referenced the First Methodist School, inquiring into how long it 
has been maintained. 
Commissioner Stallings stated that they have a daycare with a pre K school. 
 
Applicant Cenci stated that the First Methodist School begins in pre-kindergarten, while 
the Christ Episcopal Church would begin in kindergarten. Their school could perhaps 
even be a theater school. 
 
Planner Long expressed that this was one thing staff ran into with a Fire Marshal as 
there is actually different codes between a daycare and an elementary school. The 
elementary school use has to deal with the time of day that the students are there as 
they are there for a longer period of time. 
 
Chairman Sutton held a few questions for the applicant. The first questions inquired 
into is who will head the school. The second question asked how many teachers will be 
on staff. 
 
Applicant Cenci stated that there's a steering committee with several members on it, 
which they are in the planning process. The plan is to have a Headmaster at some 
point. There will be one teacher per, and some administrative staff that would work at 
the school as well. So to start off there one teacher per grade, an administrator, and a 
Headmaster. 
 
Vice Chairman Biggs inquired about the plans for parking, as the drop off methods for 
students has already been addressed. Will there be ample parking staff? 
 
Planner Long expressed that there's parking on Fearing Street that runs North of the 
property. They have a small few parking spaces in that area along with a parking lot 
that is across the street where St Philip's chapel is located, which they also own that 
property. The church has a third property on Poindexter street. 
 
Applicant Cenci stated that the church has that whole city block. They currently rent 
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spaces out to downtown businesses that rent the parking spaces. McMorrine Street is 
not considered meter parking, which means that individuals may park there all day.  
 
Chairman Sutton asked if there were any more questions. 
 
There were no more questions. The Chairman then asked the Commission if they 
would like to entertain a motion. 
 
Commissioner White made a motion to APPROVE CASE NO.: CUP 02-21 

Commissioner Stallings properly seconded the motion. ALL IN FAVOR: BIGGS, 

STALLINGS, AND WHITE. NONE OPPOSED. MOTION CARRIED. 

Chairman Sutton moved on to the second item on the agenda under new business. 
 
Planner Long provided the following description of the case: 

 

 CASE NO.: SUB 06-21, submitted by Eastern Carolina Engineering, P.C. for the 
property located at Parcel ID:8923400457 for phases two, four, and five of 
Heron’s Ridge Subdivision for a total of 140 additional lots. This application was 
originally approved in July of 2018. The applicant is proposing no changes from 
the original approved subdivision. The subdivision is located off of River Road and 
is zoned R-10 (residential). 

  
The site was originally annexed into the City of Elizabeth City in September 2004 and 
changed from R-15 residential and office institutional to R-10 residential. The initial 
sketch plan for the development included 245 single family lots located on 98 acres to 
be built in five phases. 
 
Planner Long stated that the sketch plan was heard by the Technical Review 
Committee on November 23, 2004 and conditionally approved. In March of 2005, this 
preliminary plat for phases one and three for 105 residential lots was reviewed and 
granted conditional approval by the Technical Review Committee. The Planning 
Commission then heard the requested recommended approval after the July 5, 2005 
meeting, which City Council granted final approval for the preliminary plat in July of 
2005. 
 
The final plats were approved in March of 2006 and February of 2008 for phases one 
and three respectively. The infrastructure in both of these pages has been completed. 
The preliminary plat for 140 lots in phases two, four, and five was reviewed at the 
September 27, 2016 Technical Review Committee meeting and granted conditional 
approval. On October 4, 2016 the Planning Commission heard the request.  
 
After a brief discussion relative to the tension on requirements and the formation of 
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the Homeowners Association, the Commission recommended conditional approval. City 
Council officially approved the preliminary plat for phases two, four and five in July of 
2018 with the following conditions: 
 

 Pond three with the tax map number, shall be annexed into city limits.  
 A copy of the HOA maintenance responsibilities shall be forwarded to the city to 

be reviewed by the city's attorney for responsibilities including drainage facilities, 
the ponds.  

 A fee in the amount of $23,880 shall be paid to the city's parks and recreation.  
 
Because of the gap of time, several permits have to be updated or reissued for the 
project. There have been no changes made from the previously approved preliminary 
plat. Below are the comments heard at the 2016 Technical Review Committee meeting, 
along with updated comments from the last Technical Review Committee Meeting on 
May 25, 2021. 
 
Planner Long stated that said comments began on page seven of the staff analysis. The 
Fire and Public Works departments, back in 2016, held some concerns in regard to the 
roadway width for the streets that were showing a 23-foot roadway width. To ensure 
the ease of access for vehicles similar to fire trucks and garbage trucks, it was 
requested that the pavement width on these roads be increased to 26-feet. 
 
The applicant’s representative clarified that there was a two-foot pole on each side of 
the street. With its explanation, Public Works approved the use of the 23-foot road 
widths. It was later agreed upon with the Fire department that the posting of no 
parking signs along one side of the street would provide adequate access on the cul-de-
sac streets. 
 
Planner Long explained that the Fire Administration confirmed during the May 2021 
T.R.C. meeting that this would still apply for the resubmitted preliminary plat. The 
applicant agrees that it would still apply. In regard to Parks and Recreation, there 
originally was a proposal for “dedication of land.” Some of that land included some of 
the tension pond areas and flood zone areas. It was later agreed upon that the fee of 
$23,880, in lieu, would be recommended instead of the dedication of that area. This is 
a requirement for all subdivisions in which the discernment would be whether they were 
to dedicate the land or pay the fee in lieu. 
 

Sidewalks 
 

 Sidewalks are proposed to be provided along both sides of Aylett Drive on one 
side of all the remaining streets. Handicap ramps will be provided at all 
intersections. The property is in zone R-10 residential with the minimum required 
lot sets of 10,000 square feet.  
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 The proposed lots within phases two, four, and five range from 10,000 square 
feet to approximately 21,000 square feet. The typical size lot is approximately 
10,000 to 10,400 square feet and meets the minimum block width and length 
requirements. 

 
 The density for Herron’s Ridge is approximately three dwelling units per acre. 

 
Schools 
 

 Planner Long Expressed that it is anticipated that the proposed development will 
generate approximately one-point school aged children per household for 238 
school-aged children from the proposed 140 plans in phase two, four, and five. A 
representative from the Pasquotank County-Elizabeth City school system was 
present at the 2016 T.R.C. meeting and expressed no concern with the proposal. 

 
 During the T.R.C. meeting in May of 2021, a representative from ECPPS was 

present again and provided no additional comments. Staff did report during their 
comments that historically there have been some concerns with regard to a 
crosswalk and sidewalks for River Road to provide safety for students.  

 
 Staff explained that River Road is an NCDOT maintained road and that those 

improvements have to be reported to the local rural planning organization 
through the “Statewide Transportation Improvement Program.” This project in 
particular was submitted in 2019 to compete against other regional division one 
projects. However, during the stiff process this project did not score high 
enough. 

 
 Planner Long stated that every two years’ projects can be resubmitted, which 

this project will be resubmitted at the end of this year.  
 
Public Utilities 
 
Water, sewer and electrical service will be provided by the City of Elizabeth City. The 
permit for the water extension did expire in November 2018. A pump station was 
installed with the earlier phases of Herron’s Ridge, which was dedicated to the 
Homeowners Association in February 2017. The applicant is waiting on updated permits 
for those that have expired. A representative will provide copies of those updates to the 
Planning department once they are available. 
 
The engineer for the project, Mr. Roby, stated that even though their erosion and 
sediment control permits stated an expiration date on the permit, NCDEQ has provided 
that the permit is not actually expired and documentation will be provided stating so. 
During the May T.R.C. meeting, the Public Utilities department confirmed that the sewer 
permit for the entire five phases of Herron’s Ridge was still standing and provided no 
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additional comments.  
 
Fire 
 
It was stated during the May 2016 T.R.C. meeting that the Fire department had 
expressed concerns with the proposed placement of fire hydrants throughout the 
subdivision. With the majority being placed in cul-de-sac’s, the Fire department worked 
with the applicant to relocate the set hydrants to more optimal locations. During the 
May 2021 T.R.C. meeting, the Fire Chief stated that he wanted to see one additional 
firefighter installed midway between two specific streets stated to Mr. Roby.  
 
The City Fire Chief confirmed with the applicant that the changes made back in 2018 
regarding two-foot roll curb and no parking signage along the side of the street was still 
standing. The applicant confirmed this and agreed to work on additional fire hydrants. 
 
Electric Distribution 
 
Director Vannoy asked the applicant about the proposed timeframe for the project, 
which he stated that he needed a heads up to get started with the engineering for the 
final three phases. The applicant stated that he would contact Electric Distribution in 
plenty of time prior to breaking ground. 
 
Planning  
 
Planning Department stated that they must make copies of reissued permits for those 
that have expired. Prior to final plat approval upon three tax amount P-123C parcel 247 
shall be annexed into the city officially. A copy of the H.O.A. documents will need to be 
sent to staff for review by the City Attorney, and then the fee of the amount of $23,880 
shall be paid to the City's Parks and Recreation fund.  
 
Based on the aforementioned elements and response from all city departments and 
outside agencies, staff recommends APPROVAL of SUB 06-21 with the following 
conditions: 
 

1. Must submit copies of reissued permits for those that have expired. 
2. Must install additional fire hydrant midway, based on fire administration's request 

analysis for street names.   
3. The prior to final plat approval annexation of the pond three H.O.A. documents 

in a fee totaling $23,880 will need to be sent to the Parks and Recreation fund. 
 
This concluded Planner Long’s presentation. 
 
Planner Long introduced the applicant, Mr. Sean Roby, to the Commission. 
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Applicant Roby introduced himself and stated that he is a member of Eastern Carolina 
Engineering. 
 
Applicant Roby stated that the plans reflect the original design from 2004 in which not 
much has changed. One significant piece that changed, which was identified in the 
2016, is there was another piece of this project back in 2004 that once the property 
went to foreclosure and then was resurrected back out of foreclosure and brought back 
to life, that parcel was sold off by the bank and was no longer a portion of the 
subdivision. 
 
That was over to the northwest of the pond three. That's why there were some 
changes in pond three. They have no problems with the requirements of staff in the 
Technical Review Committee, and they're here to answer any questions that the 
Commission might have.  
 
Chairman Sutton asked if there were any questions. 
 
Commissioner white asked when the applicant would get all of the conditional things 
done that are required.  
 
Applicant Roby stated that there are four basic permits. The sewer permit is still active 
as there is not a renewal process on the sewer permit. It stays active as long as no one 
closes it, if it's a multi-phase project like this.  
 
The water permit requires them to apply for a renewed authorization to construct, 
which is very simple and they will obtain it within two weeks. The state storm water 
permit is still good and valid, as those are 10 year permits. They were handled back in 
2016. In regard to the erosion control permit, while there is an expiration date on the 
permit, Mr. Roby called and talked to Samir Dupor in little Washington who runs the 
regional office and told him that he would send him an email asking him the status of 
the permit.  
 
Applicant Roby was then told that said permit had not been closed out by land quality. 
Even though there is an expiration date on the permit, they have not closed the 
permanent. Mr. Dupor will send an email back as documentation stating that the permit 
is still active and has not been closed. 
 
Chairmen Sutton inquired about the expiration date. 
 
Applicant Roby stated that it expired in February of 2021. The owner did go out and do 
a little bit ditch maintenance on the farm under the guise of farming. The applicant then 
asked Mr. Dupor if that constitutes continuing work on the project, which, if they’re 
continuing on the project or if it had been done the permit would not have expired, 
even though that date came up, as long as work was under process. 
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and that's why he said he considers it to still be active. If there's not a fee required to 
renew it.  
 
Mr. Miller, who currently owns Herron’s Ridge, asked the applicant to bring the project 
back through to have a renewal done because he intends to sell project. When he sells 
the project, regardless of the status of these permits, these permits will have to be 
renewed and transferred into the new owner’s hands. So, even though they would 
renew anything for this process, they're going to turn right around and renew those 
permits once there's a new owner. This is because they have to be in the name of the 
new owner with the State of North Carolina, and the applicant has not been privy to 
who the purchaser is.  
 
Chairman Sutton asked if there were any further questions. 
 
Vice Chairman Biggs asked if any comments had been received by staff, or if there were 
any other speakers. 
 
Planner Long stated only one query was made in regard to receiving further information 
about the project, and a copy of the staff analysis was sent to them in which they 
thanked staff for sending said document. However, they did not provide any comments 
to the commission.  
 
There were no further comments or questions held. 
 
Chairman Sutton asked if the Commission would like to entertain a motion. 
 
Vice Chairman Biggs made a motion to APPROVE CASE NO.: SUB 06-21. 

Commissioner Stallings properly seconded the motion. ALL IN FAVOR: BIGGS, 

STALLINGS, AND WHITE. NONE OPPOSED. MOTION CARRIED. 

There was no old business. 
 
Staff Report 
 
Planner Long did not have anything to present for the staff report, but thanked the 
Commission for adjusting their schedule for in two months. We will be back on schedule 
for the next meeting. 
 
Member Concerns 
 
There were no member concerns. 
 
Chairman Sutton asked if there was a motion to adjourn. Commissioner White made a 
motion to adjourn, which was properly seconded by Vice Chairman Biggs. ALL IN 
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FAVOR: BIGGS, STALLINGS, AND WHITE. NONE OPPOSED. MOTION 
CARRIED. 
 
The June 8, 2021 Planning Commission Meeting adjourned at approximately 4:40 pm. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brian Hall 
Secretary to the Commission  
 


