6:00 P.M. Monday Commissioners Chambers
August 10, 2020 David R. Sandifer Administration Bldg.
Brunswick County Government Center
1} Callto Order.
2}  Invocation.
3) Pledge of Aliegiance.
4) RoliCall.
5) Agenda Amendments.
6) Public Comment.
7)  Public Hearings.
A. Rezoning Z-790
Proposed rezoning of approximately 5.44 acres located at 6849 Sweet Gum Rd NW from R-7500
(Medium Density Residential) to C-LD (Commercial Low Density) for Tax Parcel 2120002411,
LAND USE PLAN MAP AMENDMENT LUM-790:
Request to amend Tax Parcel 2120002411 located at 6849 Sweet Gum Rd NW from LDR (Low Density
Residential) to Commercial.
B. Rezoning Z-792
Proposed rezoning of approximately 0.63 acres located at 4662 Peoples Way SW from NC
(Neighborhood Commercial) to R-6000 (High Density Residential) for Tax Parcel 244EB007.
C. Rezoning Z-793
Proposed rezoning of approximately 8.2 acres located at 8470 River Road SE from C-LD {Commercial
Low Density) to I-G (Iindustrial General) for Tax Parcel 22100011.
LAND USE PLAN MAP AMENDMENT LUM-793:
Request to amend Tax Parcel 22100011 located at 8470 River Road SE from HDR (High Density
Residential) to Industrial.
D. Proposed Revisions to Amend Defiinitions Section and Provide Use Standards for Model Home, Display
Home, and Real Estate Office in the Brunswick County Unified Development Office
s Staff Proposed Text Amendment
e (Citizen Proposed Text Amendment
8) Adjournment.

AGENDA
BRUNSWICK COUNTY
PLANNING BOARD
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REZONING STAFF REPORT @

Prepared by Marc Pages, Senior Planner
Rezoning Case#: Z-790
July 13,2020
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APPLICATION SUMMARY

The applicant requests to rezone Tax Parcel 2120002411 consisting of 5.44 acres from R-7500 (Medium Density
Residential) to C-LD (Commercial Low Density). This rezoning request is conventional, therefore, no conditions are
proposed. All owners and adjacent owners have been notified via first class mail.

21200024

Area Proposed
for Rezoning

Location CO-R-7500

6849 Sweet Gum Road NW

Tax Parcel
2120002411
21200008
Current Zoning

R-7500 (Medium Density
Residential)

Proposed Zoning
C-LD (Commercial Low Density)

Surrounding Zoning
R-7500 and C-LD

Current Use
Residential

Surrounding Land Uses
Residential, Agricultural and
Vacant Lands

Size
5.44 Acres




SITE CONSIDERATIONS

Zoning History: There has been no known rezoning activity on the site since 1994.

Buffers: If rezoned to C-LD, all non-residential uses will require a 0.4 (vacant) or 0.6 {developed) opacity buffer to R-7500
areas. A buffer is not required for adjacent non-residential uses zoned C-LD unless there is existing residential then a 0.4
opacity buffer will be required.

Traffic: There are no capacity deficiencies for this section of Ocean Highway West (US 17).

Utilities: Water and sewer is available from Brunswick County Utilities along Ocean Highway West (US 17). It is the
developer's responsibility to coordinate with Brunswick County Utilities to connect to the water and sewer system.

Schools: There are no school capacity deficiencies at this time.

CIP Projects in Area: Brunswick Senior Center at Calabash (Completed 2018), West Brunswick Classroom Addition (FY
2021), Waccamaw School K-2 Building Replacement (FY 2021).

NCDOT Road Improvements in Area:
 New Highway — Carolina Bays Parkway (R-5876) — Planning and Design Phase.

Environmental Impacts:
¢ There are no Flood Hazard Zones located on the rezoning site.

* Biodiversity & Wildlife Habitat Assessment Score: The rezoning site scored 5 out of 10 due to wetlands on the site
classified as substantial.

* The rezoning site lies within a haif mile of a Voluntary Agricultural District.

ANALYSIS

“This District is intended primarily to be used in outlying areas, adjacent to major thoroughfares, with yards and other
provisions for reducing conflicts with adjacent residential uses, and with substantial setbacks to reduce marginal friction on
adjacent major thoroughfares. Commercial uses in this District will serve the needs of residential neighborhoods for auto-
dependent commercial facilities; and serve the needs of highway-oriented tourist business."

CAMA Land Use Plan Classification: LDR (Low Density Residential)
* Proposed Zoning is NOT consistent with CAMA Land Use Plan
* Land Use Amendment (LUM-790) proposed from LDR to Commercial

Applicable CAMA Land Use Policies:
* P.16 states that Brunswick County strongly supports commercial nodes, including town or village centers, and the
prohibition of strip commercialization.
= P.49 states that Brunswick County supports directing more intensive land uses to areas that have existing or
planned infrastructure.

Staff recommends APPROVAL TO C-LD IN CONJUNCTION WITH A LAND USE PLAN AMENDMENT TO
: COMMERCIAL FOR TAX PARCEL 2120002411 based upon information provided, surrounding area, current uses,
: the Brunswick County CAMA CORE Land Use Plan, and other adopted Brunswick County plans and policies.

e e R e D O




FOR BRUNSWICK COUNTY PLANNING BOARD
ZONING AMENDMENT DESCRIPTION OR CASE NUMBER: Z-790

THE BRUNSWICK COUNTY PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION

THEREFORE, on the basis of all the foregoing, IT IS ORDERED that the ZONING
AMENDMENT be recommended to the Board of Commissioners for

D APPROVED — CONSISTENT WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

* The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment is consistent with the CAMA Land Use Plan
(Comprehensive Plan) for the following reasons:

¢ The Planning Board further finds that the proposed zoning amendment is reasonable and in the public interest for
the following reasons:

D APPROVED — NOT CONSISTENT WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

* The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment is NOT consistent with the CAMA Land Use Plan
(Comprehensive Plan) for the following reasons:

* The Planning Board further finds that the approval of the proposed zoning amendment will amend the CAMA Land
Use Plan (Comprehensive Plan) and the following changes have been considered to meet the needs of the community:

¢ The Planning Board further finds that the proposed zoning amendment is reasonable and in the public interest for
the following reasons:

[ ] DENIED

e The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment D is D is not consistent with the CAMA Land Use
Plan (Comprehensive Plan) and D is D is not in the public interest for the following reasons:

[ ] TABLED
* The Planning Board TABLES the proposed zoning amendment to [___] Next Planning Board Meeting |:| A Future
Planning Board Meeting in months.

! Excerpt from N.C.G.S.§ 153A-341:

1 Zomng regulations shall be designed to promote the public health, safety, and general welfare. To that end, the regulations may address, omong other things, the

| following public purposes: to provide adequate light and air; to prevent the overcrowding of land; to avoid undue concentration of population; to lessen congest/on a
: inthe streets; to secure safety from fire, panic, and dangers; and to facilitate the efficient and adequate provision of transportation, water, sewerage, schools, parks, i

c and other public requirements. The regulations shall be made with reasonable consideration as to, among other things, the character of the district and its pecullar:

, 5u1tab/l/ty for particular uses, and with a view to conserving the value of buildings and encouraging the most appropriate use of land throughout the county. In:
addlt:on the regulations shall be made with reasonable consideration to expansion and development of any cities within the county, so as to provide for thelru

'orderiy growth and development. |
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, For Office Use Only R
%'"9 R E ZO N l N G Rezoning Case Z- _ 70, Invoice # Z/ 2[/2 1(’>

Date Received 4}/422'(02020
$=2: APPLICATION AL

JEARSS Northwest Jurisdiction (1 YES K NO

Brunswick County Planning * PO Box 249, Bolivia, NC 28422 « Phone: (910) 253-2025/1-800-621-0609 » Fax: (910) 754-2740

Complete the following application. This form must be completely filled out. Incomplete applications will resultin a delay of this application
and slow down the rezoning process.

APPLICANT |NF‘ORMAT'ON {This person will be the contact pers;)n and will receive all mailings)

Applicant Name(s):
Michael J Fulwood

Mailing Address:

6849 Sweet Gum Road, NW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

Phone: Email;

910-471-5441 michael . fulwood@atme.net
PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATK)N (If different from above)
Owher Name(s):

Fulwood, Michael J ET Holly

Mailing Address:

6849 Sweet Gum Road, NW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

Phone: Email:
910-471-5441 michael . fulwood@atme.net

PROPERTY INFORMATION

Property Address and/or Description of Location:
6849 Sweet Gum Road, NW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

Parcel Tax ID #(s): Total Site Acreage:

2120002411 5.27
Current Zoning District(s): Proposed Zoning District(s):
g (s) 7500 pos ] (s) -

Conditional Zoning Request CIYES [EHNO

Conditional Zoning have additional submittal requirements such as Conceptual Site Plan, Proposed Conditions, Proposed Uses,
and the holding of a neighborhood meeting. Please include the additional information as an attachment to this application.

NOTE: If multiple parcels are being proposed for rezoning then write “see attached” and attach the list of the parcels. Make
sure to include the Tax Parcel ID #, owner name(s)/address, and acreage information.

1o




STATEMENT OF REASONABLENESS

Please explain why the proposed zoning is reasonable for the area. Possible reasons could be the rezoning is consistent with the
character of the area, the rezoning will match the surrounding zoning, or the rezoning is consistent with the Land Use Plan:

I want to rezone to meet the NC Board of Funeral Service requirements to license me

as a Funeral Home. This would only mean that I could Create a embalming room in an
existing building on the property. I am already a funeral service Licensee in NC and wish
wish to be able to operate on my property instead of using embalming rooms in another
facility.IIt would mean in a realistic sense that I would still live on the property
and T.have no plan now in the future to add a public meeting facility like a chapel
for funeral or visitation services. I will continue to use churces or other public

facilities for that.Traffic is not expected to change in any measureable way.

LAND USE COMPATIBILITY
Future Land Use Map Classification: CommereiadLewbensity LDR

Is the proposed rezoning consistent with the Land Use Plan? OYES HBEINO

If not consistent, please explain the change in conditions of the community which justify amending the Land Use Plan Map:

D
ropern < i D e _ |
/ 5;’6;/7 i é/d’f( /ﬂ’ﬁ(&’&f.l’(’ﬂ% Jé & /%/4;7’«)0’{/ gé%yr‘r/ﬂ/ff- é//’lfzyb? 5167/1‘4?;7 ﬁé
{/

NOTE: The future Land Use Map Classification comes from the Brunswick Co. CAMA CORE Land Use Plan. If a rezoning request
is not consistent then an amendment is required. Planning Staff can assist with this determination.

APPLICANT/OWNER SIGNATURE

In signing of this Rezoning Application, | certify that | have understand the application guidelines and that incomplete applications
will delay my application and my rezoning. | ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT MY REZONING REQUEST MUST BE CONSISTENT
WITH THE LAND USE PLAN. | further certify that | am authorized to submit this application and that all the information presented

in this application is accurate to the best of oy knowle e, information, and belief

Applicant Signature:%/!/{/( /4;2«%%// Date S AA2>

Owner Signature: % / ?W N Date: S’M s 25

OwnerSignatureOCMé//K\ﬂ . é:up qu‘O@\ Date: % - Z(@ '@Q\C)
\

NOTE: If there are multiple owners that need to sign have them sign under the owner signature or attached additional sheets.

Brunswick County Jurisdiction Fees

0 <1.0acres ($350) 0 1.0to <5 acres ($400) & 5010 <25 acres ($450)

0 25to<50acres ($600) -[J 50+ acres ($1,200) U Conditional Zoning (Add $200)
City of Northwest Jurisdiction Fees

0 <1.0acres($1,650) O 1.0to<5acres ($1,760) O 5.0t0<25acres ($1,870)

0 2510 <50 acres ($2,090) O 50+ acres ($2,200) 0 Cenditional Zoning (Add $550)

Please note that any continuance request after initial advertising will incur and additional $500 fee for Brunswick: County Jurisdiction and $550
for City of Northwest Jurisdiction.
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REZONING STAFF REPORT @

Prepared by Marc Pages, Senior Planner
Rezoning Case#: Z-792
August 10, 2020
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APPLICATION SUMMARY

The applicant, Allen Thomas Wrenn, requests to rezone Tax Parcel 244EBQ07 from NC (Neighborhood Commercial) to
R-6000 (High Density Residential). This rezoning request is conventional therefore, no conditions are proposed. All owners
and adjacent owners have been notified via first class mail.

Location
4662 People’s Way SW

Tax Parcel
244EB0OO7

Current Zoning
NC (Neighborhood Commercial)

Proposed Zoning
R-6000 (High Density Residential)

Surrounding Zoning gy | ' 1 /f’f/
R-6000 (High Density Residential) : R

R-7500 (Medium Density Residential)
NC (Neighborhood Commercial)

Current Use
Vacant Lands

Surrounding Land Uses
Residential, Vacant Lands

Size
0.63 acres




SITE CONSIDERATIONS

Zoning History: The subject property was was rezoned in November 2005 from R-6000 to NC as part of Rezoning Case # Z-442.

Buffers: If rezoned to R-6000, all non-residential uses will require a 0.2 (vacant) or 0.4 (residentially developed) opacity buffer to R-
6000 areas.

Traffic: There are no capacity deficiencies for this section of Bricklanding Road (SR 1143). The developer shall be responsible for
obtaining an NCDOT driveway permit prior to construction.

Utilities: Water is available from Brunswick County Utilities along Peoples Way SW. Sewer is available in the vicinity at the
intersection of Bricklanding and Goose Creek Road. Utility connections will require developer responsibility to connect to the water
and sewer system,

Schools: The Union Elementary School, Shallotte Middle School and West Brunswick High School have adequate capacity.

CIP Projects in Area: West Brunswick Classroom Addition (FY 2021), Waccamaw School K-2 Building Replacement (FY 2021),
New Early College High School (FY 2022).

NCDOT Road Improvements in Area: New Highway — Carolina Bays Parkway (R-5876) — Planning and Design Phase. Convert
US 17 & NC 211 intersection to interchange (Project U-5932) — Design Phase (Anticipated Construction 2024).

Environmental Impacts: Biodiversity & Wildlife Habitat Assessment Score: Portions of the rezoning site score a 0 out of 10.

ANALYSIS

“The R-7500, R-6000, and SBR-6000 districts are established to provide for orderly suburban residential development. A limited
number of commercial and civic uses are allowed, subject to the restrictions necessary to preserve and protect the residential
character of the neighborhood. A special permit process for higher intensity development is also allowed, using discretion to balance
issues of higher density with improved amenities. Due to the higher intensity developments contained in this district, it is intended to
be applied to properties served by public sewer and water systems."

CAMA Land Use Plan Classification: HDR (High Density Residential)
* Proposed Zoning is consistent with CAMA Land Use Plan

Applicable CAMA Land Use Policies:

= P.15 states that Brunswick County supports greater residential densities in areas that are accessible to water and sewer
service(s). Agricultural and low-density residential land uses should be located in areas that do not have central water or
sewer service.
* P.49 states that Brunswick County supports directing more intensive land uses to areas that have existing or planned
infrastructure.

Staff recommends APPROVAL TO R-6000 FOR TAX PARCEL 244EB007 based upon information provided,
: surrounding area, current uses, the Brunswick County CAMA CORE Land Use Plan, and other adopted Brunswick
County plans and policies.




THE BRUNSWICK COUNTY PLANI(IING BOARD RECOMMENDATION

THEREFORE, on the basis of all the foregoing, IT IS ORDERED that the ZONING
AMENDMENT be recommended to the Board of Commissioners for

D APPROVED — CONSISTENT WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

¢ The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment is consistent with the CAMA Land Use Plan
(Comprehensive Plan) for the following reasons:

* The Planning Board further finds that the proposed zoning amendment is reasonable and in the public interest for
the following reasons:

D APPROVED — NOT CONSISTENT WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

¢ The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment is NOT consistent with the CAMA Land Use Plan
(Comprehensive Plan) for the following reasons:

e The Planning Board further finds that the approval of the proposed zoning amendment will amend the CAMA Land
Use Plan (Comprehensive Plan) and the following changes have been considered to meet the needs of the community:

e The Planning Board further finds that the proposed zoning amendment is reasonable and in the public interest for
the following reasons:

[ ] DENIED

e The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment [_]is [_]is not consistent with the CAMA Land Use
Plan {Comprehensive Plan) and r__l is D is not in the public interest for the following reasons:

[ ] TABLED
e The Planning Board TABLES the proposed zoning amendment to D Next Planning Board Meeting D A Future
Planning Board Meeting in months.
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| Excerpt from N.C.G.S.§ 153A-341:
| Zomng regulations shall be designed to promote the public health, safety, and general welfare. To that end, the regulations may address, among other things, the'
!  Jollowing public purposes: to provide adequate light and air; to prevent the overcrowding of land; to avoid undue concentration of population; to lessen congestlon !
: in the streets; to secure safety from fire, panic, and dangers; and to facilitate the efficient and adequate provision of transportation, water, sewerage, schools, pan'(s, !
u and other public requirements. The regulations shall be made with reasonable consideration as to, among other things, the character of the district and its pecullar
! su:tablllty for particular uses, and with a view to conserving the value of buildings and encouraging the most appropriate use of land throughout the county. In'

| addition, the requlations shall be made with reasonable consideration to expansion and development of any cities within the county, so as to provide for the:n
' ordedy growth and development. ,
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For Office Use Only

! R EZO N I N G Rezoning Case - 77 A__ Invoice # Mf— |

2 ate Received 2- Man- 20
¢/ APPLICATION s Rosed A2 Lo 2

Northwest Jurisdiction 0 YES & NO
Brunswick County Planning « PO Box 249, Bolivia, NC 28422 « Phone: (910) 253-2025/1-800-621-0609 » Fax: (910) 754-2740

Complete the following application. This form must be completely filled out. Incomplete applications will resultin a delay of this application
and slow down the rezoning process.

APPUCANT lNFORMAT'ON (This person will"b‘e the contact pefs‘oh and ﬁvi!l receive all mailings)

Applicant Name(s):

Allen Thovuas Wrenn L

Mailing Address:

Q0 Wedgewvod Tr L reston NC 27262-730

Phone: Email:

PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION (i different from above)

Owner Name(s:

Mailing Address:

Phone:ga('e' L}SL{,?O&@ Ema":qunnq“m@ Yehoo. Corm
PROPERTY INFORMATION R e

Property Address and/or Description of Location;

4662 Feoples Wy SW, Shallobe NC2g¥70

Parcel Tax 1D #(s): Total Site Acreage:
QUYL BoOD) .43
Current Zoning District(s): M C Proposed Zoning District(s): ’R_ (é 0 DO

Conditional Zoning Request O YES & NO

Conditional Zoning have additional submittal requirements such as Conceptual Site Plan, Proposed Conditions, Proposed Uses,
and the holding of a neighborhood meeting. Please include the additional information as an aftachment to this application.

NOTE: if multiple parcels are being proposed for rezoning then write “see attached” and attach the list of the parcels. Make
sure to include the Tax Parcel ID #, owner name(s)/address, and acreage information.




STATEMENT OF REASONABLENESS

Please explain why the proposed zoning is reasonable for the area. Possible reasons could be the rezoning is consistent with the
character of the area, the rezoning will match the surrounding zoning, or the rezoning is consistent with the Land Use Plan:

There 13 S mMilar zon ng Od o ining Hhe Sub $@4PYUT)¢HB .

LAND USE COMPATIBILITY

Future Land Use Map Classification: H DR
Is the proposed rezoning consistent with the Land Use Plan? MYES [DONO
If not consistent, please explain the change in conditions of the community which justify amending the Land Use Plan Map:

NOTE: The future Land Use Map Classification comes from the Brunswick Co. CAMA CORE Land Use Plan. If a rezoning request
is not consistent then an amendment is required. Planning Staff can assist with this determination.

APPLICANT/OWNER SIGNATURE

In signing of this Rezoning Application, | certify that | have understand the application guidelines and that incomplete applications
will delay my application and my rezoning. | ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT MY REZONING REQUEST MUST BE CONSISTENT
WITH THE LAND USE PLAN. | further certify that | am authorized to submit this application and that all the information presented

in this application is accurgte to the begt of my knowledge, information, and belief, ,;
Applicant Signature: @&, v , d\ Date: 6/5 \;\l‘l &0
Date:

Owner Signature:

Date:

Owner Signature:

NOTE: If there are multiple owners that need to sign have them sign under the owner signature or attached additional sheets.

: Brunswick 'County Jurfsdiction Fees
R <10acres($350) [ 1.0to<5acres($400) [ 50to<25acres ($450)
0 25to<50acres($600) [ 50+ acres ($1,200) O Conditional Zoning (Add $200)
: ‘ 5 ‘ City of Northwest Jurisdiction Fees RN
O <10acres($1,650) O 1.0to<5acres($1,760) [ 50to<25acres ($1,870)
0 25t0<50acres ($2090) O 50+ acres ($2,200) 0 Conditional Zoning (Add $550)

er initial advertising wiyll',incur and additlonkal $500 fee for Brunswick County Jurisdiction and $550

Please note that any continuance request aft

for.City of Northwest Jurisdiction, :
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REZONING STAFF REPORT

Prepared by Marc Pages, Senior Planner
Rezoning Case#: Z-793
August 10, 2020
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APPLICATION SUMMARY

The applicant, Duke Energy Progress, requests to rezone Tax Parcel 22100011 from CLD (Commercial Low Density) to
I-G Industrial General. This rezoning request is conventional therefore, no conditions are proposed. All owners and

adjacent owners have been notified via first class mail.

Location
8470 River Rd SE (NC 87)

Tax Parcels
22100011

Current Zoning
CLD (Commercial Low Density)

Proposed Zoning
I-G (Industrial General)

Surrounding Zoning

I-G, C-LD, CP (Conservation
Protection), MR-3200 (Multifamily
Residential)

Current Use
Vacant Lands

Surrounding Land Uses
Industrial, Vacant Lands, Park

Size
8.2 acres




SITE CONSIDERATIONS

Zoning History: Adjacent Tax Parcel 20500013 was rezoned in September 2013 from CLD to CP (Conservation and Protection) as
part of Rezoning Case # Z-7009.

Buffers: if rezoned to |-G, all non-residential uses will require a 0.4 (vacant) or 0.6 (developed) opacity buffer to C-LD areas. A buffer
is not required adjacent to |-G or CP areas

Traffic: There are no capacity deficiencies for this section of River Road (NC 87). The developer shall be responsible for obtaining
an NCDOT driveway permit prior to construction.

Utilities: Water is available from Brunswick County Utilities along Midway Road. Sewer is not available in the area. Water connection
will require developer responsibility to connect to the water system.

Schools: The Southport Elementary School, South Brunswick Middle School and South Brunswick High School have adequate
capacity.

CIP Projects in Area: NC 211 R-5021 NCDOT Utility Relocation (FY 2020), Southport WWT Expansion (FY 2019), New Early College
High School (FY 2022)

NCDOT Road Improvements in Area: Widen NC 211 from Midway Road (NC 906) to NC 87 (Project R-5021) — Pre-Construction
Phase (Anticipated Construction 2019 - 2021). Convert US 17 & NC 211 intersection to interchange (Project U-5932) — Design Phase
(Anticipated Construction 2024).

Environmental Impacts: Biodiversity & Wildiife Habitat Assessment Score: Portions of the rezoning site score a 0 out of 10.

ANALYSIS

The I-G District is intended to provide locations for enterprises engaged in a broad range of manufacturing, processing, creating,
repairing, renovating, painting, cleaning, or assembly of goods, merchandise or equipment. Lands in this District are to be located
on or near Major Thoroughfares as identified in the Brunswick County Comprehensive Transportation Plan; to rail service; and to
in-place infrastructure such as water, sewer, and/or natural gas.

CAMA Land Use Plan Classification: HDR (High Density Residential)
» Proposed Zoning is not consistent with CAMA Land Use Plan
* Land Use Amendment (LUM-793) proposed from HDR to Industrial

Applicable CAMA Land Use Policies:

» P.16 Brunswick County will encourage/support the development of clean industries in locations where services can be provided,
environmental impacts can be mitigated, surrounding land uses are compatible, and transportation systems can support the
development.

Staff recommends APPROVAL TO I-G IN CONJUNCTION WITH A LAND USE PLAN AMENDMENT TO INDUSTRIAL
¢ FOR TAX PARCEL 22100011 based upon information provided, surrounding area, current uses, the Brunswick
: County CAMA CORE Land Use Plan, and other adopted Brunswick County plans and policies.




CONSISTENCY STATEMENT

ZONING AMENDMENT DESCRIPTION OR CASE NUMBER: 2: 2 !,: i

THE BRUNSWICK COUNTY PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION

THEREFORE, on the basis of all the foregoing, IT IS ORDERED that the ZONING
AMENDMENT be recommended to the Board of Commissioners for

D APPROVED - CONSISTENT WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
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e The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment is consistent with the CAMA Land Use Plan
(Comprehensive Plan) for the following reasons:

* The Planning Board further finds that the proposed zoning amendment is reasonable and in the public interest for
the following reasons:

D APPROVED — NOT CONSISTENT WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
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* The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment is NOT consistent with the CAMA Land Use Plan !
(Comprehensive Plan) for the following reasons: !
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* The Planning Board further finds that the approval of the proposed zoning amendment will amend the CAMA Land
Use Plan (Comprehensive Plan) and the following changes have been considered to meet the needs of the community:

* The Planning Board further finds that the proposed zoning amendment is reasonable and in the public interest for
the following reasons:

[]

DENIED

¢ The Planning Board finds that the proposed zoning amendment D is D is not consistent with the CAMA Land Use
Plan (Comprehensive Plan) and [_]is [_] is not in the public interest for the following reasons:

[ ] TABLED
e The Planning Board TABLES the proposed zoning amendment to D Next Planning Board Meeting E] A Future
Planning Board Meeting in months.

: Excerpt from N.C.G.S.§ 153A-341:
i Zonmg reguilations shall be designed to promote the public heaith, safety, and general welfare. To that end, the regulations may address, among other things, the
!  Jollowing public purposes: to provide adequate light and air; to prevent the overcrowding of land; to avoid undue concentration of population; to lessen congestlon l
: in the streets; to secure safety from fire, panic, and dangers; and to facilitate the efficient and adequate provision of transportation, water, sewerage, schools, parks \
: and other public requirements. The regulations shall be made with reasonable consideration as to, among other things, the character of the district and its pecullar
. swtab/hty for particular uses, and with a view to conserving the value of buildings and encouraging the most appropriate use of land throughout the county. In:
addlt/on the regulations shall be made with reasonable consideration to expansion and development of any cities within the county, so as to provide for theln
| ordeﬂy growth and development. '
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For Office Use Only

Rezoning Case Z. ° /U hnwoice [ 0.?0.,2

Date Received » 7 //QO;@ - '

N

(=)

hwesl urisdiction 0 YES N0

Brunswick ;,bounty Planning « PO Box 249, Bolivia, NC 28422 » Phone: (910) 253-2025/ 1-800-621-0609 « Fax: (910) 754-2740

Complete the following application. This form must be completely filled out. Incomplete applications wil resut in a delay of this application

and slow down the rezoning process,

APPLICANT INFORMATION (This porson will be the oo tast person and will receive

Appiicant Nameis) TBS CoosonTe S48
R o;,.;Em:sw% e

Mailing Address: 3321 CSE S WW’E
/‘
Z> Mpdioy; RO 28 das

PPROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION

Ouner Namets; (e EOFRTY

Phone: < 15, (4 Yo [E{aﬂ: \g?q\@g,{%w\d: © YL con i

Mailihg Addréés: 4T }’4\?{1 YAl &
S o‘-‘"‘o\?o?—‘—f/ NG 72846\

— — ——— ]
Phone: Flo~832- 359 ’ Email. \gym\oﬁc\?ﬁth & WIS

PROPERTY INFORMATION
Parcel Tax ID #(s): Total Site Acreage: |
Curtent Zoning Districts):  _._) ) Proposed Zoning Districts): :‘L S

Conditional Zoning Request [ YES NO

Conditional Zoning have additional submittal requirements such as Conceptual Site Flan, Proposed Conditions, Proposed Uses,

and the holding of a neighborhood meeting. Please include the additional information as an affachment to this application.

NOTE: if multiple parcels are being proposed for rezoning then write
| sureto include the Tax Parcel ID #, owner name(s)/address, and acreag

see attached” and attach the list of the parcels. Make

e information.




Please explain why the proposed zoning is reasonable for the area. Possible reasons could be
character of the area, the rezoning will match the Surrounding zoning,

the rezoning is consistent with the
or the rezoning is consistent with the Land Use Plan:

/}1[/\)5 FezZovicq Faaoex] (I = MAT<hH B}J'ZEQLT_Q,-QQ ?,VEQERT\/.PWAQ&/
g ArplicaT > BPPTIed This Sovog R FRET W

R HW "iw s 2 Fooo K WARE oo o
net fok THE S S0 o cc s Tenp FRSGEY)

4 e ) WALEHeEORT Lo T= A lecey) H'T ST

Y 2P

e s s,

|LAND UsEcomPATBILITY _

Future Land Use Map Classification: —_II:LD (ie @%&JQJ
K NO

Is the proposed rezoning consistent with the Land Use Plan? %YES ngfN

If not consistent, please explain the change in conditions of the communit}/ which justify amending the Land Use Plan Map:

|

In signing of this Rezoning Application, 1 certify that | have understand the application guidelines and that incomplete applications
will delay my application and my rezoning. | ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT MY REZONING REQUEST MUSTBE CONSISTENT
WITH THE LAND USE PLAN. | further certify that | am authorized to submit this application and that all the information presented

in this application i teytjlt['e WW knowledge, information, and belief,
Applicant Signature:? ) U ; ‘ Date: & Z Zz-j [&
e /// - ~
Owner Signature: __ Tt

Owner Signature:

Date: = - Z 5 . ez

Date:

NOTE: Ifthere are multiple owners that need to sign have them sign under the owner signature or attached additional sheets.
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BRUNSWICK COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
; 75 Government Drive, Building | ¢ P.0. Box 249 » Balivia, NC 28422
www . brunswickcountync.gov/planning » (9101253.2025

MEMORANDUM

DATE: August 3, 2020
TO:  Planning Board Members
FROM: Kirstie Dixon, Planning Director

RE: UDO Text Amendments - Residential Show Homes, Model Homes, & Real Estate Sales Offices

This memo outlines proposed revisions to the Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance
(UDO) related to model homes and real estate sales offices. Enclosed is the version as orginally
proposed dated June 23, 2020. The Planning Board Working Committee is working towards an
updated version that addresses feedback received from the community. The updated version will be
emailed out as soon as it becomes available.

Below are the Staff Proposed Text Amendments and the Citizen Proposed Text Amendment.

o STAFF PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS:
These Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) Text Amendments were drafted
by Planning Staff to address residential show homes, model homes, and real estate sales offices
within unincorporated Brunswick County as requested by the Brunswick County Zoning Board of
Adjustment (BOA) based upon two BOA Cases. Below are the BOA cases that revealed the need
to address model homes and sale offices within the UDO:

e CASE 19-05A CASE SUMMARY:

Case 19-05A is an appeal of staff’s interpretation of the Brunswick County Unified
Development Ordinance related to sales offices and model home. This appeal case
centered around an existing home located in Brunswick Plantation Planned Development
that was proposed to be used as a sales office/model home. The applicant, CAW CAW
Land Corporation & Mason H. Anderson, appealed a staff interpretation of sales offices
and model homes. The case was placed on the July 11, 2019 BOA Agenda but not heard
by the BOA as the applicant withdrew the case a few days prior to the meeting. The
applicant agreed to meet standards/requirements/conditions for model homes and sales
offices as outlined by staff. This case revealed the need to address model homes and
sale offices within the UDO.

e CASE 19-12A CASE SUMMARY:
Case 19-12A is an appeal of staff’s interpretation to the Brunswick County Unified
Development Ordinance related to standards/requirements/conditions to which a model
homes can operate in Brunswick County. This appeal case centers around an existing

TELEPHONE (910) 253.2025 « (800) 621.0609 « FAX (910) 253.2437



home located in Brunswick Plantation Planned Development that was approved by staff
to be used as a model home with a list of standards/requirements. The applicant,
Brunswick Plantation POA Incorporated, appealed staff interpretation of the
standards/requirements/conditions to which a model home can operate. Case 19-12A
was heard by the BOA over three meetings in 2019 and included public hearings as
required. The BOA decision modified the set of standards/requirements/conditions to
which a model home can operate. This decision set the standard for all model homes
and sales offices within unincorporated Brunswick County. This case revealed the need
to address model homes and sale offices related standards within the UDO.

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS ARE ATTACHED TO ASSIST WITH THE TEXT AMENDMENT:
* Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance Text Amendments related to
residential show homes, model homes, and real estate sales offices drafted and
proposed by Planning Staff.

¢ Brunswick County Zoning Board of Adjustment Case 19-05A Staff Report.

* Brunswick County Zoning Board of Adjustment Meeting Minutes from July 11,
2019, denoting the withdrawal of Case 19-05A.

* Brunswick County Zoning Board of Adjustment Case 19-12A Staff Report.

* Brunswick County Zoning Board of Adjustment Meeting Minutes from August
22,2019, September 12, 2019, and October 17, 2019, regarding Case 19-05A.

e Brunswick County Zoning Board of Adjustment Case 19-12A Order.

¢ Feedback Received from Teresa Casey, Winding River ABCPOA.

o CITIZEN PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENT:
This Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) Text Amendment is a Citizen
Proposed Text Amendment to allow for specific uses to be located anywhere in a Planned
Development. Uses will include model homes, real estate sales offices, management offices,
signage advertising the Planned Development, and attendant parking facilities.

REQUESTED TEXT AMENDMENT AS SUBMITTED BY
TRIPP SLOANE & MASON ANDERSON

Sales offices, Management offices, signs advertising the Planned Community, and
Model Homes, together with attendant parking facilities may be located on any lot
within the Planned Community. These facilities which are in a Residential Area in
the Planning Community may not be occupied for these purposes once the
Declarant/Developer is no longer offering any property in the Planned Community
for sale or lease.

TELEPHONE (910) 253.2025 - (800) 621.0609 * FAX (910) 253.2437



SHOULD THE BOARD WISH TO CONSIDER THIS TEXT AMENDMENT, PLANNING STAFF PROPOSES
THAT THE TEXT AMENDMENT BE MODIFIED TO FIT INTO THE OVERALL CONTEXT OF THE UDO.

Insert Section 4.3.1.D.7. into Section 4.3.1.D., Uses Permitted Within Planned Developments, as
follows:

7. _Model homes, real estate sales offices, management offices, Sales-offices, Managerment
eHices—signs signage advertising the a Planned Development Plannred-Community—and

Medel-Homestegetherwith and attendant parking facilities may be located on any lot
wuthm t—he Planned Develogmen ﬂam%d@emmemﬁy—lhese—iaa#ﬁemm

OPTIONAL ADDITIONS SHOULD THE BOARD DESIRE TO CLARIFY OTHER REQUIREMENTS THAT
MUST BE MET:
- Additional requirements may be imposed by the North Carolina Building Codes, North
Carolina Fire Codes, and Environmental Health Codes.

= All limited standards and design/performance requirements within the UDO must be met
prior to obtaining zoning approval and receiving a certificate of occupancy (c/o).

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS ARE ATTACHED TO ASSIST WITH THE CONSIDERATION OF THE TEXT
AMENDMENT:

e (Citizen Proposed Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance Text Amendment to
allow for specific uses to be located anywhere in a Planned Development.

¢ Feedback Receive from Teresa Casey, Winding River ABCPOA.

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, PLEASE FEEL FREE TO CONTACT ME BY EMAIL AT
KIRSTIE.DIXON@BRUNSWICKCOUNTYNC.GOV OR BY PHONE AT 910/253-2027.

TELEPHONE (910) 253.2025 « (800) 621.0609 « FAX (910) 253.2437



Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance

PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS RELATED TO RESIDENTIAL SHOW HOMES,
MODEL HOMES, AND REAL ESTATE SALES OFFICES

(June 23, 2020)

Below are proposed text amendments to the Brunswick County Unified Development
Ordinance (UDO) related to residential show homes, model homes, and real estate
sales offices:

» Add definitions for residential show homes, model homes, and real estate sales offices within
the Definition Section as follows:

Residential Show Home: A residential home or unit that is completed, furnished, landscaped,
and decorated to show to prospective buyers features of homes available for purchase within a
development or subdivision. Information about the home. the subdivision, or the development
may be displayed inside the home. Residential show homes are located within a new section of
a development or subdivision that is under construction and are considered a temporary
residential use since they are often available for purchase and sold strictly for residential
household living. Prospective buyers often can schedule a showing, a viewing, a tour or attend
an open house. A residential show home is commonly referred to as a display home.

Model Home: A structure or unit that is completed, furnished., landscaped, and decorated to show
to prospective buyers features of homes available within a new development or subdivision that
have limited spaces for real estate sales and related transactions such as office spaces, conference
rooms, workstations, design centers, and related storage. Model homes are often available for
purchase and are located within a new section of the development or subdivision that is under
construction. Office spaces, conference rooms, workstations, design centers, and related storage
shall not exceed 30% of the gross floor area of the model home. Model homes that exceed 30% of
aross floor area are considered real estate sales offices and then must meet Limited Use Standards
for both real estate sales offices and model homes.

Real Estate Sales Office: A commercial office space used for real estate sales and related
transactions such as office spaces, conference rooms, workstations. design centers, and related
storage. A real estate sales office may be located as a “stand-alone” professional office or
“combined with a model home.” Real estate offices that are combined with a model home must
meet Limited Use Standards for both real estate sales offices and model homes.

* Amend Section 5.5.2., Temporary Uses Exempt From Permits, by adding Section 5.5.2.E.
to allow residential show homes as a temporary use that does not require a permit.

E. Residential Show Homes are permitted in accordance with the following:

1. Must meet all the requirements for residential and household living requirements
(including off-street parking as outlined in Section 6.12.. Ofi-Street Parking & Loading)
for the zoning district where it is located.

2. There shall be no external evidence of the activity.
. Must maintain the residential character of the neighborhood.

4. Residential show homes are typically furnished and decorated to show prospective buyers
the living space and features of homes.

w
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5. While a room may be staged as an office, workstations for real estate sales and related
transactions are not permitted.

6. Office spaces, conference rooms, workstations, and design centers are not permitted.

7. Storage related to showing the home shall not exceed 10% of the square footage of the
home.

8. There shall be no events or gatherings held in the residential show home other than open
houses.

9. Permanent signs are not permitted. Two temporary signs shall be allowed during real estate
showings, tours, or open houses. Signs may be of A-frame “sandwich board” style signs,
personal property, or real estate signs. Signs shall be no larger than 16 square feet.

Amend Section 5.1. Use Interpretation, to add model homes and real estate sales offices as
principal uses.

* Add Model Home to Section 5.1.2.A., Household Living, under “Principal Use”
= Add Real Estate Sales Office to Section 5.1.5.A., All Office Uses, under “Principal Use”

Amend Section 5.2.3., Use Table, to define which zoning district that residential show
homes, model homes, real estate sales offices are permitted by Limited Use.
* Model Home — Allowed by Limited Use in the following zoning districts: RR; R-7500; R-
6000; SBR-6000; MR-3200; CLD; NC; & Cl. Reference Limited Standard Section 5.5.3.E.

» Real Estate Sales Office — Allowed by Limited Use in the following zoning districts RR;
CLD; NC; & CI. Reference Limited Standard Section 5.3.6.C.

Amend Section 5.3., Limited Use Standards, to add the following limited standards for model
homes and real estate sales offices:

o Add Section 5.5.3.E. Model Home

E. Model Homes shall be permitted in accordance with Section 5.2.. Use Table, and subject to
the following requirements:

1. A development permit shall be required. Additionally, model homes require a change of use
permit to transition from the model home to household living.

2. All model homes must meet all the requirements for residential dwellings and household
living requirements for the zoning district where it is located.

3. Model homes must maintain the residential character of the community.

4. All parking elements shall be designed and constructed in accordance with the following:

a. Driveways.
i. Use of conventional residential driveways for parking is allowed.
ii. Use of a separate parking area is allowed but not required.
iii. Parking spaces that do not require vehicles to back-up into a street or
alleyway are encouraged.
b. Must be consistent with the design standards outlined in Section 6.12.. Off-Street
Parking & Loading.

5. Office spaces, conference rooms, workstations, design centers, and related storage shall
not exceed 30% of the gross floor area of the model home. Model homes that exceed 30%
of aross floor area are considered real estate sales offices and must then meet Limited
Use Standards for both real estate sales offices and model homes.

6. Garages conversions are allowed.

7. Standard operating hours shall be limited from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.

8. There shall be no events or gatherings held in the model home other than open houses.

2



9. One freestanding on-premise sign no larger than 16 square feet is permitted. The sian

may not be illuminated and must be of commercial quality and design.

10. Model homes shall be constructed in conformance with all applicable North Carolina

Building Codes, North Carolina Fire Codes, and Environmental Health Codes.

o Add Section 5.3.6.C., Real Estate Sales Office
C. Real estate sales offices may be located as a “stand-alone” professional office or “combined

with a model home;” shall be permitted in accordance with Section 5.2., Use Table: and

subject to the following requirements:

1.

2.

3.

o~

A development permit shall be required and a change of use permit is required. if
transitioning to a different use such as a residential.
All real estate sales offices must comply with zoning standards for office uses within the
zoning district where they are located.
Real estate sales offices “combined with a model home” must:

a. Maintain a residential character of the neighborhood.

b. Comply with Limited Use Standards for model homes outlined in Section 5.5.3.E..

Model Home.

Signage is allowed consistent with Article 8, Sians.
Off-street parking is reguired consistent with Section 6.12., Off-Street Parking and
Loading.
All real estate sales offices shall be constructed in conformance with all applicable North
Carolina Building Codes, North Carolina Fire Codes, and Environmental Health Codes.

* Amend Section 8.7., Signs allowed without a Permit, to allow residential show homes to have
temporary signage without a permit.

8.7.11 [RESERVED] Temporary Residential Show Home Signs

A.

B.

Description

A temporary sign identifying and announcing the real estate showings, tours, or open
houses at a residential show home. Temporary on-premise A-frame “sandwich board” signs
that are customarily used to advertise real estate open houses shall be allowed.

Standards.

1. A maximum of two temporary on-premise A-frame “sandwich board” style signs that
are customarily used to advertise real estate, real estate showings, tours, or open
houses shall be allowed.

2. Signs must be removed after the showing, tour, or open house.

3. Signs shall be no larger than 16 square feet is permitted.

4. All such signs shall be located off the street right of way.

* Amend table in Section 6.12.6.A.3., Required Parking, to add off-street parking space
standards for residential show homes, model homes, and real estate sales offices.

Use Cateqory Use Spaces Required
Residential - Household Living Residential Show Home 2 standard spaces;
Residential - Household Living Model Home 4 standard spaces; Plus 1 accessible space
Office - Office Uses Real Estate 1 standard space per 300 sq. ft.*
Sales Office

*See Appendix B for enclosed accessibility floor area requirements



BRUNSWICK COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
APPEAL OF STAFF DECISION
STAFF REPORT

July 11, 2019
Application No. 19-05A
Applicant: Caw Caw Land Corporation and Mason H. Anderson
Property Location: 252 South Middleton Drive, Calabash NC 28467
Parcel Number: 2101A058
Zoning District: SBR-6000 (High Density Site Built Residential)

Surrounding Zoning North: SBR-6000 South: SBR-6000

East: SBR-6000 West: SBR-6000

Proposed Use of Property: Sales Office or Model Home

The application was submitted to the Brunswick County Planning Department on May 8,

2019.

Appeal: The applicant is appealing an interpretation of the Brunswick County Unified
Development Ordinance as to the use of an existing home at 252 South Middleton Drive as
a sales office or model home.

Relevant Information

A public hearing was duly noticed as a sign was posted on the subject parcel and
adjoining property owners were notified of the meeting.

Caw Caw Land Corporation is the owner of the home located at 252 South Middleton
Drive.

Caw Caw Land Corporation is the owner of Tax Parcel 21 OlA058, the parcel on which
the home is located. Mason H. Anderson is the President of Caw Caw Land
Corporation per documents filed with the North Carolina Secretary of State.

On February 12, 2019, an e-mail was sent to the Zoning Administrator stating that a
single-family home located at 252 South Middleton Drive (Tax Parcel 2101A058) was
in the process of being converted into a professional office space.

The subject property contains 0.41 acres in total. It is zoned High Density Site Built
Residential (SBR-6000) and it is within a platted residential section of the Brunswick
Plantation Planned Development.

The Brunswick County Land Use Plan designates this parcel as Low Density
Residential (LDR).

Land uses surrounding the subject property consist of single-family residential
homes.



Correspondence was sent to Mr. Anderson on March 15, 2019 stating that it is staff's
interpretation that this relocated use is a sales office as opposed to a model home.
Anderson was asked to relocate the sales office into a commercial area of the
Brunswick Plantation Planned Development. A Change of Use Permit Application
was provided for the owner to complete. The County asked that all activities at the
address cease and that no additional construction on the parcel take place until this
matter is resolved.

On March 19, 2019 Mr. Anderson filed Application 451478 for a Change of Use (see
attached). Per the application, the used was to be changed from a single-family
home to a sales office/model home.

The Planning Department was contacted on April 5, 2019 by Mr. Phil Norris on
behalf of the owner(s). It was stated that “if the determination is made for the use as
a model home sales location, Mr. Anderson would like to withdraw the Change of
Use Application previously submitted.

On April 10, 2019 correspondence was sent to Mr. Anderson and Mr. Norris
regarding the commercial activity taking place. With the additional information
provided in the Change of Use Application, our interpretation was that the activity
proposed for this location is a sales office and more intensive than a model home.
Staff defined a model home as “a term for a 'display’ version of a home within a new
development or new section of development that is furnished and decorated to show
to prospective buyers the living space and features of homes that are available. An
office may be provided within the home or with the garage for staff housing the
model. Model homes are available for purchase and are typically at a location only
for the time during which the section is being developed”.

Staff defined a sales office as “the office of a company responsible for selling its
goods or services. The expanded hours of operation proposed (8:00 a.m. - 5:00
p.m.), broaden usage of the structure for business purposes as opposed to display
purposes, and the increase in vehicular and pedestrian traffic moves the use from
residential to commercial”.

Two options were offered for Caw Caw Land Development to have a sales office at
this location: (1) If you do not agree with the interpretation of the use, you may
appeal the interpretation to the Brunswick County Board of Adjustment. If the Board
of Adjustment determines that the proposed use meets the definition of a model
home, the residential designation of the parcel will remain. Activities conducted in
the structure would be limited to those that are consistent with the model home
definition. If the Board determines that the proposed use meets the definition of a
sales office, the Brunswick Plantation Master Plan would require modification by the
Brunswick County Planning Board for the commercial use; or (2) Request a
modification of the Brunswick Plantation Master Plan to change 252 South Middleton
Drive from residential to commercial. This would require a Neighborhood Meeting
that meets all the neighborhood meeting requirements outlined in the UDO and an
updated Master Site Plan for Brunswick Plantation Planned Development.

On May 6, 2019 a Notice of Appeal to the Board of Adjustment was filed with the
Brunswick County Planning Department. ;

On May 22, 2019 the applicant’s attorney (Matthew A. Nichols) requested to
continue the hearing for the appeal from the Board of Adjustment’s June 13. 2019
Meeting until the Board’s July 11. 2019 meeting. “The purpose of this continuance



request is to allow my clients additional time to discuss this matter with County Staff
in an effort to resolve this matter if possible.”

On June 17, 2019 Attorney Nichols, the Assistant County Attorney and the Zoning
Administrator met.

On June 20, 2019 Attorney Nichols proposed a “settlement”.

On June 25, 2019 Brunswick County outlined the conditions regarding the extent to
which the model home may be used and still retain the residential character (see
attached).The correspondence went on to state that if they wished to cancel the
pending appeal based upon the criteria provided, such must be done by the close of
business on Wednesday, June 26,

As of July 2, 2019 the appeal has not been cancelled by the applicant.



MINUTES
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
BRUNSWICK COUNTY, N.C.

5:00 P.M., Thursday Commissioners Chambers

July 11, 2019 David R. Sandifer Administration Building
Brunswick County Government Center
Old Ocean Highway East, Bolivia

MEMBERS PRESENT MEMBERS ABSENT
Robert Williamson, Chairman Alan Lewis

Mary Ann McCarthy

Marian Shiflet

Virginia Ward

Clayton Rivenbark, Alternate

STAFF PRESENT

Helen Bunch, Zoning Administrator
Bryan Batton, Assistant County Attorney
Justin Brantley, Project Planner

OTHERS PRESENT

Franco Micciche
Jerome Munna
Richard Cox
Joshua Torbich
Loretta Brown
Russell Brown

L CALL TO ORDER.
The Chairman called the meeting to order at 5:05 p.m.
IL SWEARING IN OF NEW MEMBER

Ms. Marian Shiflet was sworn as a new member of the Board of Adjustment by Mr.
Batton.



II.

v.
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ROLL CALL.
Mr. Lewis was absent. Mr. Clayton Rivenbark served as an Alternate.
CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES OF THE MAY 9, 2019 MEETING.

Mr. Rivenbark made a motion to accept the minutes of the May 9, 2019 meeting as
written. The motion was seconded by Ms. McCarthy and unanimously carried.

AGENDA AMENDMENTS.

A) Request to postpone Case 19-10S (Richard King) up to six (6) months. Ms. Bunch
stated that the first amendment to the agenda was a request by the applicant to
postpone the case for up to six (6) months, citing health issues. Ms. Shiflet made a
motion to table Case 19-10S for up to six (months). The motion was seconded by
Ms. McCarthy and unanimously carried.

FUNCTIONS OF THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT.

Ms. McCarthy explained that the Board of Adjustment is a quasi-judicial Board assigned
the function of acting between the Zoning Administrator or Planning Director, who
administer the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO), and the courts, which would
have the final say on any matter. The Board’s duties are to hear and decide appeals from
and review any order, requirement, decision or determination made by the Zoning
Administrator or Planning Director; to grant Special Use Permits and to grant Variances.

Ms. McCarthy said that the public hearing is not to solicit broad public opinion about
how the Board should vote on a matter; rather, it is a time for submittal of relevant,
factual evidence in the record by the applicants, proponents, opponents and staff. All
parties involved must be affirmed or sworn in as required by the North Carolina General
Statutes. The opposing parties have the right to cross examine witnesses and file
documents into the record.

Ms. McCarthy stated that the Chairman will announce the case; the Zoning Administrator
will submit into evidence the Staff Report; the applicant or person filing the application
will present relevant evidence to the Board as it relates to the Approval Criteria outlined
in Section 3.5.9.B. of the UDO; the opposition will have an opportunity to speak; and
then the Zoning Administrator will provide recommended conditions based on the
approval criteria and information provided during the public hearing. Once all parties
have addressed the Board, all parties will have the opportunity for rebuttals and the
Chairman will summarize all evidence presented. All parties will have the opportunity to
comment on the summation given to the Board. Once the summary is accepted, the public



BRUNSWICK COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
APPEAL OF STAFF DECISION
STAFF REPORT

September 12, 2019

Application No. 19-12A

Applicant: | James R. Todd for Brunswick Plantation Property Owners
Association, Incorporated

Property Location: 252 South Middleton Drive, Calabash NC 28467

Parcel Number: 210lA058

Zoning District: SBR-6000 (High Density Site Built Residential)

Surrounding Zoning North: SBR-6000 South: SBR-6000
East: SBR-6000 West: SBR-6000

Proposed Use of Property: Model Home

The application was submitted to the Brunswick County Planning Department on July 25,
2019.

Appeal: The applicant is appealing an interpretation of the Brunswick County Unified
Development Ordinance that Caw Caw Land Corporation can operate a model home at
252 S. Middleton Drive, subject to the conditions and requirements outlined in the June 25,
2019 letter to Caw Caw land Corporation.

Relevant information

. A public hearing was duly noticed as a sign was posted on the subject parcel and
adjoining property owners were notified of the meeting.

. Caw Caw Land Corporation is the owner of the home located at 252 South Middleton
Drive.

. Caw Caw Land Corporation is the owner of Tax Parcel 2101A058, the parcel on which

the home is located. Mason H. Anderson is the President of Caw Caw Land
Corporation per documents filed with the North Carolina Secretary of State.

. On February 12, 2019, an e-mail was sent to the Zoning Administrator stating that a
single-family home located at 252 South Middleton Drive (Tax Parcel 210lA058) was
in the process of being converted into a professional office space.

. The subject property contains 0.41 acres in total. It is zoned High Density Site Built
Residential (SBR-6000) and it is within a platted residential section of the Brunswick
Plantation Planned Development.

. The Brunswick County Land Use Plan designates this parcel as Low Density
Residential (LDR).



Land uses surrounding the subject property consist of single-family residential
homes.

Correspondence was sent to Mr. Anderson on March 15, 2019 stating that it is staff's
interpretation that this relocated use is a sales office as opposed to a model home.
Anderson was asked to relocate the sales office into a commercial area of the
Brunswick Plantation Planned Development. A Change of Use Permit Application
was provided for the owner to complete. The County asked that all activities at the
address cease and that no additional construction on the parcel take place until this
matter is resolved.

On March 19, 2019 Mr. Anderson filed Application 451478 for a Change of Use (see
attached). Per the application, the used was to be changed from a single-family
home to a sales office/model home.

The Planning Department was contacted on April 5, 2019 by Mr. Phil Norris on
behalf of the owner(s). It was stated that “if the determination is made for the use as
a model home sales location, Mr. Anderson would like to withdraw the Change of
Use Application previously submitted.

On April 10, 2019 correspondence was sent to Mr. Anderson and Mr. Norris
regarding the commercial activity taking place. With the additional information
provided in the Change of Use Application, our interpretation was that the activity
proposed for this location is a sales office and more intensive than a mode! home.
Staff defined a model home as “a term for a ‘display’ version of a home within a new
development or new section of development that is furnished and decorated to show
to prospective buyers the living space and features of homes that are available. An
office may be provided within the home or with the garage for staff housing the
model. Model homes are available for purchase and are typically at a location only
for the time during which the section is being developed”.

Staff defined a sales office as “the office of a company responsible for selling its
goods or services. The expanded hours of operation proposed (8:00 a.m. - 5:00
p.m.), broaden usage of the structure for business purposes as opposed to display
purposes, and the increase in vehicular and pedestrian traffic moves the use from
residential to commercial”.

Two options were offered for Caw Caw Land Development to have a sales office at
this location: (1) If you do not agree with the interpretation of the use, you may
appeal the interpretation to the Brunswick County Board of Adjustment. If the Board
of Adjustment determines that the proposed use meets the definition of a model
home, the residential designation of the parcel will remain. Activities conducted in
the structure would be limited to those that are consistent with the model home
definition. If the Board determines that the proposed use meets the definition of a
sales office, the Brunswick Plantation Master Plan would require modification by the
Brunswick County Planning Board for the commercial use; or (2) Request a
modification of the Brunswick Plantation Master Plan to change 252 South Middleton
Drive from residential to commercial. This would require a Neighborhood Meeting
that meets all the neighborhood meeting requirements outlined in the UDO and an
updated Master Site Plan for Brunswick Plantation Planned Development.

On May 6, 2019 a Notice of Appeal to the Board of Adjustment was filed with the
Brunswick County Planning Department.

On May 22, 2019 the applicant's attorney (Matthew A. Nichols) requested to
continue the hearing for the appeal from the Board of Adjustment's June 13 2019
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Meeting until the Board’s July 11. 2019 meeting. “The purpose of this continuance
request is to allow my clients additional time to discuss this matter with County Staff
in an effort to resolve this matter if possible.”

On June 17, 2019 Attorney Nichols, the Assistant County Attorney and the Zoning
Administrator met.

On June 20, 2019 Attorney Nichols proposed a “settlement”.

On June 25, 2019 Brunswick County outlined the conditions regarding the extent to
which the model home may be used and still retain the residential character (see
attached).The correspondence went on to state that if they wished to cancel the
pending appeal based upon the criteria provided, such must be done by the close of
business on Wednesday, June 26,

On July 5, 2019 the appeal was withdrawn by the applicant.

On July 24, 2019 correspondence was sent advising the applicant that full
compliance with the conditions outlined in the June 25, 2019 correspondence is
required within 30 days of the date of the withdrawal of the appeal, except for ltem 4,
which must be fully compliant within 60 days of the date of the withdrawal of the
appeal, or the applicant will be in violation of the Brunswick County UDO.

On July 25, 2019 James R. Todd filed an application for the Brunswick Plantation
Property Owners Association, Inc. to appeal an interpretation of the Brunswick
County UDO that Caw Caw Land Corporation can operate a model home at 252 S.
Middleton Drive, subject to the conditions and requirements outlined in the June 25,
2019 letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.



MINUTES
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

BRUNSWICK COUNTY, N.C.

6:00 P.M., Thursday Commissioners Chambers

August 22, 2019 David R. Sandifer Administration Building
Brunswick County Government Center
Old Ocean Highway East, Bolivia

MEMBERS PRESENT MEMBERS ABSENT
Robert Williamson, Chairman None

Mary Ann McCarthy

Marian Shiflet

Virginia Ward

Alan Lewis

STAFF PRESENT

Helen Bunch, Zoning Administrator
Bryan Batton, Assistant County Attorney
Justin Brantley, Project Planner

OTHERS PRESENT

Scott Dutton, ATMC

L CALL TO ORDER.
The Chairman called the meeting to order at 6:02 p.m.
II. ROLL CALL.
There were no members absent.
II. CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES OF THE JULY 11, 2019 MEETING.

Ms. Shiflet made a motion to accept the minutes of the July 11, 2019 meeting as written.
The motion was seconded by Ms. McCarthy and unanimously carried.

IV.  AGENDA AMENDMENTS.

Ms. Bunch requested to move the Election of Officers to the end of the meeting.



V.

OLD BUSINESS.

A)

1 A

cant:

Jafﬁes R. To

Appli
Association
Location: 252 S. Middleton Drive, Calabash, NC 28467

Tax Parcel 210IA058

Applicant is appealing an interpretation of the Brunswick
County Unified Development Ordinance that Caw Caw
Land Corporation can operate a model home, subject to the
conditions and requirements outlined in the June 25,2019
letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

The Chairman read the agenda description of case 19-12A, an appeal from
James R. Todd/ Brunswick Plantation Property Owners Association. He stated
that the applicant is appealing an interpretation of the Brunswick County
Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) that Caw Caw Land Corporation can
operate a model home, subject to the conditions and requirements outlined in
the June 25, 2019 letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

The Chairman stated that the public hearing portion of the meeting has been
concluded and due to the length of the meeting, the meeting was continued to
this meeting. He stated that the purpose of this meeting is to make a decision
based on the evidence heard at the September 12" 2019 meeting,

Brunswick County Assistant Attorney Bryan Batton stated that he will give a
timeline of what was heard in the last meeting. He continued that this case
was an appeal of a zoning interpretation letter from Ms. Bunch. The appeal
was filed by the property owners association, but the letter was directed to the
developer. He stated that testimony was heard from the developer, property
owners association, and citizens. Mr. Batton continued that the case was
tabled until today’s date for deliberation and a decision. He stated that the
appeal itself, in his interpretation, is two-fold: (1) it challenged the ability to
have a model home as a permitted use within a residential area; (2)and it
appealed the staff decision letter directly and the conditions within the letter.

Mr. Batton stated that this Board in an appeal of a staff decision, has the
power to reverse the decision, affirm the decision, or modify the decision
based on evidence presented. He stated unlike variances or special use
permits, the appeal of a staff decision requires a majority of three-fifths of the
Board membership where the others are four-fifths.

The Chairman stated that the board members will work through the
worksheet, then make a decision. He stated that the findings of facts will be
listed based upon the evidence that was heard at the hearing. Following
deliberation by the Board, the following decision was made by the Board.



DECISION:

Having held a hearing on September 12, 2019 and continuing until October
17.2019, to consider Application Number 19-12A (Tax Parcel 2101A058)
submitted by James R. Todd on behalf of the Brunswick Plantation Property
Owners Association, Inc, an appeal of the adverse decision relating to:

Staff interpretation of the Brunswick County Unified Development
Ordinance (UDO) that Caw Caw land Corporation can operate a model
home, subject to the conditions and requirements outlined in the June 25,
2019 letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

Insofar as the Ordinance affects the use of a single-family dwelling presently
located at 252 S. Middleton Drive, Calabash NC 28467, having heard all the
evidence and arguments presented at the hearing, the Brunswick County
Board of Adjustment makes the following FINDINGS OF FACT and draws
the following CONCLUSIONS:

1. There was substantial evidence in the record to show the following

FACT(S):

. The subject parcel is used as a sales office at present and not as
a model home.

. The staff decision to define a model home was necessary, as it
was not defined in the UDO.

. The June 25, 2019 correspondence to the Caw Caw Land
Corporation outlining the conditions was agreed to by the
developer.

. The Property Owners Association (POA) appealed the
interpretation of staff stating what was allowed was not of a
residential use.

. The June 25, 2019 correspondence clearly stated that a sales
office was not to be operated at this location.
. The POA objected to the staff conditions, as what was

described was not a “residential use”. A sales office is a
commercial use.

2. (b) The resolution of this case depends solely on an interpretation
of the Ordinance language, without regard to the particular facts
of this case. Therefore, it is the Board’s CONCLUSION that the
following sections or provisions of the Ordinance shall in this case
and hereafter be interpreted as follows:

. A sales office is a commercial use and will not be allowed in
residential areas.
J Brunswick County allows a model home as a residential use.



] As the Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance
does not define a model home, the Board is therefore
modifying the June 25, 2019 letter to the property owner as
stated herein,

. A model home may be used under the following conditions and
still retain its residential character.

o No parking lots or additional driveways are permitted.

o No vehicle turnaround space contiguous to the existing
driveway may be installed.

o Anemployee presence is typical at a model home. To that
end, Brunswick County will allow for two full-time
regularly scheduled employees on site during standard
business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) Other personnel
shall also be permitted to be on site at various times
throughout the day on a limited basis for business
associated with clients/prospective clients.

o There shall be no events or gatherings held in the model
home other than open houses.

o Only customary model home signage of a temporary nature
indicating an open house or an agent on duty shall be
allowed. No additional sales signage in any form will be
permitted,

o There will be no more than two workstations in the model
home.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the decision of the Zoning
Administrator is modified as motioned by Ms. Shiflet, seconded by Ms.
McCarthy and unanimously carried.

The Chairman reiterated that due to the fact of there not being a definition of a
“model home” in the ordinance, staff made the decision that model homes are
allowed under certain conditions.

The Chairman stated that Option B of Question 2 on the worksheet states that
the Board will go with the interpretation of the ordinance language without
regards to the particular facts of this case. He asked if any board member
would like to provide comments on the letter to be provided to the Planning
Board regarding the development of a definition in the UDO for a “model
home.” :

Ms. McCarthy stated that the June 25", 2019 correspondence letter clearly
outlined the differences between a model home and a sales office. She
continued that the language is not currently in the Unified Development

- Ordinance and should be a part of the ordinance.



The Chairman recommended going through each condition within the June
25" letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation to determine if it should be left as s,
be modified, or be removed. Following much discussion among Board
members, it was recommended that correspondence be sent to the Brunswick
County Planning Board to request the term “model home” be included in the
definition section of the UDO and that consideration be given to the following
definition and limitations:

A model home (AKA show home) is a term for a “display” version of a
home within a new development or new section of development that is
furnished and decorated to show to prospective buyers the living space
and features of homes that are available. An office may be provided
within the home or within the garage for staff hosting the model. Model
homes are available for purchase and are typically at a location for the
time during which the section is being developed.

Recommended conditions/limitations for the use include the following:

1. The model home is considered a residential use and must maintain
the residential character of the community.
2. A separate parking lot is not allowed for a mode!] home. Parking is

to take place within the existing driveway, with no vehicle
turnaround space contiguous to the driveway.

3. An employee presence is typical at a model home. Brunswick
County will allow for two full-time regularly scheduled employees
on site during standard business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.).
Other personnel shall also be permitted to be on site at various
times throughout the day on a limited basis for business associated
with clients.

4. There shall be no events or gatherings held in the model home
other than open houses.
5. Customary model home signage for a temporary nature indicating

an open house or an agent on duty shall be allowed, such as what is
commonly called a “sandwich board”. No permanent sales signage
in any form is permitted.

6. There shall be no more than two (2) workstations in the model
home.

The Chairman asked if there is any other further action that needs to be taken.
Ms. Shiflet stated that she would like to know the timeframe for which the
decision can be appealed, and if so, what is the next process. Mr. Batton stated
that the decision may be appealed to Superior Court within thirty days from
the date of the decision. Ms. McCarthy asked if the thirty days would start
from ‘tomorrow’s date.” Mr. Batton responded that is correct, it would start
from ‘tomorrow’s date’. The Chairman asked if another revised letter would
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be issued to the developer. Mr. Batton stated that the Chairman would sign a
letter based upon the Board’s decision and that the date would become
effective on the date the letter is delivered. The Chairman asked if someone
could appeal the decision. Mr. Batton stated that any appeal will be made to
Superior Court.

Mr. Batton asked for a motion to affirm model homes in a residential area and
to modify the conditions as stated. Ms. Ward motioned to send the proposed
model home definition and recommended conditions to the Planning Board
for consideration, Ms. Shiflet seconded the motion which was unanimously
carried.

Mr. Batton stated that correspondence will be sent to the property owner
(Mason Anderson/Caw Caw Land Corporation) and to the appellant, which
was the Brunswick Plantation Property Owners Association.

STAFF REPORT.

Ms. Bunch stated that the next meeting will be held November 14%. As of today, there are
two cases and possibly a third case.

ADJOURNMENT.

With no further business, Ms. Shiflet made a motion to adjourn. The motion was
seconded by Ms. McCarthy and unanimously carried.



MINUTES

ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

BRUNSWICK COUNTY, N.C.
6:00 P.M., Thursday Commissioners Chambers
September 12, 2019 David R. Sandifer Administration Building

Brunswick County Government Center
Old Ocean Highway East, Bolivia

MEMBERS PRESENT MEMBERS ABSENT
Robert Williamson, Chairman None

Mary Ann McCarthy

Marian Shiflet

Virginia Ward

Alan Lewis

STAFF PRESENT

Helen Bunch, Zoning Administrator
Bryan Batton, Assistant County Attorney
Justin Brantley, Project Planner

OTHERS PRESENT
Grey Vick

Patrick Newton
Sylvain Goulet

Jon Trainor

William Gerber
Marian Cionek

Inga Alston

Gary Brown

Matt A. Nichols, Attorney
Mason Anderson
Bryan Mclaughlin
Joan Tomasello
Jimmy McLamb

L CALL TO ORDER.
The Chairman called the meeting to order at 6:01 p.m.
IL. ROLL CALL.

There were no members absent.
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10. The applicant must request a visual inspection of the site prior to
the commencement of “Vehicle and Heavy Equipment Sales and
Rentals” activities to ensure all requirements have been met.

1. If the specified conditions addressed in this special use permit are
violated, the permit shall be revoked, and the use will no longer be
allowed. Only by reapplying to the Board of Adjustment for
another special use permit and receiving their approval can the use
be again permitted.

The motion was seconded by Ms. Shiflet and unanimously carried. Approval
of this permit confers upon the right to develop with the type and intensity of
use as herein described and as shown on the approved site plan. Vested rights
are hereby established pursuant to Section 9.5. of the Brunswick County
Unified Development Ordinance.

NEW BUSINESS.
A) 19-124A: Appeal of Decision
Applicant: James R. Todd/Brunswick Plantation Property Owners
Association
Location: 252 S. Middleton Drive, Calabash, NC 28467
Tax Parcel 2101A058

Applicant is appealing an interpretation of the Brunswick
County Unified Development Ordinance that Caw Caw
Land Corporation can operate a model home, subject to the
conditions and requirements outlined in the June 25, 2019
letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

Ms. Bunch addressed the Board. Ms. Bunch read the Staff Report (attached).
Ms. Bunch identified the subject property and surrounding properties on a
visual map.

Mr. Jon Trainor, representing James A. Todd, addressed the board. Mr.
Trainor stated that he is the President of the Board of Directors for the
Brunswick Plantation Property Owners Association as well as a resident of the
community for 6 years. Mr. Trainor stated that he is seeking clarification on
the definition of a model home. Mr. Trainor continued that he has experience
with real estate as his wife has been a real estate agent for twenty-two years.
Mr. Trainor stated that a model home is supposed to be a show place that is
well equipped. Mr. Trainor stated that a model home is not sales office for
conducting the sale of other properties.

Mr. Trainor read the first paragraph from the June 25, 2019 letter from
Brunswick County Zoning Administrator Helen Bunch to Caw Caw Land
Corporation. Mr. Trainor then stated that the existing structure is not a model
home, but is a custom-built home that was built approximately four and a half
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(4.5) years ago by an outside builder. Mr. Trainor continued that the home has
had two (2) previous owners. Mr. Trainor added that the Caw Caw Land
Corporation does not have a building company of its own. Mr. Trainor
continued that there are five (5) custom home companies approved for
Brunswick Plantation and they do not include Caw Caw Land Corporation.

M. Trainor stated that the location is being used to sell vacant lots owned by
Caw Caw Land Corporation. Mr. Trainor stated that early on the rooms of the
home were converted into offices including desks and computers. Mr. Trainor
stated that if it was a model home this would not have occurred. Mr. Trainor
added that the garage has been converted into a conference room. Mr. Trainor
stated that kitchen is the only part of the home that has been untouched. Mr.
Trainor continued that the space is being used as the corporate office for Caw
Caw Land Corporation.

Mr. Trainor stated that traffic was beginning to be an issue as cars have been
parking on private lots as well as multiple cars being parked in the driveway.
Mr. Trainor added that photographs of these conditions have been provided to
the Brunswick County Planning Department.

Mr. Trainor stated that two members of the Board of Directors for Brunswick
Plantation Property Owners Association met with the Brunswick County
Planning Department to outline their concerns with the letter from the County
addressed to Caw Caw Land Corporation on June 25", 2019. Mr. Trainor
stated that he was told by the Brunswick County Planning Department that
there is not currently a definition of a model home in the Unified
Development Ordinance (UDO). Mr. Trainor added that there is a definition
for sales and commercial use.

Mr. Trainor stated that the approval of eight (8) parking spaces in the rear of
the building did not constitute what is normally a feature of a residential
home. Mr. Trainor continued that this would add an additional driveway on
South Middleton Road, which is the busiest road within the community. Mr.
Trainor added that a nearly six-foot by six-foot sign was erected in the front of
the building that says “Sales Model”. Mr. Trainor continued that it is not a
model home because the model is not available.

Mr. Trainor said that the letter also stated that the model home could have two
full-time employees. Mr. Trainor continued that the employees would require

two vehicles. Mr. Trainor stated that they could use the garage for parking and
make ample parking for visitors and clients available in the driveway.

Mr. Trainor stated that Brunswick Plantation’s architectural standards do not
permit six-foot fencing anywhere within the community. Mr. Trainor stated
that the County’s letter required six-foot fencing. Mr. Trainor stated that the
letter also required an impervious service for the parking lot. Mr. Trainor
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continued that he was told by Caw Caw Land Corporation that they would be
building a gravel [ot rather than concrete. Mr. Trainor stated that gravel is not
permitted within the community.

Mr. Trainor summarized that Caw Caw Land Corporation does not build
homes and did not build this home. Mr. Trainor continued that Brunswick
Plantation’s Architectural Standards Committee does not agree with several of
the Planning Department’s conditions. Mr. Trainor stated that Caw Caw Land
Corporation had over one year since they were notified to vacate the
“Plantation House” to move to a different location. Mr. Trainor continued that
the home at 252 South Middleton Drive was chosen for the new location. M.
Trainor added that there were several options within Caw Caw Land
Corporation’s ownership that are considered commercial properties. However,
Caw Caw Land Corporation decided to occupy space within the residential
portion of the community. Mr. Trainor continued that residents occupying
neighboring homes are concerned with negative impacts on traffic and
property values associated with the use of a sales office at the site. Mr. Trainor
restated that the site is currently being used by Caw Caw Land Corporation as
their corporate office. Mr. Trainor stated that he is requesting a reversal of the
letter establishing a conditional use issued by the Planning Department as well
as an order for Caw Caw Land Corporation to cease and desist. Mr. Trainor
continued that several attempts have been made on behalf of the community to
mitigate some of the issues identified in the June 25" 2019 letter. Mr. Trainor
added that changes were submitted to the Planning Department to amend the
letter but was denied because the letter has been issued. Mr. Trainor stated
that he was informed the issue would have to be brought to the Board of
Adjustment.

Ms. Shiflet asked what compromises were offered to Caw Caw Land
Corporation. Mr. Trainor stated that the County offered to let them use the
facility as a quasi-model home. Mr. Trainor continued that the POA tried to
get the parking in the rear reduced to 5 parking spaces. Mr. Trainor that
several neighbors and Board members were not in agreement with the
compromise. Mr. Trainor continued that an additional compromise was
requested for Caw Caw Land Corporation to use a smaller temporary sign
when staff is on duty or during operating hours. Mr Trainor stated that Caw
Caw Land Corporation said they would reduce the sign by twenty percent, but
an agreement was not reached. Mr. Trainor added that the home is located at
the busiest corner of the community in terms of traffic. Mr. Trainor continued
that he acknowledges that Caw Caw Land Corporation needs a sales office,
but the community does not want it at that location. Mr. Trainor added that
Caw Caw Land Corporation did not bring plans for the site to the Board of
Directors of Brunswick Plantation.

Ms. Shiflet asked if as a property owner Caw Caw Land Corporation is a
member of the neighborhood association. Mr. Trainor responded yes. Mr.
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Trainor continued that Caw Caw Land Corporation has done a wonderful job
developing the community. However, the issue is that the use of the site as a
sales office is negatively impacting the neighboring properties. Mr. Trainor
continued that he is not disputing the right of Caw Caw Land Corporation to
have a sales office within the community. Mr. Trainor stated that there is a
need for a sales office within the community. Mr. Trainor added that there are
nearly 3,000 residents within the community.,

Ms. McCarthy asked if the developer is still in control of the Homeowners
Association. Mr. Trainor stated that the HOA and POA maintain the
properties within the community. Ms. McCarthy asked if everyone in the
community has a vote. Mr. Trainor responded yes.

Ms. Ward asked if Brunswick Plantation has a clubhouse that could be used
for the sales office. Mr. Trainor responded that the clubhouse was previously
used on a temporary basis for Caw Caw Land Corporation’s sales office,
however in April of 2017 the clubhouse was sold to a private company and
they were notified to vacate the property within one year.

Ms. McCarthy asked if Brunswick Plantation Property Owners Association is
appealing the Planning Department’s determination to allow the use of a
model home at the site but have attempted to reach a compromise with Caw
Caw Land Corporation. Mr. Trainor stated that, yes, that is what the
Brunswick Plantain POA is appealing and that they attempted to mitigate the
concerns with conditions related to the maintaining the residential character of
the site. Ms. McCarthy asked is Mr. Trainor is maintaining that the site is
being used as a sales office. Mr. Trainor responded that the site is being used
as a sales office.

Mr. Williamson asked which part of the Planning Department’s decision is
being disagreed with. Mr. Trainor responded that the Property Owners
Association is in disagreement with the permission given to Caw Caw Land
Corporation to operate a model home within the community. Mr. Trainor
continued that the site is being used as a sales office and not a model home.
Mr. Trainor added that based on the June 25" 2019 letter the site would be
commercial. Mr. Trainor continued that he would like Brunswick County
Planning to alter the letter to remove the additional parking as well as remove
the permanent signage in the front of the building.

Mr. Williamson asked why the parking lot should not be allowed. Mr. Trainor
responded that the current driveway can accommodate over 4 vehicles. Mr.
Trainor added that the garage was converted to a conference room and has
reduced parking availability. Mr. Trainor continued that the Brunswick
County Planning Department provided that a sales office is considered a
commercial business and would not be approved in a residential community.
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Ms. Shiflet asked if the Property Owners Association would accept the use of
a model home at that site. Mr. Trainor responded that it would be acceptable
if the site were used as a model home. Mr. Trainor continued that one of the
concerns is the additional parking lot on the site.

Mr. Williamson asked for clarification as to what part of the June 25 2019
letter is being disagreed with. Mr. Trainor responded that the second parking
lot is not necessary for a model home. Mr. Williamson asked Mr. Trainor if he
thinks the parking lot is allowed by the Brunswick County Unified
Development Ordinance. Mr. Trainor responded that the letter indicated that it
was allowed at the site and that he is unclear what the UDO allows at the site.

Mt. Williamson asked what are the other disagreements. Mr. Trainor added
that the permanent 6 foot by 6 foot sign in the front of the property is
unappealing and does not maintain the residential character of the
neighborhood. Mr. Trainor added that the site is not being used as a model
home. Mr. Williamson stated that he has visited the site and the home was
being used as a sales office.

Mr. Batton stated that the appeal is not regarding how the site was being used
previously or how the site is being used currently. Mr. Batton continued that
the appeal is concerning the conditions established by Brunswick County
Planning staff associated with the use of a model home at the site. Mr. Batton
clarified that staff has not allowed a sales office at the site.

Mr. Trainor stated that the site is not being used as a model home. Mr.
Williamson stated that the Board of Adjustment is here to decide why the site
shouldn’t be used as a model home. Mr. Trainor reiterated that the site is not
being used as a model home. Mr. Trainor that the site is being used as a
commercial business to sell properties.

Ms. Ward asked if the POA guidelines establish that permanent signs are not
allowed. Mr. Trainor stated that is correct, but Brunswick County Planning
Department has said they can have one on the site. Mr. Trainor continued that
they have requested that a temporary sign be used on the site during business
hours. Mr. Trainor stated that he hopes that the architectural standards of the
community supersede the County’s requirements.

Mr. Batton stated that the Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance
does not acknowledge restrictive covenants. Mr. Batton added that restrictive
covenants are a private and civil matter between property owners. Mr. Batton
continued that restrictive covenants are not to be taken into consideration,

Mr. Williamson asked if the case goes to court, would it be likely that the

court would uphold the deed restrictions. Mr. Batton stated that he cannot say
but the court would rely on the restrictive covenants. Mr. Batton added that
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Jjust because the UDO allows something does not mean that the restrictive
covenants also have to allow it. Mr. Batton reiterated that Brunswick County
does not get involved with matters related to restrictive covenants.

Mr. Trainor asked who would monitor the use of the building if the letter of
June 25%, 2019 is approved. Mr. Trainor added that he does not need an
answer to the question.

Mr. William Gerber addressed the Board. Mr. Gerber read definitions of the
term model home from various sources. Mr. Gerber stated that he has
experience building condominiums in New Jersey. Mr. Gerber continued that
when he would build condominiums, he would have a model unit fully
furnished for display purposes. Mr. Gerber added that typically, a builder
builds the model home. Mr. Gerber continued that Caw Caw Land
Corporation is not building homes. Mr. Gerber stated that the site would not
be able to be used for a tour because the site is being used as a sales office.

Ms. Marian Cionek addressed the Board. Ms. Cionek asked for clarification
regarding the role of the Board of Adjustment. Ms. Cionek asked if it is the
responsibility of the Board of Adjustment to determine if a model home or
commercial sales office can be allowed in a residential area. Mr. Williamson
responded that those determinations are made by the Brunswick County
Unified Development Ordinance. Mr. Williamson added that it is a matter of
interpretation of the Ordinance. Mr. Williamson continued that the Brunswick ;
County Planning staff’s determination that a model home as defined in the
Letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation would be allowed was a result of the
interpretation of the Ordinance.

Ms. Cionek stated that the biggest concern of the community is that the site is
being used as a sales office. Ms. Cionek continued that traffic generated with
the site as well the large signage on the site are associated concerns.

Inga Alston addressed the board. Ms. Alston stated that she is in opposition of
the June 25", 2019 letter issued by the Brunswick County Planning
Department. Ms. Alston continued that site appears to be a sales office rather
than a model home. Ms. Alston asked if the meeting was previously cancelled.
Ms. Shiflet responded that the case was continued. Ms. Alston stated that she
is concerned that misinformation may have been provided about the date of
the meeting. Ms. Alston added that she saw that the notice posted on the site
was removed and put back multiple times. Ms. Alston continued that an
additional concern is that the permittance of a sales office could mean that
other businesses may be allowed within the community. Ms. Alston asked
what would prevent businesses from being established within homes. Mr.
Williamson responded that the deed restrictions would prevent this. Ms.
McCarthy added that zoning would prevent this as well. Mr. Williamson
stated that a sales office is not allowed at the site. Ms. Alston asked if the
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letter is saying that a sales office is allowed as long as they refer to the use as
a model home. Mr. Williamson responded that is not the case. Mr. Williamson
continued that the determination made by staff provided that the use of a
model home is similar enough to a home to be allowed at the site, whereas the
sales office is not allowed. Ms. Alston reiterated that the site appears to be
currently used as a sales office.

Mr. Williamson stated that Board is here to decide the appeal of the June 25%
2019 letter stating that a model home subject to conditions outlined. Ms.
McCarthy added that the Board is not here to decide what the site is currently
being used for. Ms. Shiflet stated that it is up to Caw Caw Land Corporation
to decide whether to abide by the conditions of the letter. Mr. Williamson
clarified that the appeal is intended to reverse the determination that a model
home is allowed on the site with the outlined conditions.

Zoning Administrator Helen Bunch provided clarification about the meeting
cancellation and sign being placed on the site and removed. Ms. Bunch stated
that the meeting was not cancelled. Ms. Bunch clarified that a withdrawal by
the applicant was not indicated. Mr. Batton asked if there was a case regarding
this property that was previously withdrawn. Ms. Bunch responded that Caw
Caw Land Corporation appealed the letter initially, in a separate case, and
then withdrew the appeal. Then the Brunswick Plantation Property Owners
Association filed an appeal. Ms. Bunch continued and stated that the sign was
removed from the site prior to the arrival of Hurricane Dorian and was placed
back on the site the first workday following Hurricane Dorian.

Mr. Gary Brown addressed the Board. Mr. Brown asked if the appeal is to
decide whether to allow the use of a model home based on the conditions
provided in the June 25", 2019 letter. Mr. Williamson responded yes.

Mr. Brown asked if another use such as a sales office would be allowed at the
site. Mr. Williamson responded that a sales office is not allowed at the site.
Mr. Brown stated that Caw Caw Land Corporation Website refers to the site
as the location of their sales office. Mr. Brown submitted evidence to the
Board showing the website’s language.

Mr. Brown stated that if the site was being used as a model home it would
likely be accepted by the community. Mr. Brown continued that the site is
being used as a sales office. Mr. Brown referred to the Brunswick County
Unified Development Ordinance and provided that the use of a sales office at
this site is prohibited.

Mr. Williamson asked Ms. Bunch what would happen if the Brunswick

County Planning Department found out that the site was being used a sales
office after the issuance of the June 25" 2019 letter. Ms. Bunch deferred to
Mr. Batton, Assistant County Attorney. Mr. Batton stated that the Planning
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Department may file a lawsuit seeking an injunction to prevent it from being
used as a sales office. Bryan continued that as long as they are operating under
the conditions of the letter it would be considered a model home. M. Batton
continued that with the filing of the appeal the letter no longer the final
determination. Mr. Batton added that at this point in time there is nothing for
the County to enforce.

Ms. Shiflet asked if Caw Caw Land Corporation was given a time period to
comply with the letter and transition into a model home. Ms. Batton stated
that Caw Caw Land Corporation was given thirty (30) days from July 24,
Mr. Batton added that the letter was appealed by the Brunswick Plantation
POA on July 25,

Mr. Brown asked if Caw Caw Land Corporation says it is a model home and
meets the conditions of the letter, would they be able to continue using the
property as a sales office. Mr. Williamson responded that someone would
have to file a complaint with the Planning Department.

Mr. Brown stated that the Unified Development Ordinance does not allow
commercial uses in residential areas. Mr. Williamson asked Ms. Bunch for
clarification. Ms. Bunch clarified that it depends on the Zoning district. Ms,
Bunch continued that in this particular case the district does not generally
allow commercial uses. Mr. Brown stated that home occupations are allowed,
and that Mr. Mason could operate a sales office out of his home and still
operate the model home,

Mr. Batton stated that the primary purpose of the Board is to receive
testimony and issue a decision. Mr. Batton continued that the Board should
direct questions to the staff. Mr. Batton stated that staff is able to offer
testimony.

Jon Trainor requested that the Board revoke the June 25™ letter and start the
process over. Mr. Williamson asked what the issue with the June 25" letter is.
Mr. Trainor responded that the letter is voided because it’s a commercial
property. Mr. Trainor stated that there should have been a public hearing for
the change of use for the property. Ms. Shiflet asked if that would call for a
public hearing. Mr. Batton responded that a public hearing would not be
required.

Mr. Lewis referred to Appendix A located within the meeting packet. Mr.
Lewis stated that the issue is the use of a sales office and not the use of a
model home. Mr. Lewis continued that the Brunswick Plantation Property
Owners Association disagrees with some of the conditions of the letter
provided by staff. Mr. Lewis continued that Appendix A should be voided
because the argument is not against whether it is a model home but whether it
is a sales office.
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Matthew Nichols, Attorney representing Caw Caw Land Corporation,
addressed the Board. Mr. Nichols stated that nothing has been said to form
the basis for the appeal of the June 25" letter. Mr. Nichols submitted a copy of
the Master Declaration and Development Plan for Brunswick Plantation to the
Board, dated 2015, as evidence. Mr. Nichols stated that to his understanding
this document is current and provides the regulations for development within
the community. He further explained that this document has been agreed upon
by the parties of the Caw Caw Land Corporation and the Property Owners
Association. Mr. Nichols pointed out Section 12 on page 35 and stated that the
agreement indicates that Caw Caw Land Corporation as the declarant has the
right to use dwelling units within the development as a sales office. Mr.
Nichols clarified that this document is not an ordinance and is not binding on
the County. Mr. Nichols continued that the Property Owners Association has
agreed that Caw Caw Land Corporation can do what is stated in Section 12 of
the Master Declaration and Development Plan For Brunswick Plantation. Mr.
Nichols stated that the appellant does not have standing because they have
agreed to Section 12 which allows a sales office within the community.

Mason Anderson addressed the Board. Mr. Anderson stated that the
development began in 1989. He continued that he has developed the
community as it was originally designed. Mr. Anderson stated that his
Attorney has provided a copy of the Master Declaration. Mr. Anderson added
that he prepared the original document in 1990 and he included the language
within Section 12 to allow the operation of sales offices or model homes
within the community. Mr. Anderson continued that this agreement predated
zoning regulations within Brunswick County in 1994.

Mr. Anderson stated that he ran the community for nearly 20 years and has
not had an issue previously. Mr. Anderson continued that he turned the
development over to the Property Owners Association. Mr. Anderson stated
that the locations of sales offices, construction offices, and model homes
within the community have changed many times over the years. Mr. Anderson
continued that when he purchased the property at 252 South Middleton, he
was not under the understanding that he needed to gain permission from the
County to operate a model home. Mr. Anderson further stated that he was
within his rights to use the site as a mode! home.

Mr. Nichols submitted an image of the sign on the site to the Board. Mr.
Nichols stated that Mr. Trainor indicated that the sign was 6 by 6 feet in size.
Mr. Nichols stated that the sign is not that large.

Mr. Nichols stated that Mr. Anderson and Mr. Trainor have discussed
reaching a compromise. Mr. Nichols continued that Caw Caw Land
Corporation is willing to reduce the size of the sign as well as provide opaque
landscaping rather than a fence. Mr. Nichols added that Caw Caw Land
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Corporation is willing to reduce the parking in the rear of the site to six 6)
spaces rather than eight (8). Mr. Nichols stated that the decision determined
by the Planning Department is fair and he reiterated that evidence has not
been provided to support the appeal of the June 25" letter.

Ms. Shiflet asked if there was any effort after the June 25 letter to comply
with the conditions. Mr. Nichols responded that he understands that efforts to
reach compliance were on hold once the letter was appealed. Mr. Nichols said
that no improvements have been made and that Caw Caw Land Corporation is
willing to come into compliance with the June 25™ letter.

Mr. Anderson stated that he made attempts to address the concerns of the
Property Owners Association. Mr. Anderson stated he agreed to reduce the
sign by twenty (20) percent. Mr. Anderson added that an agreement has not
been reached.

Mr. Trainor referred to Page 35, Article 15, of the Master Declaration and
Development Plan for Brunswick Plantation.

Ms. Alston stated that Mr. Nichols pointed Section 12 of the Master
Declaration and Development Plan for Brunswick Plantation. Ms. Alston
continued that a misinterpretation of this document was made by staff, based
on the June 25" fetter. Mr. Williamson stated that the June 25" Jetter was not
based on the interpretation of the Master Declaration and Development Plan
for Brunswick Plantation. Mr. Williamson stated that the staff is only allowed
to consider the Unified Development Ordinance. Mr. Batton clarified that the
Master Declaration shall not be considered in the decision.

Mr. Bunch stated that this situation began as a result of complaints that a
commercial activity was taking place in a residential area. M. Bunch
continued that the investigation included the establishment of a definition of a
model home by Planning staff. Ms. Alston reiterated that the letter should be
appealed.

Mr. Lewis read an excerpt from the June 25% letter. The excerpt illustrated
that Brunswick County does not allow a sales office as a commercial use but
does allow a model home as a residential use. Mr. Lewis further clarified that
Brunswick County has determined that a sales office is not allowed in that
area and that a model home is allowed as a residential use. Mr. Lewis added
that the Property Owners Association’s Attorney identified that the complaint
was against a mode| home and not a sales office.

Ms. Ward stated that the letter from the Property Owners Association also
identifies traffic complaints and safety as an issue.
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Mr. Trainor reiterated that the June 25 letter should be voided and that
Brunswick Plantation should be able to control the development. Mr. Trainor
stated that the community needs closure on the issue.

Ms. Shiflet stated that complaints were received by Brunswick County
regarding the use of the site.

Ms. McCarthy asked if the applicant is allowed to withdraw the appeal. Mr.
Batton responded that if the applicant withdraws the appeal, then the June 25"
letter will stand. Mr. Batton asked Ms. Bunch if the intention of the June 25"
letter was to allow what was currently in place to remain. Ms. Bunch
responded no.

Mr. Lewis stated that the staff’s decision determined that if the facility was
operating a sales office it would be in violation of the Brunswick County
Unified Development Ordinance and that if it was operating as a model home
under the conditions of the June 25" [etter it would be in compliance.

Mr. Lewis asked who with Brunswick County would determine what the use
is at the site. Mr. Batton stated that it would ultimately up to the Zoning
Administrator. Mr. Batton restated information provided in the packet. Mr.
Batton provided that Brunswick County does not define the term model home.
M. Batton continued that a definition for model home is provided in the June
25" letter and this definition is accompanied by conditions that must be met to
operate a model home at the site. Mr. Batton added that since the letter was
appealed, the County does not have a mechanism with which to enforce the
letter to make sure the property owner has begun to operate as a model home.

Ms. McCarthy stated that the letter clearly states that a sales office is not
allowed at the site. Ms. Ward reiterated that the letter makes this clear.

Mr. Batton asked Ms. Bunch if changes to the property were required to come
into compliance with the letter. Ms. Bunch responded yes. Mr. Lewis asked if
these requirements were established to maintain the residential character of
the property according to the letter. Ms. Bunch responded yes.

Ms. Ward stated that it is her understanding that Caw Caw Land Corporation
was given thirty days to comply with the June 25" letter. Ms. Ward continued
that the letter was appealed and the thirty-day period was put on hold.

Mr. Batton reiterated the timeline within the Staff Report regarding the July
2019 section of timeline.

Mr. Brown asked if the conditions were a result of conversatton with staff or

with negotiations with the property owner. Ms. Bunch responded that the
conditions were a result of conversations with staff. Mr, Batton asked Ms.
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Bunch if she received input from the property owner regarding what should be
allowed at the property. Ms. Bunch responded that the property owner
communicated what they thought should be allowed at the property.

Mr. Williamson asked if there were negotiations between property owners and
staff. Mr. Lewis responded that the Staff Report indicates that a “settlement”
was proposed by Attorney Nichols. Mr. Lewis asked for clarification on the
nature of the proposed settlement.

Mr. Nichols responded that he does not recall the specifics terms. Mr. Nichols
added that there were a lot of discussions about the appeal that was filed
initially and later withdrawn. Mr. Nichols stated that there wasn’t a settlement
and that the County issued the June 25" letter which his client appealed and
later withdrew the appeal. Mr. Nichols continued that his client decided to
come into compliance with the June 25" [etter which was later appealed by
the Brunswick Plantation Property Owners Association.

Mr. Nichols reiterated that his client is willing to comply with Determination
and associated conditions provided by the Zoning Administrator. Mr. Nichols
continued that his client is willing to add or modify conditions of the letter
which may include additional landscaping instead of the fence, reducing the
size of the sign by twenty (20) percent, and reducing the size of the parking lot
by two (2) parking spaces.

Mr. Lewis reiterated that the June 25" letter was intended to maintain the
residential character of the property.

Mr. Williamson reiterated that the decision of the June 25t letter was made by
staff. Mr. Williamson continued that his understanding is that there was a lot
of communication during this process with the parties involved but no
appeasement.

Mr. Brown stated that he heard that there were conversations between the
attorneys. Mr. Williamson asked Mr. Batton if there were discussions between
attorneys. Mr. Batton referred to the Staff Report which reflects that the he
was involved in conversations.

Mr. Brown asked for clarification on the nature of the appeal. Mr. Batton
responded that the appeal is twofold. Mr. Batton stated the first is the question
or whether a model home is allowed in a residential area. Mr. Batton
continued that the second question is does the board believe or wish to change
the conditions set by Ms. Bunch under which someone may operate a model
home.

Mr. Brown stated that he agrees that 2 model home is allowed in a residential
area. Mr. Brown asked if the conditions attached to the June 25% letter are
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relevant to a model home in a residential area or are the conditions more like
what is found associated with a typical real estate sales office. Mr. Batton
responded that the appeal was filed to convince the Board that the conditions
were not appropriate for a model home.

Mr. Brown asked how many conditions were included in the June 25 letter.
Mr. Lewis responded that there are eleven (11) conditions.

Mr. Brian McLaughlin addressed the Board. Mr. McLaughlin stated that there
appears to be a lack of communication. Mr. McLaughlin added that he wants
Brunswick County, the Board and the Community to have a forward-looking
approach to resolve the conflict. Mr. Williamson stated that the Board can
consider modifying the conditions in the Planning Department’s decision.

Mr. Lewis asked Mr. Trainor if he read the June 25" letter. Mr. Trainor
responded yes and added that he met with Ms. Bunch and the Assistant
County Attorney. Mr. Trainor continued that he was told that his best option
was to appeal the June 25" letter. Mr. Trainor stated that he identified the
areas of the June 25" letter that were clearly in violation of Brunswick
Plantation’s architectural standards. Mr. Trainor continued that he is angry
that staff may determine what a model home is without legal standing. Mr.
Trainor added that he has seen communities that have model homes that are
clearly model homes.

Mr. Lewis stated that the Planning Board is responsible for establishing
definitions within the Unified Development Ordinance. Mr. Lewis continued
that after this meeting it will be likely that the Planning Board will attempt to
define the term.

Mr. Trainor reiterated the three areas of the June 25% letter that are the most
egregious to the community include the signage on the property, the parking
lot, and the fence. Mr. Trainor continued that he met with Caw Caw Land
Corporation but did not reach an agreement.

Ms. Joan Tomasello addressed the Board. Ms. Tomasello asked how parking
will be accommodated in the rear of the property. Mr. Williamson asked Ms.
Bunch if there enough room on the lot for the prescribed parking lot. Ms.
Bunch responded that she has not received a final drawing of the site plan, but
the preliminary drawing indicates that is adequate space. Ms. Bunch continued
that the applicant is aware they must meet the requirements of the ordinance
regarding how the development of a parking lot at the site shall occur.

Ms. Bunch stated that Caw Caw Land Corporation received guidelines for

how the parking lot must be developed at the site in terms of the requirements
of the Ordinance.
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Ms. Tomasello asked if there is adequate room to access the site at the rear of
the site. Ms. Bunch responded that Caw Caw Land Corporation was given the
required dimensions for the parking lot, but a final site plan has not been
approved. Ms. Tomasello asked if there was a problem with seeing if they are
complying with the conditions of the June 25% letter. Ms. Bunch responded
that Caw Caw Land Corporation has not reached that point.

Ms. Tomasello asked if impervious restrictions were considered. Ms. Bunch
responded that they have not reached that point. Ms. Bunch reiterated that no
site plan for the property has been approved and added that the required
conditions and improvements were provided to Caw Caw Land Corporation
for the use of a model home at the site.

Ms. Tomasello asked if Caw Caw Land Corporation has agreed to use the site
as a model home and to no longer use the site as a sales office. Ms. Bunch
responded that the use must be a model home.

Mr. Nichols stated that his client is willing to comply with the terms of the
June 25" [etter. Mr. Nichols added that his client is willing to agree to a more
acceptable condition related to the existing signage. Mr. Nichols continued
that his client is willing to remove the permanent sign and use a single
portable sign for regular business hours only. Mr. Nichols stated that they
have addressed the initial concern of on-street parking by agreeing to parking
in the rear of the property as well as limit the parking to six (6) spaces. Mr.
Nichols continued that the additional concern of the fence can be addressed by
his client agreeing to provide opaque landscaping if allowed.

Mr. Nichols stated that there has been discussion about having a turn around
in the front driveway so that cars are not required to reverse out of the
driveway onto North Middleton Drive. Mr. Nichols added that this would
address safety concerns at the site in terms of parking and traffic. Mr. Nichols
stated that he understands that this option is not allowed but his client would
like to request that the Board allow the current driveway to be widened to
allow cars to enter and exit in a forward manner.

Ms. Tomasello stated that it seems that Caw Caw Land Corporation has not
agreed that it will no longer be a sales office but rather they are agreeing to
meet the conditions of the letter and continue the use of a sales office.

Mr. Williamson asked if it would help to accept a sales model on the site if the
parking lot was reduced in size. Ms. Tomasello stated that there are children
who live at the adjacent property in the rear and added that there is a safety
concern with the parking lot.

Mr. Brown asked the Board to consider if they have been to a model home
that has a six (6) foot privacy fence. Mr. Brown continued and asked why
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there would be parking for eight (8) vehicles for a model home. Mr. Brown
continued and asked if anyone has asked Caw Caw Land Corporation where
their sales staff will be located.

Mr. Williamson clarified that the role of the Board of Adjustment is to
interpret the Ordinance and not to enforce the Ordinance. Mr. Brown asked
where the sales staff will be located. Mr. Williamson responded that
information is irrelevant.

Mr. Lewis stated that if Caw Caw Land Corporation was to locate staff at
another site it would not be up to the Board to determine where that location
would be. Mr. Lewis continued that if they’re located within an area that was
not allowed then complaints can lead to an investigation by staff.

Mr. Lewis asked if six (6) foot fences are not allowed in Brunswick Plantation
based on the restrictive covenants. Mr. Trainor confirmed that is correct. M.
Lewis asked what size of fence is allowed. Mr. Trainor responded that four (4)
foot fences are allowed. Mr. Lewis asked if it would be possible to allow a
four (4) foot fence with landscaping to maintain the residential character. Mr.
Trainor stated that six (6) foot fences are not allowed within the community.

Mr. Lewis stated that it was mentioned that children live next door to the
property. Mr. Lewis continued that children can get through shrubbery but
will have difficulty getting around a six (6) foot fence.

Mr. Anderson explained that the site will be used for a model home. Mr.
Anderson continued that the purpose of a mode! home is to show the contract
and use the space to write the contract. Mr. Anderson continued his company
has many properties for sale within the community and that the purpose of the
model home is to help sell the properties. Mr. Anderson stated that he agreed
to the portable sign and has seen signs similar to the current sign in similar
communities within the area. Mr. Nichols submitted a photograph that showed
a site with a large sign advertising a sales office in a residential area.

Mr. Anderson stated that he has worked to resolve this matter. Mr. Anderson
stated that he has agreed to comply with the conditions of the June 25 letter
with the exception of the items that they are asking the Board to consider. Mr.
Anderston continued that he intends to use the site as a model home. Mr.
Anderson continued that it is very common in similar communities to have
model homes with sales agents on staff.

Mr. Gerber asked Ms. Bunch if staff told her the site was used as a sales office
would she have written a different letter. Mr. Williamson asked if the site was
inspected after the complaint was made. Ms. Bunch responded that they were
made aware of the complaint and did not go inside of the site. Mr. Williamson
asked Ms. Bunch if when she wrote the letter was it her opinion that the site
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was being used as a sales office or 2 model home. Ms. Bunch responded that
she did not know at that point in time. Ms. Bunch clarified that the strategy
was define a “model home” because that is what would be allowed.

M. Batton asked Ms. Bunch based on the use she was informed of, is the
current and previous use of the site in compliance with the definition of a
“model home”. Ms. Bunch responded no. Mr. Batton asked what question the
letter is answering. Ms. Bunch responded that the letter is answering the
question of what a “model home” is. Ms. Bunch clarified that staff defined the
term “model home”.

Mr. Gerber asked if the letter defines the term model home or what a model
home should do to protect the neighborhood. Ms. Bunch responded that the
letter defined what the staff’s interpretation of a what is considered a model
home. Mr. Williamson referred to the staff Report and stated that
correspondence was sent to Mr. Anderson on March 15%,2019 that it is the
staff’s interpretation that this location use is a sales office as opposed to a
model home.

Mr. Gerber reiterated that the site is being used a sales office. Ms. McCarthy
stated that the Board is here to decide the appeal of the June 25" 2019 letter.
Ms. McCarthy clarified that the hearing is not intended to decide how to site is
currently being used.

Mr. Gerber stated that the current driveway at the site accommodates six to
seven cars on a regular basis. Mr. Gerber continued that the June 25" letter
allows two (2) full time staff members on site. Mr. Gerber stated that Mr.
Anderson is at the site everyday and that would mean one additional staff
member would be allowed. Mr. Gerber asked who will monitor the use at the
site. Mr. Lewis stated that Brunswick County does not have the staff or funds
to make sure people are constantly complying with the ordinance in the
unincorporated areas of Brunswick County. Mr. Lewis stated that the Board of
Directors for Brunswick Plantation made the appeal and they should be
communicated with regarding the case. Mr. Lewis continued that if the
community forces a decision tonight then it is unclear what decision would be
made,

Mr. Lewis stated that he would personally like to see a site plan that shows
how the residential character will be maintained. Mr. Lewis continued that
Ms. Bunch indicated that two (2) full time employees will be able to be on site
during business hours with additional employees being on site intermittently.
Mr. Lewis continued that the Board wants to look after the interests of the
community as well as the interest of the develaper.

Mr. Trainor stated that he hopes that the Board does not make a decision
tonight. Mr. Trainor continued that the Board should take time to think about
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IX.

the decision. Mr. Trainor asked the community members to refrain from
providing additional comments.

Mr. Nichols stated that they are able to answer any questions that the Board
has. Mr. Nichols continued that his client is willing to comply with the letter
as well as extra conditions. Mr. Nichols stated that his client has done a nice
job developing the community and does not want to do anything to hurt the
community. Mr. Nichols reiterated that they are willing to comply. Mr.
Nichols stated that he does not think that the comments provided tonight do
not support the reversal or voidance of the June 25", 2019 letter and that the
board should affirm the determination made by the Zoning Administrator.

Ms. McCarthy made a motion to table the case until a special meeting date on
October 17" at 6:00 P.M. The motion was seconded by Ms. Shiflet and
unanimously carried.

Mr. Batton clarified that the special meeting date would be held for the
deliberation and decision of the case. Mr. Batton added that the public hearing
portion has been closed and may be reopened.
Mr. Batton stated to the Board that members may not be able to discuss the
case with one another or anyone else and that if any member visits the site
then that visit should be disclosed and discussed with the other members at the
October 17", 2019 meeting.

STAFF REPORT.

There was none.

ADJOURNMENT.

With no further business, Ms. Shiflet made a motion to adjourn. The motion was
seconded by Ms. McCarthy and unanimously carried.
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MINUTES
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
BRUNSWICK COUNTY, N.C.
6:00 P.M., Thursday Commissioners Chambers
October 17,2019 David R. Sandifer Administration Building

Brunswick County Government Center
Old Ocean Highway East, Bolivia

MEMBERS PRESENT MEMBERS ABSENT
Robert Williamson, Chairman None
Mary Ann McCarthy

Marian Shiflet
Virginia Ward
Alan Lewis

STAFF PRESENT

Helen Bunch, Zoning Administrator
Bryan Batton, Assistant County Attorney
Brandon Hackney, Project Planner

L CALL TO ORDER.
Chairman Robert Williamson called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.
IL. ROLL CALL.
The Chairman stated that all members were present.
lII. - CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES OF THE SEPTEMBER 12, 2019 MEETING.

Ms. Ward made a motion to accept the minutes of the September 19%, 2019 meeting as
written. The motion was seconded by Ms. McCarthy and unanimously carried.

IV. AGENDA AMENDMENTS.

Chairman Williamson asked Ms. Bunch if there were any agenda amendments. Ms.
Bunch stated that there were none.



V.

OLD BUSINESS.
A) 19-12A.: Appeal of Decision
Applicant: James R. Todd/Brunswick Plantation Property Owners
Association
Location: 252 8. Middleton Drive, Calabash, NC 28467
Tax Parcel 210IA058

Applicant is appealing an interpretation of the Brunswick
County Unified Development Ordinance that Caw Caw
Land Corporation can operate a model home, subject to the
conditions and requirements outlined in the June 25,2019
letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

The Chairman read the agenda description of case 19-12A, an appeal from
James R. Todd/ Brunswick Plantation Property Owners Association. He stated
that the applicant is appealing an interpretation of the Brunswick County
Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) that Caw Caw Land Corporation can
operate a model home, subject to the conditions and requirements outlined in
the June 25, 2019 letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

The Chairman stated that the public hearing portion of the meeting has been
concluded and due to the length of the meeting, the meeting was continued to
this meeting. He stated that the purpose of this meeting is to make a decision
based on the evidence heard at the September 12", 2019 meeting.

Brunswick County Assistant Attorney Bryan Batton stated that he will give a
timeline of what was heard in the last meeting. He continued that this case
was an appeal of a zoning interpretation letter from Ms. Bunch. The appeal
was filed by the property owners association, but the letter was directed to the
developer. He stated that testimony was heard from the developer, property
owners association, and citizens. Mr. Batton continued that the case was
tabled until today’s date for deliberation and a decision. He stated that the
appeal itself, in his interpretation, is two-fold: (1) it challenged the ability to
have a model home as a permitted use within a residential area; (2) and it
appealed the staff decision letter directly and the conditions within the letter.

Mr. Batton stated that this Board in an appeal of a staff decision, has the
power fo reverse the decision, affirm the decision, or modify the decision
based on evidence presented. He stated unlike variances or special use
permits, the appeal of a staff decision requires a majority of three-fifths of the
Board membership where the others are four-fifths.

The Chairman stated that the board members will work through the
worksheet, then make a decision. He stated that the findings of facts will be
listed based upon the evidence that was heard at the hearing. Following
deliberation by the Board, the following decision was made by the Board.



DECISION:

Having held a hearing on September 12, 2019 and continuing until October
17.2019, to consider Application Number 19-12A (Tax Parcel 210IA058)
submitted by James R. Todd on behalf of the Brunswick Plantation Property
Owners Association, Inc, an appeal of the adverse decision relating to:

Staff interpretation of the Brunswick County Unified Development
Ordinance (UDO) that Caw Caw land Corporation can operate a model
home, subject to the conditions and requirements outlined in the June 25,
2019 letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

Insofar as the Ordinance affects the use of a single-family dwelling presently
located at 252 S. Middleton Drive, Calabash NC 28467, having heard all the
evidence and arguments presented at the hearing, the Brunswick County
Board of Adjustment makes the following FINDINGS OF FACT and draws
the following CONCLUSIONS:

1. There was substantial evidence in the record to show the following

FACT(S):

. The subject parcel is used as a sales office at present and not as
a model home.

. The staff decision to define a model home was necessary, as it
was not defined in the UDO.

. The June 25, 2019 correspondence to the Caw Caw Land
Corporation outlining the conditions was agreed to by the
developer.

. The Property Owners Association (POA) appealed the
interpretation of staff stating what was allowed was not of a
residential use.

J The June 25, 2019 correspondence clearly stated that a sales
office was not to be operated at this location.
. The POA objected to the staff conditions, as what was

described was not a “residential use”. A sales office isa
commercial use,

2. (b) The resolution of this case depends solely on an interpretation
of the Ordinance language, without regard to the particular facts
of this case. Therefore, it is the Board’s CONCLUSION that the
following sections or provisions of the Ordinance shall in this case
and hereafter be interpreted as follows:

o A sales office is a commercial use and will not be allowed in
residential areas.
) Brunswick County allows a model home as a residential use.



° As the Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance
does not define a model home, the Board is therefore
modifying the June 25, 2019 letter to the property owner as
stated herein.

° A model home may be used under the following conditions and
still retain its residential character.

o No parking lots or additional driveways are permitted,

o No vehicle turnaround space contiguous to the existing
driveway may be installed.

o Anemployee presence is typical at a model home. To that
end, Brunswick County will allow for two full-time
regularly scheduled employees on site during standard
business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) Other personnel
shall also be permitted to be on site at various times
throughout the day on a limited basis for business
associated with clients/prospective clients.

o There shall be no events or gatherings held in the model
home other than open houses.

o Only customary model home signage of a temmporary nature
indicating an open house or an agent on duty shall be
allowed. No additional sales signage in any form will be
permitted.

o There will be no more than two workstations in the model
home.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the decision of the Zoning
Administrator is modified as motioned by Ms. Shiflet, seconded by Ms.
McCarthy and unanimously carried.

The Chairman reiterated that due to the fact of there not being a definition of a
“model home” in the ordinance, staff made the decision that model homes are
allowed under certain conditions.

The Chairman stated that Option B of Question 2 on the worksheet states that
the Board will go with the interpretation of the ordinance language without
regards to the particular facts of this case. He asked if any board member
would like to provide comments on the letter to be provided to the Planning
Board regarding the development of a definition in the UDO for a “model
home.”

Ms. McCarthy stated that the June 25%, 2019 correspondence letter clearly
outlined the differences between a model home and a sales office. She
continued that the language is not currently in the Unified Development
Ordinance and should be a part of the ordinance.



The Chairman recommended going through each condition within the June
25" letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation to determine if it should be left as is,
be modified, or be removed. Following much discussion among Board
members, it was recommended that correspondence be sent to the Brunswick
County Planning Board to request the term “model home” be included in the
definition section of the UDO and that consideration be given to the following
definition and limitations:

A model home (AKA show home) is a term for a “display” version of a
home within a new development or new section of development that js
furnished and decorated to show to prospective buyers the living space
and features of homes that are available. An office may be provided
within the home or within the garage for staff hosting the model. Model
homes are available for purchase and are typically at a location for the
time during which the section is being developed.

Recommended conditions/limitations for the use include the following:

I The model home is considered a residential use and must maintain
the residential character of the community,
2. A separate parking lot is not allowed for a model home. Parking is

to take place within the existing driveway, with no vehicle
turnaround space contiguous to the driveway.

3. An employee presence is typical at a model home. Brunswick
County will allow for two full-time regularly scheduled employees
on site during standard business hours (8:30 am. to 5:00 p.m.).
Other personnel shall also be permitted to be on site at various
times throughout the day on a limited basis for business associated
with clients.

4, There shall be no events or gatherings held in the model home
other than open houses.
5. Customary model home signage for a temporary nature indicating

an open house or an agent on duty shall be allowed, such as what is
commonly called a “sandwich board”. No permanent sales signage
in any form is permitted.

6. There shall be no more than two (2) workstations in the model
home.

The Chairman asked if there is any other further action that needs to be taken.
Ms. Shiflet stated that she would like to know the timeframe for which the
decision can be appealed, and if so, what is the next process. Mr. Batton stated
that the decision may be appealed to Superior Court within thirty days from
the date of the decision. Ms. McCarthy asked if the thirty days would start
from ‘tomorrow’s date.” Mr. Batton responded that is correct, it would start
from ‘tomorrow’s date’. The Chairman asked if another revised letter would



VI

VIL

be issued to the developer. Mr. Batton stated that the Chairman would sign a
letter based upon the Board’s decision and that the date would become
effective on the date the letter is delivered. The Chairman asked if someone
could appeal the decision. Mr. Batton stated that any appeal will be made to
Superior Court.

Mr. Batton asked for a motion to affirm model homes in a residential area and
to modify the conditions as stated. Ms. Ward motioned to send the proposed
model home definition and recommended conditions to the Planning Board
for consideration, Ms. Shiflet seconded the motion which was unanimously
carried.

Mr. Batton stated that correspondence will be sent to the property owner
(Mason Anderson/Caw Caw Land Corporation) and to the appellant, which
was the Brunswick Plantation Property Owners Association.

STAFF REPORT.

Ms. Bunch stated that the next meeting will be held November 14%, As of today, there are
two cases and possibly a third case.

ADJOURNMENT.

With no further business, Ms. Shiflet made a motion to adjourn. The motion was
seconded by Ms. McCarthy and unanimously carried.



COUNTY OF BRUNSWICK
ORDER MODIFYING
DETERMINATION OF ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

The Board of Adjustment for the County of Brunswick, having held a hearing on September 12,
2019 and continuing until October 17. 2019, to consider Application Number 19-12A (Tax
Parcel 2101A058) submitted by James R. Todd on behalf of the Brunswick Plantation Property
Owners Association, Inc, an appeal of the adverse decision relating to:

Staff interpretation of the Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) that
Caw Caw land Corporation can operate a model home, subject to the conditions and
requirements outlined in the June 25, 2019 letter to Caw Caw Land Corporation.

Insofar as the Ordinance affects the use of a single-family dwelling presently located at 252 S.
Middleton Drive, Calabash NC 28467, having heard all the evidence and arguments presented at
the hearing, the Brunswick County Board of Adjustment makes the following FINDINGS OF
FACT and draws the following CONCLUSIONS:

1. There was substantial evidence in the record to show the following FACT(S):
. The subject parcel is used as a sales office at present and not as a model home.
J The staff decision to define a model home was necessary, as it was not defined in
the UDO.
. The June 25, 2019 correspondence to the Caw Caw Land Corporation outlining

the conditions was agreed to by the developer.
. The Property Owner’s Association (POA) appealed the interpretation of staff
stating what was allowed was not of a residential use.

. The June 25, 2019 correspondence clearly stated that a sales office was not to be
operated at this location.
. The POA objected to the staff conditions, as what was described was not a

“residential use”. A sales office is a commercial use.

2. (b) The resolution of this case depends solely on an interpretation of the Ordinance
language, without regard to the particular facts of this case. Therefore, it is the
Board’s CONCLUSION that the following sections or provisions of the Ordinance
shall in this case and hereafter be interpreted as follows:

. A sales office is a commercial use and will not be allowed in residential areas.
. Brunswick County allows a model home as a residential use.
J As the Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance does not define a

model home, the Board is therefore modifying the June 25, 2019 letter to the
property owner as stated herein.

. A model home may be used under the following conditions and still retain its
residential character.
o) -No parking lots or additional driveways are permitted.



o No vehicle turnaround space contiguous to the existing driveway may be
installed.

o An employee presence is typical at a model home. To that end, Brunswick
County will allow for two full-time regularly scheduled employees on site
during standard business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) Other personnel
shall also be permitted to be on site at various times throughout the day on
a limited basis for business associated with clients/prospective clients.

0 There shall be no events or gatherings held in the model home other than
open houses.
o) Only customary model home signage of a temporary nature indicating an

open house or an agent on duty shall be allowed. No additional sales
signage in any form will be permitted.
o There will be no more than two workstations in the model home,

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the decision of the Zoning Administrator is modified.

Ordered this the 18th day of October 2019. %/ % 4
/ < /f//';':/ ~
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Robert J. “}fl’fiamson, Chairman
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Kirstie Dixon

From: Teresa Casey <teresacasey616@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 5:57 PM

To: Kirstie Dixon

Cc: George McVeigh; Roger Stow; Steve Jarvis; Margaret Kidder
Subject: UDO Amendment Proposals

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Brunswick County Government. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Ms. Dixon,
In regard to several proposed UDQ text amendments related to residential show homes, model homes, and real estate
sales offices, | am sharing feedback comments from the Winding River Plantation community Board of Directors.

UDO Proposals (Abbreviated text):

* Tripp Sloane & Mason Anderson changes designed to increase developer
flexibility:
o to allow model homes, real estate sales offices, management
offices and attendant parking on any lot within a Planned Development
o toallow signage advertising development and parking on any lot.

Winding River Response: We oppose these changes.

* Staff language to further clarify:
o Definitions of Residential Show Home (located within a new
subdivision that is under construction and considered temporary show
homes), Model Home (also limits percent of office/showroom space to
30 percent or less otherwise is considered a real estate office), Real
estate sales office (must meet limited use standards)
© Formodel Homes a development permit shall be required.
Additionally, model homes require a change of use permit to transition
from the model home to household living.
o Show/model homes may have temporary use not requiring a
permit. While permanent signs are not permitted two temporary
signs are allowed with a size of 16 square feet of less. Signs must be
removed after the showing, tour, or open house.
o No events or gatherings are allowed in show/model homes or real
estate office,
©  Zoning rules change to allow show/model home in zoning districts:
rural residential (RR); low density residential (LR-7500); medium
density residential (R-6000); medium density site built residential (SBR-
6000); multifamily residential (MR-3200); commercial low density
(CLD); neighborhood commercial (NC); & commercial intensive (c.
Change zoning to allow real estate sales office in RR; CLD; NC; & ClI
zoned areas.
o Hours of model home operation are limited to 8 am — 8 pm.
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Winding River Response: We oppose these changes.

- Our Winding River community, which consists of more than 1000 properties, has chosen to limit
model/show homes/public realtor offices and realty signs to preserve the character and aesthetics of
the community and limit the amount of traffic through the community on our privately managed
roads. Residents do not want to find themselves living adjacent to a show/model home or realty

- office/parking lot, even temporarily. We oppose UDO changes that undermine the intent of our HOA
rules.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.
Best Regards,

Teresa Casey
Winding River ABCPOA



Brunswick County Unified Development Ordinance

CITIZEN PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENT TO ALLOW FOR SPECIFIC
USES INCLUDING MODEL HOMES, REAL ESTATE SALES OFFICES,
& SIGNAGE WITHIN PLANNED DEVELOPMENTS

(JULY 2, 2020)

Below is a Citizen Proposed Text Amendment to allow for specific uses to be located
anywhere in a Planned Development. Uses include model homes, real estate sales offices,
management offices, signage advertising the Planned Development, and attendant parking
facilities:

* REQUESTED TEXT AMENDMENT AS SUBMITTED BY TRIPP SLOANE & MASON ANDERSON:

Sales offices, Management offices, signs advertising the Planned Community, and Model
Homes, together with attendant parking facilities may be located on any lot within the Planned
Community. These facilities which are in a Residential Area in the Planning Community may
not be occupied for these purposes once the Declarant/Developer is no longer offering any
property in the Planned Community for sale or lease.

e SHOULD THE BOARD WISH TO CONSIDER THIS TEXT AMENDMENT, PLANNING STAFF
PROPOSES THE TEXT AMENDMENT TO BE MODIFIED TO FIT INTO THE OVERALL
CONTEXT OF THE UDO:

Add Section 4.3.1.D.7. to Section 4.3.1.D., Uses Permitted Within Planned Developments, as follows:

7. _Model homes, real estate sales offices, management offices, Sales-effices, Management
offices;—signs signage advertising the a Planned Development Planned-Community—and

Medel-Homes-togetherwith and attendant parking facilities may be located on any lot
wnthm t-he a Planned Development Pla#ﬂwd—éenmnw—lhese—iaeﬁams—wmeh—ape-m-a




Kirstie Dixon

R L, SRR
From: Teresa Casey <teresacasey616@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 5:57 PM
To: Kirstie Dixon
Cc: George McVeigh; Roger Stow; Steve Jarvis; Margaret Kidder
Subject: UDO Amendment Proposals

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Brunswick County Government. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Ms. Dixon,
In regard to several proposed UDO text amendments related to residential show homes, model homes, and real estate
sales offices, [ am sharing feedback comments from the Winding River Plantation community Board of Directors.

UDO Proposals (Abbreviated text):

e Tripp Sloane & Mason Anderson changes designed to increase developer
flexibility:
o to allow model homes, real estate sales offices, management
offices and attendant parking on any lot within a Planned Development
o to allow signage advertising development and parking on any lot.

Winding River Response: We oppose these changes.

s Staff language to further clarify:
o Definitions of Residential Show Home (located within a new
subdivision that is under construction and considered temporary show
homes), Model Home (also limits percent of office/showroom space to
30 percent or less otherwise is considered a real estate office), Real
estate sales office (must meet limited use standards)
o For model Homes a development permit shall be required.
Additionally, model homes require a change of use permit to transition
from the model home to household living.
o Show/model homes may have temporary use not requiring a
permit. While permanent signs are not permitted two temporary
signs are allowed with a size of 16 square feet of less. Signs must be
removed after the showing, tour, or open house.
o No events or gatherings are allowed in show/model homes or real
estate office,
o Zoning rules change to allow show/model home in zoning districts:
rural residential (RR); low density residential {LR-7500); medium
density residential (R-6000); medium density site built residential (SBR-
6000); multifamily residential (MR-3200); commercial low density
(CLD); neighborhood commercial (NC); & commercial intensive (Cl).
Change zoning to allow real estate sales office in RR; CLD; NC; & Cl
zoned areas. ’
o Hours of model home operation are limited to 8 am — 8 pm.
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Winding River Response: We oppose these changes.

Our Winding River community, which consists of more than 1000 properties, has chosen to limit
model/show homes/public realtor offices and realty signs to preserve the character and aesthetics of
the community and limit the amount of traffic through the community on our privately managed
roads. Residents do not want to find themselves living adjacent to a show/model home or realty

office/parking lot, even temporarily. We oppose UDO changes that undermine the intent of our HOA
rules.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.
Best Regards,

Teresa Casey
Winding River ABCPOA



