
 

GASTONIA PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
Gastonia Council Chamber – City Hall – Gastonia, NC 

June 4, 2020 – 5:30 PM 
 

Gastonia Planning Commission Meeting will be held remotely due to COVID-19. 
 

In order to help slow the spread of the COVID-19 virus and to comply with the State of Emergency, the 

City of Gastonia will conduct Gastonia Planning Commission meetings remotely starting on April 7.   

 

 

ITEM 1a: ROLE CALL / SOUND CHECK 

 

ITEM 1b:   CALLS/CONTACTS TO PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS  

 

ITEM 1c: APPROVAL OF MAY 7, 2020 MINUTES 

 

ITEM 2:  PUBLIC HEARING – Michael Aho, Carolina Metals Group, LLC (File #9466) 

(CONTINUED) 

Subject hearing involves a request for a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to revise CUP File 

4980 on approximately 25.73 acres.  The subject property is zoned I-2 (General Industrial 
District) and is located at 249 N. Hartman Road.  The property is owned by Carolina Metals 

Group Properties, LLC. 

 

 Staff Presentation:  Jana McMakin, AICP, Senior Planner 

 

ITEM 3:  PUBLIC HEARING – Amending the Unified Development Ordinance (File #9508) 

 Subject hearing involves an ordinance amending Chapter 8 Supplemental Use Regulations 

and Chapter 12 Signs of the Unified Development Ordinance to clarify lot width standards 

in Section 8.1.11 Revised Residential Development Districts, to add new urban provisions 

to Section 8.1.17 Single-family, Attached Developments, and modify signage allowances in 

Table 12.4-2 for some institutional uses located in residential zoning districts. 

  

 Staff Presentation:  Jason Thompson, AICP, Planning Director 

 

ITEM 4:  Major Subdivision Preliminary Plat – Cramer Estates Preliminary Plat (File #9232) 

Request involves a Major Subdivision Preliminary Plat for the Cramer Estates subdivision.  
The property is located off of Stroupe Road. 

 

 Staff Presentation:  Keith Lineberger, Land Development Project Manager 

 

ITEM 5:  OTHER BUSINESS 

 Update on Council Votes 

 

ITEM 6:  ADJOURNMENT 

 

 

 

 

******************************************************************** 

UPCOMING IMPORTANT DATES 

June 16th – Regular City Council Meeting – 6:00 p.m., City Hall Council Chamber 

July 3rd – City Offices Closed 

July 9th – Gastonia Planning Commission Meeting – 5:30 p.m. 
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Vice-Chairperson Cinq-Mars declared a quorum and the Gastonia Planning Commission meeting 

opened at 5:38 pm on Thursday, May 7, 2020 via Zoom. 

 

Present: Commissioners Rodney Armstrong, Jerry Fleeman, Kristie Ferguson, Anthony Gallant, 

Pamela Goode, Bob Cinq-Mars, Jim Stewart, and David Wilson 

   

Absent:  None  

 

Staff Members Present: Charles Graham, Assistant City Attorney; Jason Thompson, AICP, 

Planning Director; Jana McMakin, AICP, Senior Planner; Chrystal 

Howard, Planning Commission Secretary, Keith Lineberger, Land 

Development Project Manager, and Tucker Johnson, PE, Assistant City 

Engineer 

 

Item 1a:  Role Call / Sound Check 

 

Item 1b:  Calls/Contacts to Planning Commission Members 

Commissioner Stewart received one contact.  Remaining commissioners stated there were no 

contacts. 

 

Item 1c:  Approval of March 5, 2020 Meeting Minutes 

Commissioner Fleeman made the motion to approve the February 6, 2020 minutes as written and 

Commissioner Stewart seconded the motion. The motion was approved (8-0). 

 

Brief discussion ensued on a public hearing presented at the March 5, 2020 meeting: KRP 

Investments, LLC, File # 9412.  This item involved a request to rezone approximately 6.28 acres 

from C-2 (Highway Commercial District) and RS-8 (Single-family Residential District, minimum 

8,000 sq. ft. lots) to RMF CD (Multi-family Residential Conditional District).  At the March 5th 

meeting, this item was tabled to allow staff time to ask the applicant if they would be willing to 

initiate a traffic impact analysis, consent on the number of units, and also allow staff time to 

research the actual ownership of the road.  Ms. McMakin stated that the applicant withdrew their 

request and their application was withdrawn.   

 

Before proceeding further, Attorney Graham briefly explained how to proceed with the meeting 

to complying with the newly adopted law regulations. 

 

Item 2: Public Hearing – City of Gastonia (File #9434) 

Subject hearing involves a request to zone approximately 0.429 acres from RS-12 (Gaston County, 

Single-family Residential District, minimum 12,000 sq. ft. lots) to C-2 (City of Gastonia, Highway 

Commercial District).  The subject property is located off of Old Barn Lane.  The property is 

owned by the City of Gastonia. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars opened the public hearing and recognized Jason Thompson, Planning 

Director for the purpose of staff presentation.  Mr. Thompson stated the parcel is owned by the 

City of Gastonia. The rezoning map was displayed.  He explained that this item was about a project 

for water infrastructure involving Two Rivers Utilities, Gaston County and Bessemer City to 

expand water service capabilities.  Gastonia City Council recently voted to annex the property.  

The request is to assign a zoning designation on this newly annexed property.  Staff recommended 

approval as presented.  No questions were asked by the Commissioners.   

 

Commissioner Fleeman made a motion to approve the request as presented and Commissioner 

Stewart seconded the motion.  The motion was approved (8-0).   

 

Chairperson Goode was recognized as present. 

 

Item 3: Public Hearing – Southwest Realty through Armstrong Bradford, LLC (File #9438) 

Subject hearing involves a request to rezone approximately 14.04 acres from RS-12 (Single-family 

Residential District, minimum 12,000 sq. ft. lots) and C-3 (General Commercial District) to RMF 

CD (Multi-family Residential Conditional District).  The subject property is located on the north 

side of S. New Hope Road, just west of the intersection with Lowell Bethesda Road.  The property 

is owned by Dixie M. Forbes and Marcus M. and Joan W. Van Dyke. 



Gastonia Planning Commission 

May 7, 2020 Meeting Minutes 

          1c - 2 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars opened the public hearing and recognized Jana McMakin, Senior 

Planner for the purpose of staff presentation. 

Ms. McMakin displayed the rezoning map.  She stated this rezoning consists of three parcels 

located off of South New Hope Road and is for a multi-family conditional district.  It involves two 

parcels zoned RS-12 and one parcel zoned C-3.  Ms. McMakin displayed and briefly explained 

the applicant’s conceptual site plan.  She stated both access points on South New Hope Road based 

on future improvements are right-in/right-out only.  She displayed and briefly explained the 

applicant’s architectural elevations.  The request includes 10 three-story buildings comprised of 

78 one-bedroom units, 120 two-bedroom units, and 24 three-bedroom units for a total of 230 units.  

The Future Land Use Map indicates residential and commercial use for the existing parcel zoned 

C-3 to be appropriate for this area. Given the consistency with the 2025 Plan, Unified Development 

Ordinance (UDO) requirements, site plan and architectural elevations, and zoning conditions, staff 

recommended the request for rezoning be approved as presented. 

 

Commissioner Wilson asked if there was anyone signed up to speak in opposition.  Ms. McMakin 

provided an update on the applicant’s mail out, their scheduled meeting via conference call.  She 

noted that she had not received any feedback in opposition, and one person had a question.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Mr. William Ratchford, 165 S. York Street of Gastonia, NC.  

Mr. Ratchford stated lots 1 & 2 are currently under contract with Eastwood Homes.  He met with 

the owners of lot 6 who have families that own lots 3, 4, & 5.  Their concern was regarding the 

existing easement to lot 4 on Harmony Trail.  Mr. Ratchford stated the easement was fine and was 

in the Duke Power right-of-way.  He continued that the most of the area is being planned with the 

conjunction of the future widening on New Hope Road and traffic changes.  He mentioned that 

lots 11 and 18 will basically be bulldozed.  No other comments were received from neighbors.  No 

questions were asked by the Commissioners.   

 

Commissioner Stewart made a motion to approve the project and Commissioner Gallant seconded 

the motion.  The motion was approved (8-0).   

 

Item 4: Public Hearing – Kent Olson, Development Solutions Group (File #9440) 

Subject hearing involves a request to rezone approximately 15.4 acres from PD PUD (Planned 

Development, Planned Urban Development District) to RMF CD (Multi-family Residential 

Conditional District) and C-2 CD (Highway Commercial Conditional District).  The subject 

property is located to the north of Bessemer City Road and located to the east of Holland Memorial 

Church Road.  The property is owned by Margaret P. and Richard A. Wing. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars opened the public hearing and recognized Jana McMakin, Senior 

Planner for the purpose of staff presentation.  Ms. McMakin began by displaying the rezoning 

map.  She stated this rezoning item is part of the Barker’s Ridge development approved in 2000.  

Ms. McMakin briefly explained where several single-family homes were built in the subdivision 

and the unfinished section.  Ms. McMakin continued that the applicant has requested the RMF CD 

to develop up to 13 single-family detached homes along Brook Ridge Drive and then complete the 

residential portion with up to a maximum of 96 single-family attached or townhomes.  She briefly 

identified on the zoning map land that is currently in the county, and that the applicant submitted 

an annexation petition request. Ms. McMakin briefly explained the request to include the acre in 

Barkers Ridge’s approval to be rezoned to C-2 CD.   She scrolled through and briefly explained 

the approved conditions for Barkers Ridge as presented in the agenda packet.  Ms. McMakin 

displayed the proposed Bellewood Subdivision sketch plan and identified the retail outparcel 

location.  She finished her presentation stating the Future Land Use Map indicates residential use 

for the subject property and surrounding properties.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars and Commissioner Stewart inquired about the Stewart-Cooper site 

design study.  Ms. McMakin stated at the time this was part of the original Barkers Ridge 

conceptual plan and was added for reference of history.  Commissioner Stewart recused himself 

from this item since this was included. 

 

No further questions were asked by the Commissioners. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Kent Olson, 11121 Carmel Commons Boulevard of 

Charlotte, NC.  Mr. Olson thanked everyone during these difficult circumstances the opportunity 

to present Bellewood.  He explained the development need to western Gastonia.  He explained the 
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transition from existing single-family homes to the 13 single-family attached.  He added that the 

quality townhome products will be used.  Mr. Olson stated the one acre will be used for retail 

outparcel as planned.  The single-family attached is in a controlled environment ensuring the 

quality of the neighborhood that will have a homeowners association.  He briefly explained the 

uniform exterior appearance and maintenance protecting property home value.  Mr. Olson shared 

his excitement that this development will bring a lot of opportunity to the area.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars asked if the fiber cement siding had another product name and Mr. 

Olson replied that is was known as hardie-board.   

 

No further questions were asked by the Commissioners. 

 

Commissioner Ferguson made a motion to approve the request with the statement of consistency 

and reasonableness and Chairperson Goode seconded the motion.  The motion was approved (7-

0).  

 

Item 5: Public Hearing – South Fork Ventures, LLC (File #9445) 

Subject hearing involves a request to rezone approximately 125.77 acres from RS-8 (Single-family 

Residential District, minimum 8,000 sq. ft. lots) and RS-12 (Single-family Residential District, 

minimum 12,000 sq. ft. lots) to PD-TND (Planned Development, Traditional Neighborhood 

District).  The subject property is located to the east of Hoffman Road and to the west of S. New 

Hope Road.  The property is owned by Martha Wilson Rev Trust and Robert Wilson Rev Trust. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars opened the public hearing and recognized Jason Thompson, Planning 

Director for the purpose of staff presentation.  The rezoning was displayed and Mr. Thompson 

referred to the two subject parcels.  Mr. Thompson stated the request was to rezone to PD-TND 

and mentioned the zoning districts surrounding the two parcels.  He commented on these parcels 

were a part of the Hand/Wilson Property.  Materials provided by the applicant were displayed.   On 

agenda page 5-12, Mr. Thompson briefly explained the depiction of the new road being proposed.  

On agenda page 5-13, Mr. Thompson explained this depiction as the overall proposed road 

network and distribution product type depicted through lot sizes.  He stated the request proposed 

a development consisting of a maximum of 616 dwelling units including a mixture of single-family 

detached houses (front loaded and/or alley), duplexes, townhomes and multi-family units.  The 

proposal includes a maximum of 25,000 square feet of non-residential space near S. New Hope 

Road.  He explained the color codes correlating with the proposed widening of S. New Hope Road, 

as well as area designated as green space.  He encouraged the board to talk to the applicant who 

conducted a two day charrette. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars asked Mr. Thompson to repeat the proposal of 25,000 square feet and 

asked if it was commercial.  Mr. Thompson repeated his statement and said it was for 

commercial/office. 

 

Mr. Thompson commented that there was a proposed road connection on Leonard Drive 

 

Referring to RZ:03.1 - Concept Bubble Diagram Plan (agenda page 5-12), Commissioner Fleeman 

asked if there was a red light at item number 3 on Leonard Drive.  Mr. Thompson replied that this 

was a T-intersection with a stop sign and referred this question to the applicant for confirmation.  

Based on Commissioner Fleeman’s personal experience, he commented that this area already had 

a lot of movement near Redbud and this would be adding to it.  He emphasized that this area needs 

to be looked at.  Mr. Thompson shared that NCDOT was very specific when these roads were built 

with general obligation funds and his point was very well taken.  A traffic circle was briefly 

discussed.   

 

No other questions were asked by the Commissioners.  

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Terry Shook, 1545 W. Trade Street of Charlotte, NC.  Mr. 

Shook spoke on behalf of the applicant.  Mr. Shook thanked the Commission, City of Gastonia 

and Mr. Thompson.  Mr. Shook briefly explained their Charrette and their opportunity to talk and 

exchange ideas with the community.  He shared their planning was coordinated with the adjacent 

Hand property.  He commented on the green space and its benefits.  The commercial properties 

and other products will be connected with the Hand property to the north.  Regarding signalization, 

he shared that there was only one proposed traffic signal.  He stated that the petitioner has a traffic 

study in place, so the Commissioners’ questions will be addressed by the traffic study.  He shared 
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his hope for the community and its place in the future once it is built and asked if there were any 

questions.  

Chairperson Goode commented that this was a well-planned.   

 

Commissioner Wilson asked when they anticipated starting construction and asked how long it 

would take to build a project such as this one.  Mr. Shook replied that the implementation team 

would take place.  He commented that by the first quarter of 2021, construction activities should 

be seen.  Based on historical absorption and market, he stated it would take 3 to 5 years to build.   

 

Commissioner Stewart complimented Mr. Shook on his well planned project at Birkdale and hopes 

this will be as nice.  He commented that he felt Mr. Shook will do a good job.  

 

Commissioner Wilson asked if Gastonia or Gaston County has been exposed to a project like this.  

Mr. Shook said that this project is different and new for most communities.   

 

Mr. Shook corrected his earlier comment that by the last quarter of 2021 and early 2022 for 

construction activities should be seen.   

 

Commissioner Fleeman asked what the process would be for submitting and reviewing the traffic 

study if the request was approved.  Mr. Thompson replied that the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) 

ordinance is structured that if it trips the threshold requiring the TIA, it doesn’t really matter at 

what stage, but it has to be done before it is built.  Commissioner Fleeman wanted to make sure 

there was a process in place to follow up with the study.  Staff reported that the TIA was underway.   

 

Commissioner Stewart made a motion to approve the rezoning project with the statement of 

consistency and reasonableness and Commissioner Armstrong seconded the motion.  The motion 

was approved (8-0). 

 

Clarification was made on the use for telephoned calls to create virtual raising of hands.   

 

Item 6: Public Hearing – Don Barkley (File #9446) 

Subject hearing involves a request to rezone approximately 9.52 acres from RS-8 (Single-family 

Residential District, minimum 8,000 sq. ft. lots) to I-2 (General Industrial District).  The subject 

property is located to the east of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Way.  The property is owned by 

Charles A. Barkley, Jr. and Donald W. Barkley. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars opened the public hearing and recognized Jana McMakin, Senior 

Planner for the purpose of staff presentation.  Ms. McMakin began by displaying the rezoning 

map.  She stated the rezoning request was submitted by Don Barkley and commented on 

neighboring parcels that are owned by Mr. Barkley and his brother Charles.  She shared that the 

subject was mostly covered in the floodplain and the applicant is requesting this parcel be zoned 

as I-2.  Staff recommended approval of the request.  No questions were asked by the 

Commissioners. 

 

It was determined that the applicant was not available on Zoom to answer any questions.  The 

Commissioner did not have any questions. 

 

Commissioner Fleeman made a motion to approve the request based on the parcel being 

surrounded by I-2 and Commissioner Stewart seconded the motion.  The motion was approved (8-

0). 

 

Item 7: Public Hearing – Michael Aho, Carolina Metals Group, LLC (File #9466) 

Subject hearing involves a request for a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to revise CUP File 4980 

on approximately 25.73 acres.  The subject property is zoned I-2 (General Industrial District) and 

is located at 249 N. Hartman Road.  The property is owned by Carolina Metals Group Properties, 

LLC. 

 

Because of the quasi-judicial format of this hearing, person wishing to speak and offer evidence 

are required by North Carolina law to be sworn in or affirmed.  An affirmation was administered 

to staff, the applicant and the public who signed up to speak.   
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Commissioner Cinq-Mars opened the public hearing and recognized Jana McMakin, Senior 

Planner for the purpose of staff presentation.  Ms. McMakin affirmed the oath and summarized 

the background provided in the staff report.  She displayed the rezoning map and briefly described 

adjoining properties and zoning.  Ms. Makin displayed the marked up site plan provided on agenda 

page 7-4 and referred the Commissioners to the Approved and Existing Structures and Proposed 

Structures notes.  She referred the Commissioners to the Existing Conditional Use Permit 

Conditions provided on agenda page 7-1.  She identified the proposed changes made to the existing 

conditions and read condition number 3.  The subject property, as well as adjacent properties along 

Hwy 321, is designated for industrial use in the Future Land Use Map.  Ms. McMakin finished her 

presentation by summarizing the basis of staff’s recommended approval of the request.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars noted Ms. McMakin did not mention conditions number 11 and 12, so 

Ms. McMakin acknowledged the two new proposed conditions.  Commissioner Cinq-Mars stated 

he was impressed that a noise monitoring survey was performed. 

 

Commissioner Fleeman asked if the conditional use permit included junk cars.  Staff did not see a 

reference to junk cars in the conditional use permit.  Mr. Thompson shared his recollection that 

pieces to be broken down to component parts was not prohibited and also shared the definition in 

the code for scrap material assembly and recycling operation.  Commissioner Cinq-Mars 

referenced agenda page 7-13.  Commissioner Fleeman reference condition numbers 10 and 11 on 

agenda page 7-6.  Ms. McMakin stated that the existing condition number 10 and 11 were 

accidentally omitted and need to be included in the current request and thanked Commissioner 

Fleeman.  Commissioner Fleeman commented that this will need to be a part of any motion in the 

affirmative.     

 

Commissioner Stewart stated his concern of sound level and the effect on adjoining properties.  He 

inquired about heavy pressure and equipment on site.  Commissioner Cinq-Mars referenced 

agenda page 7-17 regarding sound.  He was opposed to a 24 hour operation and Saturdays.  

 

Commissioner Wilson asked if they will operate 7 days a week.  Ms. McMakin reiterated proposed 

condition number 3 and referred to the applicant for explanation.  

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Michael Aho, 101 Bryant Street of Belmont, NC.  Mr. Aho 

affirmed the oath.  Mr. Aho commented that they are a metal recycling company and not a junk 

yard.  Cars were not brought in, stripped, and sold for parts and anything brought in are for 

recycling purposes only.  Regarding large stacks are cars, Mr. Aho referred to agenda page 7-13 

as a facts sheet about the recycling industry and not a depiction of their facility.  Mr. Aho explained 

condition number 3. 

3. Hours of operation are limited to:  6am - 6pm Monday thru Friday  

6am – 12pm Saturday  

*The applicant is requesting an expansion of hours of 7 days a week 6 am – 7 pm as well 

as unlimited hours of operations for processing and maintenance indoors. 

 

Commissioner Gallant inquired about the early starting time and Mr. Aho explained the employees 

work schedule and the business serving businesses in both North and South Carolina.   

 

Regarding unlimited hours of operations for processing and maintenance indoors, Commissioner 

Armstrong requested clarification that indoors means fully enclosed building and not a covered 

shed.  Mr. Aho replied that he was correct.   

 

Chairperson Goode asked why they were requesting these hours and she was concerned about 

noise that would be heard.  Mr. Aho replied that this was to alleviate concerns from neighbors with 

concerns about noise.  He also commented on the noise study.   

 

For the record, Commissioner Stewart stated he had to leave the meeting.  Commissioner Cinq-

Mars stated Commissioner Stewart’s vote will be in the affirmative. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Laura Stroupe, 1503 Old Dallas Highway of Dallas, NC.  

Ms. Stroupes’ properties were identified as numbers 6, 7, & 8 on rezoning map.  She stated that 

she can hear the business every day and the quality of life would be drastically affected in the 

negative if this happens.  She commented on a noise study done and how it rated the decimal level, 

and the noise study did not rate vibration and the booming that is heard from Carolina Metal.  Ms. 
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Stroupe stated this is significant, it affects her, neighbors, and it vibrates her house.  She shared 

her investment in her property and the business she owns. Ms. Stroupe stated she was very much 

against this request.  Ms. Stroupe did not want 24 hour scrap metal happening and she does not 

believe that it would not affect her every day of the week.  She shared her care for her land, the 

livestock and the children.  She commented that no one should have to live with the requested 

schedule along with the level of noise, inconvenience and stress.  She is concerned about how they 

will obtain car parts and how car crushing would not be involved.  Ms. Stroupe reiterated that she 

was very much against the request and that she was upset about it.  Ms. Stroupe stated everyone 

beforehand was against action demolition increasing in any capacity for noise as well.  She 

reiterated this was her quality of life.  Ms. Stroupe affirmed that everything she stated was the 

truth.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Dawn Warrick, 1605 Old Dallas Highway of Dallas, NC.  

Ms. Warrick affirmed the oath.  Ms. Warrick’s property was identified as number 9 on the rezoning 

map.  Ms. Warrick stated she is also opposed to the request.   She stated she currently hears beeping 

noises and noises up to 10, 11 and 12 at night, beyond the stated business hours.  Ms. Warrick 

stated she has livestock on her property.  The stream running through her back yard was roped off 

to keep her animals from drinking the water because of an oily appearing substance coming from 

his property in the stream.  Ms. Warrick stated she was concerned that Carolina Metal’s website 

stated is was now accepting cars.  She is concern that the property value will decrease due to having 

a junk yard behind homes.  She finished by stating she purchased her property 3 to 4 months ago.   

 

Chairperson Goode asked if the operation that takes place inside the building can be heard from 

her property. Ms. Warrick replied that she can hear it all night long.  Chairperson Goode asked 

Ms. Warrick’s opinion on the study and not having anything happening at that time for it to pass 

and Ms. Warrick replied, “Yes”.      

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Mr. Aho for rebuttal.  Mr. Aho stated they have stayed 

within the current the CUP.  He noted two different plants that operate 24/7 from his understanding, 

Owen Steel Company (number 14 on rezoning map) and a concrete plant (number 5 on rezoning 

map).  Mr. Aho stated these plants operate before and after the hours of his business operation.  He 

shared that their surveillance cameras operate 24/7 and can prove that they have not gone outside 

of the CUP.   He stated it was not their operation that the neighbors hear running 24 hours a day.  

He explained the stormwater testing that is conducted quarterly by the State.  He continued that at 

a minimum of a quarterly basis, a consultant audits their facility not only from an environmental 

standpoint but also from an OSHA and DOT standpoint.  He also commented that the cars brought 

in are for scrap metal purposes and not recycling, dismantling, or resell.  He emphasized that they 

do not break down or sell parts.  

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars asked if they bring in crushed cars.  Mr. Aho briefly explained the how 

cars from individuals would be accepted for their retail business.   

 

Chairperson Goode asked if the cars will be crushed at their facility.  Mr. Aho replied that they do 

not have a crusher; cars are not shredded or processed.  The cars are loaded out with a scrap handler 

or a machine to transport to a shredding facility.  Chairperson Goode summarized that the cars 

were brought in and hauled off.  Chairperson Goode asked why they needed 24 hours and shared 

her concern for the neighbors.  Mr. Aho reiterated the outdoor hours of operation and any work at 

night being conducted in a completely closed building and no noise should be heard.  He stated 

the building would be located on the northwest corner of the property close to Hwy 321 (identified 

as #2 and #4 on the site plan sketch on agenda page 7-4). 

 

Ms. Stroupe stated she knows the difference of sounds between the nearby businesses and where 

the sounds were coming from that she hears.  She noted that the last thing she wants to hear on a 

Sunday is any more noise.  She respectfully disagreed with the owners’ statements.  Ms. Stroupes’ 

concerns were on the noise level, nothing stopping their business from doing what they want, and 

the drastic impact it will have on her life.  She stated that she was very upset about the idea of 

hearing the noise on Sunday.  She reiterated the sound survey does not take into consideration the 

vibration and booming. 

 

Brief discussion ensued on neighbors that were opposed but unable to participate in the meeting. 
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Commissioner Cinq-Mars inquired about the white line on the rezoning map between lots 9 and 

10.  Mr. Thompson replied that this was the former railroad line. 

 

Mr. Aho stated he was the only person who knew about the noise study and it was conducted at 

normal capacity. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars asked if large trucks were backed up in the evenings and Mr. Aho 

replied that they are staying within the CUP conditions and nothing after hours. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars asked if his clients were typically closed on Sundays and Mr. Aho 

replied that he has some clients that operate 24/7 and limited downtime for holidays.  Mr. Aho 

reiterated their retail business and internal business use.   

 

Commissioner Ferguson stated the hesitation is what the intent being heard and way the condition 

reads.  She asked Mr. Aho if he would be willing to adjust his request for condition number 3 

about the hours.  Mr. Aho was willing to make a concession to hours from 6am to 7pm Monday 

through Saturday with no operational or processing of scrap sales on Sunday.   

 

Clarification was made on the adjusted hours highlighting Saturday hours. 

 

Ms. Stroupe stated she did not want any Sunday hours or the availability to make any more noise 

on any other day.  She requested this request be rejected. 

 

Ms. Warrick stated she agreed with Ms. Stroupe and also wants the request rejected. 

 

Chairperson Goode made a motion to close the public hearing and Commissioner Ferguson 

seconded the motion.  The motion was approved (8-0).  

  

Chairperson Goode noted the City of Gastonia having a noise ordinance.  She was concerned about 

Saturday hours and suggested allowing to 1 p.m. and no hours on Sunday for her to approve.  

Chairperson Goode stated she was not for extending hours throughout the week.   

 

Commissioner Ferguson stated based on the applicant being willing to comprise, if the applicant 

is amiable to moving forward with condition number 3 to be no Sunday hours and 6am to 6pm 

Monday through Saturday.  The unlimited hours of operations for processing and maintenance 

indoors was too vague and was causing issues.   

 

Commissioner Fleeman commented that there are a lot of issues and this is a tough one.  Thinking 

of industrial and rural, he is trying to look at the whole application beyond the hours.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars commented that the traffic on Hwy 321 on Saturdays is busy.   

 

Commissioner Gallant stated he was for business but the quality of life of the neighbors around 

needs to be considered.  Considering noise, he wanted more compromise from the applicant on the 

hours.   

 

Commissioner Armstrong was also concerned with Sunday operation hours and stated Saturday 

hours was a stretch for operation.  He suggested extending buffering from what currently exists to 

help address noise and issues and referred this to staff.  Commissioner Ferguson made a motion to 

open the public hearing and Commissioner Armstrong seconded the motion.  The motion approved 

(8-0).  Mr. Thompson shared that he was unsure what additional volume of thickly wooded area 

would make much difference.  He commented that he was not sound expert and shared his 

thoughts.  From an engineering perspective, Commissioner Cinq-Mars commented on the 

topography and how sound transmits to a lower area including the traffic on the highway. 

 

Commissioner Ferguson inquired about an appeal process and Commissioner Cinq-Mars 

explained the process of contacting staff first, request an appeal, and then it is presented to City 

Council.  Mr. Thompson added that the appeal is a form that must be completed and there is a 15 

day appeal period following this hearing. 

 

Commissioner Gallant inquired if there was any comprise that can be reached between the 

applicant and the neighbors. 
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Mr. Aho shared that their company has grown tremendously over the last 2 years with 

approximately a 250 percent growth, so they are trying to build out more processing capabilities.  

They want to respect and consider their neighbors.  He suggested operation hours of 6 a.m. to 6 

p.m. Monday through Friday, 6 a.m. to 3 p.m. on Saturday, and nothing on Sunday.  Mr. Aho 

explained their future investment to the facility and operation capabilities.  He commented that 

they were not asking more than what their neighbors are already doing.  Mr. Aho explained that 

his neighboring businesses are working with heavier equipment during late and early morning 

hours.  He commented on their needs to continue their business to continue to grow and strive.  He 

mentioned that they suggested their conditions so they won’t have to come back asking for the 

same thing again.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars reiterated the hours and Mr. Aho agreed, but would like the operation 

hours of 6 a.m. to 7 p.m. Monday through Friday.  He reiterated that the unlimited hours of 

operation for processing and maintenance was for indoors only.  The buildings would be insulated, 

no noise would be able to escape the building and interfere with any neighbors. 

 

The difference between the current and the new hours was explained as 1 additional hour a day 

Monday through Friday and 3 additional hours on Saturday with internal operations.    

 

Ms. Stroupe commented on promises being made.  She reminded the Commission that she has 

lived with this for years and this was not the reality of her life or her neighbors.  She reiterated that 

it was noisy.  She was okay with the extension of 1 hour per day if she has to, but prefers this 

request be rejected.  She reiterated that their operation can be heard and felt, the land shakes, and 

she does not want this to get worse.  Ms. Stroupe stated she is for business, but is suspicious of 

any opening that Carolina Metals gets in order to increase operations.  She reminded them the 

Commission that this affects her quality of life, and her neighbors, and this is something they will 

have to live with for the rest of their lives.  Ms. Stroupe was also concerned about promises failing.  

She asked the Commission to consider their quality of life when they vote.    

 

Regarding the unlimited hours of operation for processing and maintenance indoors, 

Commissioner Armstrong asked Ms. Stroupe if she would be okay with it if it was only for 

maintenance.  Ms. Stroupe replied that she did not know what the noise levels would be for 

maintenance.  Brief discussion ensued on the building as being totally indoors and closed building.  

Ms. Stroupe stated she was reticent to go along with anything for 24 hours for a metal yard.  She 

asked who would monitor this and commented that she was concerned about this.  Mr. Thompson 

stated any standard applied to this site from a development and operative perspective will be 

underlying zoning enforced by zoning enforcement, conditions in the site plan add additional 

layers of restrictions also related to Planning and Zoning for enforcement.  The department is 

largely complaint driven when it comes to enforcement.  Based on this information, Ms. Stroupe 

was against 24 hours.   

 

Commissioner Gallant asked Ms. Stroupe if she would be willing to comprise with the additional 

1 hour Monday through Friday with the understand that she would not be happy with it.  Ms. 

Stroupe stated she would comprise with the 1 extra hour if she absolutely had to and it limits their 

24 hours, but she reiterated that she does not want it. 

 

Commissioner Ferguson asked Mr. Aho if the time extension was 1 hour a day Monday through 

Friday is worth it to their investment.  Mr. Aho stated based on the large investment that it probably 

would not be worth it to their investment and concerning.  He reiterated operation hours of 6 a.m. 

to 7 p.m. Monday through Friday.  He requested unlimited hours of operation for processing and 

maintenance for indoors only in a completed enclosed and insulated building.  He inquired about 

a 2 shift operation of 16 hours instead 24 hours even if it was only Monday through Saturday.  To 

clarify processing, Mr. Aho explained that the intent for building # 2 is a wire chopping operation.  

Insulated wire and chops material to separate any types of copper or aluminums that would be in 

that process.  This is the hurtle the company needs to work past in order to make their investment 

successful.  He reiterated their need for growth and their willingness to comprise.  

 

Chairperson Goode made a motion to close the public hearing and Commissioner Ferguson 

seconded the motion.  The motion was passed (8-0). 
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Chairperson Goode recommended no Sunday or 24 hour operation and allow 1 hour extension 

Monday through Saturday.  She was not in favor of a two shift/16 hour operation.  

 

Commissioner Gallant suggested Mr. Aho to recess for a different plan and come back.  As of 

now, his thought was to vote no and Chairperson Goode stated she was in agreement.  Chairperson 

Goode suggested tabling this item until the next meeting, so the applicant can meet with the 

neighbors and his partners.  Clarification was made on the process after a vote to delay or deny a 

meeting.     

 

Commissioner Ferguson asked for guidance on the proper verbiage for tabling a motion.  Attorney 

Graham gave guidance to continue this motion to the next regular meeting with the reason be to 

give the applicant an opportunity to submit an amended application if he chooses.  Attorney 

Graham explained that when the Commission reconsiders based on what the applicant has 

presented, then at that time the Commission would vote for or against. 

 

Commissioner Gallant asked about the Commission recommending to the applicant to meet the 

neighbors again to come up with something that all parties would be agreeable to and Attorney 

Graham replied that the Commission could give this as an opportunity, but not as a directive.  

 

Commissioner Ferguson made a motion to reopen the public hearing and Commissioner Fleeman 

seconded the motion.  The motion was approved (8-0). 

 

Commissioner Ferguson made a motion to continue to allow the applicant to re-adjust/amend any 

of their conditions if they so choose and Commissioner Gallant seconded the motion.  The motion 

was approved (8-0). 

 

Item 8: Public Hearing – City of Gastonia (File #9486) 

Subject hearing involves a request to rezone approximately 3.79 acres from C-3 (General 

Commercial District) to CBD (Central Business District).  The subject property is generally 

located at the intersection of W Airline Avenue and N. Trenton Street.  The property is owned by 

the City of Gastonia and Bird Dog Holdings, LLC. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars opened the public hearing and recognized Jason Thompson, AICP, 

Planning Director for the purpose of staff presentation.  Mr. Thompson provided the site 

description and background as well as explained the adjoining properties and land use trends 

provided in the agenda packet page on agenda page 8-1. The zoning map was displayed.  He stated 

activity is producing considerable interest in other surrounding properties around in the vicinity of 

FUSE.  Evidence of this interest includes Bird Dog Holdings, LLC recent purchase of the tracts 

included in this City-initiated rezoning.  Bird Dog has stated an interest in possibly developing an 

urban apartment building in their location. Likewise, the City envisions future urban-style 

development of current City-owned properties on the south side of Airline Avenue that are also 

part of this rezoning petition.  With the FUSE area being zoned Central Business District (CBD) 

and the urban-style of development that this zoning district permits, CBD is seen as very 

appropriate for the properties surrounding this important intersection north of the stadium site.  

Staff recommended the request be approved as presented.  No questions were asked by the 

Commissioners.  

 

Commissioner Ferguson made a motion to approve the request with the statement of consistency 

and reasonableness and Commissioner Armstrong seconded the motion.  The motion was approved 

(8-0). 

 

Item 9: Major Subdivision Preliminary Plat – Robinson Oaks Addition (File #9326) 

Request involves a Major Subdivision Preliminary Plat for the Robinson Oaks Addition 

subdivision.  The property is located at the eastern end of Shumard Drive adjoining the existing 

Robinson Oaks subdivision. 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars recognized Keith Lineberger, Land Development Project Manager for 

the purpose of staff presentation.  Mr. Lineberger stated this was a 17 lot preliminary subdivision 

plat.  The subdivision plat was submitted by Henson Foley and is located at the east end of 

Shumard Drive and is affectively an extension of Robinson Oaks Subdivision.  The property is 

zoned RS-12 and the development will contain 16 single-family lots and a common open space.  

The developer will be responsible for utilities and street construction.  Public water and sewer will 

service the property with extensions made by the developer.  The developer is working with the 
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City on access for a future greenway through the parcel along the floodplain.  Staff believes the 

preliminary plat is in conformance with the Unified Development Ordinance; therefore, staff 

recommended approval.   

Commissioner Cinq-Mars inquired if the homes will be similar as the homes in Willow Creek and 

added that he hoped they were not.  Mr. Lineberger replied that these are 90 ft. wide lots.  The 

same development group is also part of the Robinson Oaks Subdivision, and is a different 

construction than the Willow Creek construction.  A construction plan has been submitted to City 

and is under review.  

 

Commissioner Fleeman made a motion to approve and Chairperson Goode seconded the motion.  

The motion was approved (8-0). 

 

Item 10: Other Business 

Update on March 17, 2020 and April 21, 2020 Council Votes 

Ms. McMakin provided an update that City Council approved the following items: 

 Amending the Unified Development Ordinance (File #9436): Hearing involved a request 

to amend the Unified Development Ordinance by amending Table of Uses 7.1-1 and Bulk 

and Use Chart 7.3-1 of Chapter 7 Use and Building Lot Standards, amending 8.1.17 Single 

Family Attached Development and utilizing the reserved Section 8.1.12 of Chapter 8 

Supplemental Use Regulations to allow single-family attached, two-unit housing as well 

as provide options for certain developed and undeveloped single family lots that meet 

various infill provisions. 

 Rezoning - Shea Homes (File #9397): Hearing involved a request to rezone approximately 

114.8 acres from RS-12 to RS-8 CD. The subject property is located on the south side of 

E. Hudson Boulevard. The property is owned by Robinson Mills Inc. 

 

Mr. Thompson and Mr. Baches with Metrocology have been in conversations about scheduling a 

special meeting later this month via Zoom to work on text amendments.  Staff can send an email 

to receive some optional dates.  

 

Brief discussion ensued on the recently approved standards on the new housing developments.   

 

Chairperson Goode asked for an update on a map she requested at the last meeting.   She requested 

a larger map displaying street names.  Ms. McMakin referenced the Urban area map.  Ms. 

McMakin commented that she unsure if Julia had moved forward on this request, but staff could 

follow-up with her.  Chairperson Goode reminded staff this was approved at the January 5th 

Planning Commission meeting and was supposed to go to City Council in February.  Staff was 

uncertain of the status and would follow-up with her. 

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars requested an updated map of all apartment complexes.  Mr. Thompson 

replied that an updated map will be provided. 

 

Commissioner Gallant briefly commented that he hopes the roadways are keeping up with the new 

housing developments in regards to congestion and overcrowdings in Gastonia and he also thanked 

staff for the great job with pulling this meeting together.  He felt this was one of the best meetings 

he participated in on Zoom.  Mr. Thompson thanked him and gave the majority of the credit to 

Tech Services’ team combined with staff, Planning Commission and the applicants.   

 

Commissioner Cinq-Mars also thanked staff and those who spoke this evening. 

 

There being no further business, Commissioner Cinq-Mars adjourned the meeting at 8:13 p.m. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

 

  

Chrystal Howard, Secretary  Pam Goode, Chairperson 



PUBLIC HEARING 

STAFF REPORT 

File # 9466 

Continued Public Hearing Date:  June 4, 2020 

 

 

OWNER:     Carolina Metals Group, LLC 

 

APPLICANT: Same 

 

PROPOSED ZONING ACTION: Expansion of conditional use permit #4980 for a scrap 

and waste materials assembly and recycling operation 

 

LOCATION: East side of Highway 321, just north of Long Creek 

   

TRACT SIZE:     Approximately 25.73 acres 

 

WARD:     4 

 

EVALUATION: 

 

Background 

This request is for an expansion of the conditional use permit (CUP) approved for the former 

owner (Action Demolition & Recycling) in 2007.  Scrap and waste material assembly and 

recycling is an allowable use in I-2 (General Industrial District) with the issuance of a conditional 

use permit.   

 

The site is currently in operation under the existing conditional use permit.  The applicant has 

provided an update to the Action Demolition Group plan showing the existing and proposed 

structures as well as proposed expanded parking and storage areas.  The proposed expansion does 

not impact any existing buffers or expand any closer to the adjacent residential zoned properties 

that front Old Dallas Highway. 

 

The applicant’s request is to expand with the following proposed structures:  a material receiving 

building, a warehouse/processing building, expansion of the existing office building, a 

warehouse/maintenance building, and a structure for concrete/non-ferrous processing/storage.  

The request also includes additional parking for the office building, as well as future 

parking/storage of trailer and roll off boxes. 

 

On May 7, 2020 the Planning Commission continued the Public Hearing to allow the applicant to 

review their request after hearing input from adjacent property owners and indicate if they were 

willing to make any modifications.  The applicant’s previous request was for an expansion of 

hours of 7 days a week 6 am – 7 pm as well as unlimited hours of operations for processing and 

maintenance indoors. 

The modified request to the hours of operations is listed below. 

 

Existing and Proposed Conditional Use Permit Conditions: 

1. Permit allows for operation of a scrap material assembly and recycling operation as 

allowed in the City of Gastonia Zoning Unified Development Ordinance. 

2. Development shall conform to the attached site plan. 

3. Hours of operation are limited to: 6am - 6pm Monday thru Friday 

6am – 12pm Saturday 

*The applicant is requesting an expansion of hours of 6 days a week (No Sunday 

operations). 

Outdoor Operations: 

Monday-Friday 6am – 7pm  

Saturday 6am - 3pm 

Indoor Operations (processing and maintenance): 

Monday-Friday 6am - 10 pm 

Saturday 6 am – 3pm 

4. Outdoor storage will be limited to the area depicted on the approved CUP site plan and 

will not exceed two acres. 
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5. All existing natural areas will be strictly preserved on the site as delineated on the 

approved CUP site plan. 

6. Parking areas are limited to those locations indicated on the approved CUP site plan.  

Visitor and employee parking must be marked and paved. 

7. Where existing vegetation does not already meet this requirement, a 60 foot wide 

vegetated buffer (double level 3) shall be installed adjacent to all residentially zoned 

properties.  Plantings installed and maintained in this buffer shall meet the standards set 

forth in the City of Gastonia Zoning Unified Development Ordinance regarding types and 

densities for each of the two 30 foot sections of the overall 60 foot buffer. 

8. Installation of this buffer will require relocation of the fuel containment and storage 

structure, so that this structure is located completely outside the 60 buffer (as indicated on 

the approved CUP site plan). 

9. If it is determined that the northernmost existing storage building conflicts with the 

installation of the 60 foot buffer, the building can remain only with the installation of a 6 

foot high opaque privacy fence as depicted on the approved CUP site plan. 

10. Applicant shall take all necessary steps to have all heavy metals, oil and grease properly 

disposed of by a recycler/disposer licensed by the appropriate governmental entity in 

compliance with applicable Federal and state statutes and regulations after they are 

collected through the on-site stormwater infrastructure (“oil, heavy metals and water 

separator”). 

11. The operation will meet all applicable federal and state regulations and requirements 

relative to surface and groundwater pollution prevention, wastewater management and 

stormwater management. 

12. The operation shall be fully enclosed with a gated security fence so that it may be secured 

after operating hours. 

13. The site will need to detain stormwater and treat first flush as per Phase II requirements. 

14. A site plan must go through Technical Review Committee for review and final approval 

prior to issuance of any building permit. 

15. All other specifications and general provisions shall be met as required by the City of 

Gastonia Zoning Unified Development Ordinance. 

16. In no instance shall this conditional use permit exempt a project from other development 

requirements. 

17. Where the notes on the site plan may conflict with these conditions, these conditions shall 

govern. 

 

Description of Adjoining Properties and Zoning 

Industrial uses and zoning (I-2) are present both north and south of the subject property.  Rankin 

Lake Baptist Church is located across Highway 321 from the subject property and is zoned RS-

12.  To the immediate east of the subject property are several large-lot (multiple acres) single-

family residential properties (zoned Gaston County RS-8).  

 

Available Public Facilities 

The property is served with public water and sewer is available to the site, but a septic system is 

currently in use.  Highway 321 is a divided facility in this location and does have a left turn lane 

to access N. Hartman Road. 

 

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan 

The subject property as well as adjacent properties along Hwy 321 are designated for industrial 

use in the 2025 Comprehensive Plan’s Future Land Use Map. 

 

Conclusion 

In the 2007 CUP, several conditions were implemented to address possible negative impacts of 

this type of use, including the installation of a significantly larger than required buffer along the 

easternmost property boundary and the preservation of existing natural areas on the site.   Based 

on the proposed expansion locations and supporting information, there are appropriate measures 

to mitigate the expansion of this use.  Staff recommends that the request be approved as 

presented. 

 

 

_______________________ 

Jana McMakin, AICP 

Senior Planner 
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Statement of consistency and reasonableness (motion to approve):  The proposed conditional 

use permit is consistent with the current zoning and use, the 2025 Comprehensive Plan, any 

applicable duly adopted small area plans, and any other development plans adopted by the City, 

therefore, the Planning Commission considers an affirmative vote to be reasonable and in the 

public interest. 

 

Statement of consistency and reasonableness (motion to deny): Although the proposed 

conditional use permit is consistent with the 2025 Comprehensive Plan, it is not reasonable and 

in the public interest because of the increased expansion of the site. 
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Subject Property

Note: For a complete elaboration of zoning classifications,
see the Unified Development Ordinance or contact the 
City of Gastonia Planning Department at (704) 854-6652.

City Boundary
Buildings
Lakes
Rivers
Streams

Flood Zones
Floodway
100yr Flood Zone
500yr Flood Zone

Applicant: Michael Aho
Owner: Carolina Metals Group
             Properties LLC
Planning Comm Hearing: May 7, 2020
Request: Expand business / Modify
               existing Conditional Use Permit
Ward: 4
Tract Size: approx. 25.73  acres
Parcel ID #: 205301
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AP    Airport

PD IRD  Planned District Infill Res Devt
PD PRD  Planned District Planned Res Devt
PD PUD  Planned District Planned Unit Devt
PD TND  Planned Dist Traditional Neighborhood Devt

C-1   Light Commercial
C-2   Highway Commercial
C-3   General Commercial
CBD Central Business District
I-U   Urban Industrial
I-1   Light Industrial 
I-2  General Industrial
O-1   Office
OLC Office/Light Commercial 
O-M   Medical Office

RLD  Residential Low Density
RS-12  Residential 12000sqft lots
RS-8  Residential 8000sqft per lot
R-A   Rural Agricultural
RMF   Residential Multi-Family District
SP   State Park District
TMU  Transitional Mixed Use
UMU  Urban Mixed Use District

Legend

Gaston County
UDO

C-1
I-2
RS-12
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I, ___________________________, hereby certify that all mail notices, in the absence of
fraud, were mailed to all affected and adjoining property owners on ___________, 2020.

Application
#9466 Planning Department

1 : 6,000
1 inch represents 500 feet
Plot Date: April 15, 2020I
0 250 500125

Feet

1.  TOMMYS DRIVE IN RESTAURANT INC 
      C/O JESSIE HOLLAND
2.  KAUSHAL INC
3.  KAUSHAL INC
4.  GRAHAM JOHN TOMMY & 
      GRAHAM GERALDINE WATSON LF EST
5.  CONCRETE SUPPLY CO LLC
6.  STROUPE LAURA JEAN
7.  STROUPE LAURA JEAN
8.  STROUPE LAURA JEAN
9.  WARRICK KENNETH EDWARD &
     WARRICK DAWN MARIE
10.  BLAYTON NANCY KIMBERLY &
       BLAYTON RALEIGH JR
11.  GASTONIA CITY OF
12.  P J LAND LLP C/O PAMELA C RUSSELL
13.  OWEN STEEL COMPANY OF NC INC
14.  OWEN STEEL COMPANY OF NC INC
15.  GASTONIA CITY OF
16.  RANKIN LAKE BAPTIST CHURCH INC
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File # 57% (:7
Date Rec’d: 3&1ff”Rec'd By:
Fee: facv 5332-? gamma

CITY OF GASTONIA
APPLICATION FOR PUBLIC HEARING

Detach pages 1-10 from this packet and retain for your records.

The undersigned do hereby make application to the City of Gastonia for the hereinafter described
request and in support of this request, the following facts are shown:

1. Identify the request (example: rezone from RS—12 to OLC CD or CUP for outdoor storage; etc.)
1‘7 (' u 9’ tr 0t pew’S‘erl

‘ \

Please Note: Before applying for a rezoning, applicants are advised to determine if
their property is subject to private deed restrictions to be sure the intended use of the
property is allowed. The City of Gastonia neither keeps records of, enforces, nor
overrules private deed restrictions.

2. Gaston County Tax Identification Number: 20530 1

Subject property address: 93-} Ct N. Hartman Shut Crgg'tmk Am

3. In order for our staff to place the rezoning signs on the property, please describe what is on

the subject property and or adjacent properties (example: a white frame house is located on

the property; the property is vacant with Business X located on the East side). Staff will erect
the signs approximately 15 days prior to the meeting.

.

igxxrf‘lr‘na. Milk fr‘txi LLC '2 Ne EH 1f) (awash (Ital/3'01? I
be hint}! ew/xii. I

'Jrr'rt L‘m.

4. Complete legal description by metes and bounds of said realty is attached to the application (a
copy of the deed is sufficient).

5. In order to be familiar with the subject property the City staff may need to walk the property.
Do we have the property owner’s permission to do so? a?“ We. mil/H be elm] I?) wait “zit.'

[WM u'Fneeprg ‘

6. The real property to be rezoned is owned in fee simple by
Catalina. 5’4be” Grfdm larolcf‘tfri LLE .

as evidenced in deed fromf recorded in Deed Book
at page in the Gaston County Registry.

7. The real property for which the above request is sought is located on the Q}, 'H‘L' side of

Hérfma yr Stew f between 01mm: ks. Eln/u and warm mum! w‘a/ Com/0am;
having a frontage of (ma? ’ feet’and/depth of 042?“ feet

k

and acreage of ‘27 V
(025410“, acccvotiE/G )0 Wm a; 'W 01535:; {sewn-:5)

8. Are sewer and water available on the property? Va 1’

9. The tax sheets for all persons or firms that own the subject land and land adjacent to or within

100 feet of all sides, including property across the street, from the property for which the
request is sought are attached. (Note: When measuring the 100-foot distance, street rights-of-

way shall not be included in the measurement.)

10. If the applicant does not own the property sought to be rezoned, the names and addresses of

the legal owners are listed below. The owner’s names and their addresses are recorded in the

Gaston County Tax Ofce. (Use additional sheets of paper if necessary.)
(are limit Ill/Q fad {var-am pip‘iffi r’ LLC *

.6 2.25” 17/}? f/wet/i/(c, Hanferwu/ld try/(L 2X1“???

11. Name and address of applicant: (”am hm». l’l/td’alt (”hr/min LC (1'

Telephone #: 700(18509 U7?“ Fax #:
E—mail address: fMlJ/fmvl’ . a he 6‘7 (Emeline m ninja»; . Com

* WWW.c12y0fgastoniarom * PO, Box 1748, Gastonia, NC 28053 * Phone (704) 854-6652 * Fax (704) 869-1960 *

11
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File #M
12. Interest in subject realty

13. There are no restrictions or covenants of record appearin in the chain of title which would
prohibit the property from being used as requested. True False

14. Has this property previously been subject to any of the following? Mconditional use permit_ planned unit development _ subdivision ordinance _ unified development
If yes, please explain Cant/Pillow! Ma pfrmit
iCSkd fit‘d rm"): ‘1 3:) 100’}

15. Name and address of person present item at public hearing Midla 19! N10 END K oil—TB
iMl/uwt Hallvil chl‘glll Kath Harm: 3n 3» Ext/db 5f. éimt NC 134357—-

Qoblmveiel i Telephone number ( ) ”7031 8030 MT} I

Kati Horton [139 [305’le S’Dri’u{ {defl- gfwténbwf 5(— 23130;} gbti“ Shil‘gj'gi’

*****>k*>k>l<**>l<********************
.

» .
I"

,

I, [M I (Jun, { HIV?) , certify that I have read the

information provided in the public hearing information package on the of ”3* day of
[Matrth , 20 lo .

SIGNATURES: All property owners must sign when either a Conditional Use Permit or
CD is requested./ 7

. “,»"7//Z»:/ry* «5/ J

w") «("17 " _...t..2/227” "T‘

" WWW. c/tyofgasl'oniarom * R0. Box 1748, Gaston/a NC 28053 * Phone {704) 8546652 * Fax {704) 869—1950 *
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Conditional Use Permit

If a Conditional Use Permit is requested, please ll in the following section.

The following are conditions that shall apply to this permit (a site plan is required with one copy
being 8 1/2 x 14): , »

EerglléMri‘li'l/inmr" ti“ fif’lpm'lilW‘F 7 b/{MC 0c Lveé‘k (UO‘D AIM» 7"00 pill/M
Uln lrm flu-.1 how: pl

.
opcmlmnr l’cr Harassing. (M J ii/im’ntcm UL in (loom:

Prooml a? New smilclmi .m‘f’z’wg PnmHtt/Pwl reman, are; (incl 7% 711.11%
1 J I .1 .

{anemia}. {Kimmy (Comrc’re NON‘FMMJ granted»?! (Shim?! Mam/K Putin: parklnglbrcgt (”74““)-
I

(use additional pages if necessary)

Statement of Justification (for Conditional Use Permit applications only)
Please read the following statements and then justify them in relation to your proposed rezoning.
A simple yes, no or repeating of the question will n_ot be considered sufcient. These statements
must be found in the affirmative by the Planning Commission/City Council in order for the
Conditional Use Permit to be issued. The applicant will be required to read these at the public
heanng.

. The use will not materially endanger the public health or safety if located where proposed and
developed according to plan All... 43.4. (L Clem infimiut' will Ewart ”that New

.- ‘

CUP and? lovi'i‘l'i'lmj téSl‘s‘libli'bnj'

. The use meets all required conditions and specications, {per (LLLrM/L‘l' (AA P

. The use will not substantially injure the value of adjoining or abutting property unless the use is a

public necessity Tl: e acl‘xeimvm aimre; art So im {a (A. T w

(’iAMfl'C/i/l [Mali/J Cbmmkiji amt? ICOHUcrLl‘L Supplw . We, ml 6 t exceed cull

Lot-will] 5’14" ’4' W Cjcldlle 5)! My? inn/1,16%); .

. The location and character of the use, if developed according to the plan as submitted and

approved, will be in harmony with the area in which it is to be located and will be in general

conformity with the adopted Gastonia Land Use Play and other plans for physical development of

the City as adopted by the City Council WC will flux/1L Mr ,Dméo‘é (Ll/LR

(For TNDs only)
. The proposed project substantially meets the guiding principles for TNDs as set forth in Section

8.1.13 of the Unied Development Ordinance including, principles of the public realm, principles of

the transportation system, principles of mixed use, architectural principles, principles of the

neighborhood center, and principles of open spaces and natural site characteristics.

74:7 {id/M7 MN [4% 4/,” /S ewe/07w.

”‘ WWW. cityofgaston/a. com * P. 0. Box 1748, Gastonia, NC 28053 if Phone {704) 854-5652 * Fax (704) 869-1960 ‘7‘
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MEMORANDUM 
 

 

Date:   May 27, 2020 

 
To: Michael Peoples 

City Manager 

 
From:  Jason Thompson, AICP 

  Planning Director 

 

Subject: Public Hearing - Bundle of amendments to the Unified Development Ordinance (File #9508) 

______________________________________________________________________ 

 

 
Proposed Amendments 

 
Subject hearing involves an ordinance amending Chapter 8 Supplemental Use Regulations and Chapter 12 Signs of 
the Unified Development Ordinance to clarify lot width standards in Section 8.1.11 Revised Residential  

Development Districts, to add new urban provisions to Section 8.1.17 Single-family, Attached Developments, and 

modify signage allowances in Table 12.4-2 for some institutional uses located in residential zoning districts. 
 

Item #1  
Revision to Revised Residential Development Districts (R2D2) Section 8.1.11 Off Street & On Street Parking to 

correct inconsistency in lot width minimum for designating location of parking.  Revision would change "60’ or 
greater” to “55' or greater” when designating parking from the rear or the front of a property in order to make 

consistent with remaining Sections of R2D2 that stipulate a lot width designation of 55’ as the transition from front 

loaded single family housing to rear loaded single family housing. 
 

Item#2 

Revisions to Table 12.4-2 Dimension & Location Standards for Signs Requiring a Permit - Residential Districts of 

the Sign Ordinance to increase the number of and size of signage permitted for schools, museums and 
churches/houses of worship.  The general increase in building size for institutional users has created an unnecessary 

limitation on the percentage of signage allowable on a given building elevation.  The revisions proportionally 

increase the area allowable for signage and increase the number of building elevations on which signage can occur. 
 

Item#3 

Adoption of a new urban provisions to Section 8.1.17 Single-Family, Attached (Townhomes), establishing zoning 
provisions for the Site Layout and Building Design of attached townhomes within the districts and zones designated 

as Urban Gastonia.  Specifically, the Section addresses setbacks, parking, first floor elevation requirements, and 

major architectural design elements.  The provisions also inform the layout of townhome developments.   

 
Conclusion 

 

These amendments will bring clarification and address the current gaps in the UDO.  Based on the strong interest 
City staff has received on various developments and proposals, these amendments pull from existing standards and 

allow the City to be in a better position to review these pending options for property owners, businesses, and 

investment opportunities. 
 

 

Statement of Reasonableness and Consistency (motion to approve): 

This ordinance is consistent with the Gastonia 2025 Comprehensive Plan and any applicable duly adopted small 
areas plans, and is reasonable and in the public interest because it brings clarification to the Unified Development 

Ordinance and help support the goal of providing updated standards and various options for housing and 

institutional uses to the City. 
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE  

OF THE CITY OF GASTONIA 

 

An ordinance amending Chapter 8 Supplemental Use Regulations and Chapter 12 Signs of the Unified 

Development Ordinance to clarify lot width standards in Section 8.1.11 Revised Residential Development 
Districts, to add urban provisions to Section 8.1.17 Single-family, Attached Developments, and modify 

signage allowances in Table 12.4-2 for some institutional uses located in residential zoning districts. 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Gastonia deems it necessary to update the Unified Development Ordinance in 

order to facilitate the use of land and to maintain consistency with other UDO jurisdictions; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Gastonia deems it necessary to and in the public interest to have clear, concise 

and consistent standards for the management of growth and development throughout the city; and 

 

 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GASTONIA 

as follows: 

 
Section 1.  Section 8.1.11 of the Unified Development Ordinance shall be amended as follows: 

 

8.1.11   REVISED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 

OFF-STREET & ON STREET PARKING  

R-1, R-2 and R-3  
To enable emergency access to occupant area on Lots of Record equal to or greater 
than fifty-five (55) sixty (60) feet in width, but less than one hundred twenty (120) feet in 
width, minimum required off-street parking space(s), whether enclosed or not, shall be 
recessed at least three and one-half (3.5) feet behind the primary front plane of the 
Conditioned Space of a residential structure.  

 

R-3 and R-4  
To enable emergency access to occupant area on Lots of Record less than fifty-five (55) 
sixty (60) feet in width, rear lane access, by a "privately maintained public access and 
utility easement" is required if on-site parking is provided.  

 

Front or Side Entry Parking on R-4  
To enable emergency access to occupant area on Lots of Record less than fifty-five (55) 
sixty (60) feet in width, attached and detached single family homes may be permitted to 
have front or side entry parking access if the following conditions are met: 

  
1.  For attached single family homes, the minimum required off-street parking space(s) 

whether enclosed or not, may not abut one (1) another unless connected to an alley 
privately maintained public access and utility easement.  

2.  Single or double bay side-loading off-street parking spaces, whether enclosed or not, 
shall be permitted for the end unit of an attached house provided the minimum 
required off-street parking spaces(s), whether enclosed or not, is recessed at least 
one and one-half (1.5) feet behind the primary plane of the conditioned space of a 
residential structure. 

 

Section 2.  Section 8.1.17 of the Unified Development Ordinance shall be amended as follows: 

 

8.1.17   SINGLE-FAMILY ATTACHED DEVELOPMENT 

 [NEXT PAGE] 
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C. Single-Family Attached – Urban Option 
Single-family attached (townhome) development is permissible on any residentially zoned property served 
by public water and sewer with a minimum of 44’ of frontage onto a dedicated public ROW in the RMF, TMU, 
OLC, UMU, C-1, and PD Districts.  Townhomes shall adhere to the following general provisions: 
 
 1) be built in groupings of 3 min. 
 

2) have front setbacks of between 5ft min - 10ft max as measured from fronting ROW line and/or 
back of sidewalk.  Stoops, Stairs and Bay Windows are permitted to encroach a max of 5ft into the 
front setback.  Minimum front sidewalk width shall be 9ft. 

 
 3) be rear loaded 
 

4) provide finished property grade elevations that are generally level between the fronting ROW line, 

and/or, the back of sidewalk and a unit s front facade wall for any residentially developed property 
 

5) raise the first floor of all Single Family Attached units between 3ft min and 4ft max above the fin-
ished grade. 

(a) in instances where the grade differential between a unit s front facade is greater than the 
elevation of the fronting ROW line and/or back of sidewalk, the finished first floor elevation 
shall make up the difference between the two levels until 3ft elevation is achieved after which 
no additional first floor grade elevation is required.   

 
  (b) in no instance shall a front facade be built on a finished grade elevation lower  
  than the fronting ROW line and/or back of sidewalk. 
 
Single Family Attached developments permissible in all other Zoning Districts as defined by this UDO shall 
generally construct ROW's to run parallel to finished contour lines and adhere to the provisions above except 
when the following condition applies: 
 

1) Single Family Attached Units setback 20ft or more from a fronting ROW line and/or back of side-
walk, due to topographic constraints, and/or front loaded product type, shall raise the first floor ele-
vation a minimum of 2ft from finished grade as measured at the units front facade.    
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1.  Site Dimensions 
1(a)   Net Site Area                                   3,300’ min 
1(b)   Width                                                  44’ min        
 
2.  Lot Dimensions 
2(a)   Area                                                        NA 
2(b)   Width - interior lot                           14’ min             
 
3.  Parking Setbacks: 
3(a)   From Side Lot Line                              0 or 6’                     

3(b)   From Rear lot line                                3 min                

3(c)   From alley                                               4 min                              
            
4.  Building Setbacks 
4(a)  From Primary St                           5’ min - 10’ max              
4(b)  From Side St                                       10’ min                 
4(c)  From Side Lot Line                              0’, or 6’            
4(d)  From rear lot line                                20’ min      
4(d)  From alley, garage only                  4’ or 20’ min     

1(a) 

1(b) 

2(a) 

2(b) 

3(a) 

3(b) 

4(a) 4(b

4(c) 
4(d) 
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Site Layout 
 

1) Vehicular entrances to garages, including areas used for vehicular access to  
attached and detached garages, shall be located to the rear of the building and shall not face a 
frontage or common open space.  Rear lanes and Alleys are not considered frontage.   

 
2) Surface parking shall be located to the rear of buildings. 
 
3) The primary pedestrian entry to each dwelling unit shall face a frontage.  A primary  
entry may instead face a common open space if the following standards are met: 
 
 a) Applicant does not seek to increase existing total building footprint by an amount 

that; encroaches within 3’ of a rear and side yard line, or 5’ of a front yard line as designated by 
the building site plan; requires grading and/or land disturbance of more than 50% of the prop-
erty area.  Alterations and improvements that do not increase the building footprint area, or 
height above what is allowed by the zone, are permitted.  

  
 b) The common open space shall be a minimum of 30’ in depth, measured 
 perpendicularly from the front building line of the dwelling unit.  

 
 c) Primary entrances to other attached dwelling units, either adjacent or opposite, shall also 

face the common open space.  
 

 d) A corner unit fronting on common open space and also a frontage shall have either an ar-
chitectural feature, such as a bay window or porch that wraps the corner, on the ground floor 
facade adjacent to the frontage or a prominent entry with direct access from the frontage.   
 

4) The minimum number of townhomes in a single structure shall be five (5).  
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30’ Min 

Primary entrances  
shall face open space 

Building Design 
1) Structures shall incorporate elements of variation on any facade that abuts a frontage or com-
mon open space.  Variation may be accomplished by using at least three of the following: 

a) Change in the roofline, such as variation in the roof pitch, projections, or overhangs at inter-
vals no more than 30’. 
 
b) Architectural feature, such as balconies, bay windows, or other elements of  
encroachment, along the front facade of each dwelling. 

 
c) Raised entry of 1.5’ or greater above grade. 
 
d) Porch or stoop no less than 4’ in width. 
 

2) The primary pedestrian entry shall be a prominent entrance on the front elevation and an inte-
gral part of the structure. 
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5.  Build-to (Site)  
5(a)  Primary St Build-to                                           5 min - 10 max   
5(b)  Building width in primary build-to                          70% min  
 
6.  Height* 
6(a)  Principal Building (max)                                       45’/3.5 fl max     
        Accessory Structure (max)                                        25’ max                
 
7.  Ground Floor Elevation 
7(a)  Within build-to                                                             3’ 
7(a)  Outside of build-to                                                     NA 
 
8.  Pedestrian Access 
8(a)  Street facing entrance req’d for  
        units fronting street                                                    yes  
 
9.   Allowed Building Elements                                 
       Porch, stoop, balcony, bay window              5’ max encroachment 
    
* Measured to top of parapet line.  Highest roof pitch not to exceed 48’ 

6(a) 

5(a) 

5(b) 

8(a) 

9 
9 

9 

7(a) 
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Section 3.   Table 12.4-2 of the Unified Development Ordinance shall be created as follows: 
 

[NEXT PAGE] 
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TABLE 12.4-2  
DIMENSION AND LOCATION STANDARDS FOR SIGNS REQUIRING A PERMIT - RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS 

 
The following signs may be placed in such districts subsequent to the issuance of a permit by the zoning administrator. All signs not specifically allowed shall be prohibited. 

 Types of signs 
permitted** 

Permitted number of signs Maximum sign area Maximum Sign Height 

Bed and breakfast 
inns, day care centers, 
family care homes, 
group home facilities 
and rooming houses 

 (wall, 
ground/monument) 

One per establishment 4 square feet. We need to clarify if 
this is for wall or ground sign since 
we allow both in this context. Or 
we can just remove wall signs 
entirely. There are some specific 
rules for home occupations that 
don’t apply to the family care 
homes and rooming houses. 
 
Bed and Breakfast Inns may have 
up to 9 square feet 

WALLWall: Sign shall not be allowed to 
extend above the parapet of the 
buildingSee Section 12.5.5  
 
GROUNDGround: 5 feet 

Schools, museums and 
churches/houses of 
worship 

 (wall, 
projecting/Suspended 
ground/monument) 

Wall. One sign One (1) sign shall be permitted 
per wall elevation.  A wall offset 5 feet or 
greater from the main primary facade in any 
direction may be considered a separate wall 
elevation for the purposes of calculating total 
number of signs. 
 
Projecting Suspended: One per exterior public 
entrance. 
 
Ground.  
a. One sign on each public street front provided 
that no two signs are located within a straight 
line distance of 200 feet. 
 
 b. For any non-residential use, which contains 
more than one principal structure, one group or 
monument identification sign may be placed 
within 20 feet of each structure provided that 
the structure does not contain any wall 
identification sign. 

Wall:   A A wall sign on theon the 
primary facade shall not exceed 6 
percent of the total square 
footage of the wall elevation.  Wall 
signs on all other facades shall not 
exceed 3 percent of the total 
square footage for the facade on 
which they are located.   
 
In instances where the 
opportunity exists for 2 or more 
signs because of facade offsets 
only 1 sign may be up to 6 
percent.  The rest shall not exceed 
3 percent. 
 
Projecting/Suspended: 10 square 
feet per sign 
  
Ground: 
 a.64 square feet. 
  
 
 
b. 10  square feet. 

Wall: Sign shall not be allowed to extend 
above the parapet of the building. 
 
Projecting /Suspend: See Section 12.5.6 
 
Ground: 

a. 20 feet 
 
 

b. 4 feet 
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TABLE 12.4-2  
DIMENSION AND LOCATION STANDARDS FOR SIGNS REQUIRING A PERMIT - RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS 

 
The following signs may be placed in such districts subsequent to the issuance of a permit by the zoning administrator. All signs not specifically allowed shall be prohibited. 

All other uses Identification sign 
(wall, 
ground/monument) 

Wall. One per premises for non-residential uses. 
 
Ground.  

a. One sign on each public street front 
provided that no two signs are located 
within a straight line distance of 200 
feet. 

b. For any non-residential use, which 
contains more than one principal 
structure, one group or monument 
identification sign may be placed 
within 20 feet of each structure 
provided that the structure does not 
contain any wall identification signs. 

Wall. 32 square feet  
 
Ground  

a. 32 square feet 
 
 
 

b. 10 square feet 

Wall: Sign shall not be allowed to extend 
above the parapet of the building.See 
Section 12.5.5. 
Ground:  

a. 8 feet 
 
 
 

b. 4 feet 

 

*Lighting permitted per Section 12.6 for bed and breakfast inns only.       

** Refer to Section 12.5 for additional specifications. 
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Section 4. All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict herein are hereby repealed. 
 

Section 5. Should any provision of this ordinance be declared invalid or unconstitutional by any court 

of competent jurisdiction, such declaration shall not affect the validity of the ordinance as 

a whole or any part thereof which is not specifically declared to be invalid or 
unconstitutional. 

 

Section 6. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the date of its adoption. 
 

Section 7. This ordinance is consistent with the Gastonia 2025 Comprehensive Plan and any 

applicable duly adopted small area plans, and is reasonable and in the public interest 
because it promotes the health, safety, and welfare. 

 

This the ____ day of ___________, 2020. 

 

 

       ________________________________ 
        Walker E. Reid, III, Mayor  

 

ATTEST: 
 

 

_______________________ 
City Clerk 

 

 

 
Ord20-700.docx 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

 
Date:    May 28, 2020 

 

To:  Gastonia Planning Commission 

 

From:  Keith Lineberger, Land Development Project Manager                                                                                                                                                                                                  

 

Thru:    Tucker Johnson, PE, Assistant City Engineer 

   

Subject: Item for June 4, 2020 Gastonia Planning Commission Agenda  

 

PRELIMINARY MAJOR SUBDIVISION PLAT 

CRAMER ESTATES PHASE 2 

TONY DUNCAN 

FILE NO.  9232 

 
Tony Duncan has submitted a preliminary subdivision plat for a development to be known as Cramer 

Estates Phase 2.  The property is located on the west side of Stroupe Road, between Queens Street and 

Catawba Creek Drive.  The development will contain 34 single family lots.  The property is located within 

the Gastonia Corporate limits and is zoned RS-12.   

 

Stroupe Road is currently not constructed to City standards and is recommended for road improvements.  

The developer will dedicate 30 feet of right-of-way (if not already dedicated) and will widen the pavement 

to 14.5 feet from the existing centerline of pavement.  The developer will also be responsible for installing 

concrete curb and gutter, storm drainage, sidewalks, and any other necessary improvements on Stoupe Road 

along the length of the subdivision. 

 

Public water and sewer will service the property.  Public water will be extended throughout the development 

from an existing water line along Stroupe Road.  Public sewer will be extended throughout the property 

from existing lines that cross the property.      

 

The “Preliminary Plat” is in conformance with the City of Gastonia’s Subdivision Ordinance and is 

therefore recommended for approval subject to the following conditions: 

          

 

1. No building permits or site work shall be allowed prior to the recording of the final plat. 

 

2. All open space to be dedicated and maintained by a Homeowners Association.  

 

3. Final plat to be signed and sealed by Professional Land Surveyor. 

 

4. All owners of the property included in the subdivision are to sign the final recording plat. 

 

5. Location of driveway/road entrances to be approved by the City and NCDOT. 

 

6. Developer shall secure the necessary approval, permits, and encroachments from private utilities as 

required. 

 

7. Comply with Gaston County Erosion Control Ordinance. 

 

8. Comply with “General Storm Drainage System Notes” as shown on the subdivision plan review copy 

and checklist. 

 

9. Secure street name approval. 

 

10. Developer to verify that all lots are buildable with respect to all jurisdictions, encumbrances such as 

easements, setbacks, minimum lot size, etc., prior to recording of final plat. 

 

11. Secure water and sewer approvals from the appropriate review agencies, enter into agreement for 

installation of utilities with the City of Gastonia, and dedicate the necessary easement prior to 

construction. 

 

12. Developer is responsible for location of existing underground utilities prior to construction. 

 

13. Dedicate the standard interior, exterior, and rear lot line drainage and utility easements unless otherwise 

shown. 
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14. Comply with all City comments as shown on the preliminary plat.   

 

15. Complete all appropriate submittals for major subdivisions. 

 

16. Show buildings setback lines on all lots.   

 

17. Comply with all applicable City Codes and Ordinances. 

 

18. No encroachments, including fill material or structures, shall be permitted along any stream unless 

certification by a registered professional engineer is provided demonstrating that such encroachment 

shall not result in any increase in flood levels during the occurrence of the base flood discharge. 

 

19. The Developer is to secure any necessary Army Corp of Engineers wetland permits required for this 

project.  A copy of the notice of concurrence shall be given to the City staff for file purposes. 

 

20. Within a year after approval of the preliminary plat, the subdivider shall have construction plans 

approved or the preliminary plat shall become null and void. 

 

21. Site grading shall not occur prior to the submission of an approved soil erosion and sedimentation 

control plan and the approval of engineering construction plans. 

 

22. The construction plans shall adhere to latest revision of the City of Gastonia “Subdivision Grading 

Minimum Design Standards.” 

 

23. No Certificate of Occupancy will be issued until all proposed public improvements are completed in 

accordance with the engineering plans approved by the Engineering Standards Division. 

 

(Presentation to be made by: Keith Lineberger) 
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SITE SUMMARY:

OWNER:   DUNCAN & SMITH LLC 
P.O. BOX 39
GASTONIA, NC  28054

DEVELOPER:  DUNCAN & SMITH, LLC
    PO BOX 39
    GASTONIA, NC  28053

SUBJECT:  CRAMER ESTATES
34 LOTS - 90' LOTS

SITE ADDRESS:  STROUPE ROAD, GASTONIA, NC
PARCEL NOS.:  149235, 225609
OWNER ID:  1682282
PIN NO.:  3564812402, 3564618443
TOTAL SITE AREA: 41.18 ACRES TOTAL
10.926 AC± ACRES IN COMMON OPEN SPACE
PROPOSED USE: RESIDENTIAL
ZONING:  RS12 - RESIDENTIAL 12,000 SF/LOT
LOT COUNT: 34 SINGLE FAMILY LOTS
DEED BOOK: 4955, PG. 0756

SETBACKS:   MIN.FRONT SETBACK = 30'
  MIN. SIDE SETBACK @ CORNER LOTS = 22'
  MIN.SIDE SETBACK = 12'     
  MIN. REAR SETBACKS = 30'
  MIN. LOT SIZE = 12,000 SF
  MIN. LOT WIDTH = 90'
  MAX. BUILDING HEIGHT = 45'

FLOOD PLAIN INFORMATION:
  ZONE X, MINIMAL FLOOD RISK
  TRIBUTARY: UNNAMED TRIBUTARY TO 

    CATAWBA CREEK
  PANEL #: 3564
  MAP #: 3710356400J
  DATE: SEPTEMBER 28, 2007
  LONGITUDE: -81.11695, LATITUDE: 35.21896
  CID NO.: 370100
  AREA: CITY OF GASTONIA, COUNTY - GASTON

NEW RESIDENTIAL STREETS

C

SOUTH AND WEST SIDENORTH AND EAST SIDE

L

CITY ENGINEERStandard Detail

CITY ENGINEER:
CHECKED BY:
DRAWN BY:
SCALE:
DATE:REVISED

50' R/W - Standard Street
Cross Section

NOTES:

INSET

###-#

NOTE:
MINIMUM 25' RADIUS DEDICATED AT THE INTERSECTION
OF 50' RADIUS CUL-DE-SAC R/W LINE & STREET R/W LINE.

LOT 50

NOTE:
LOTS 90' MINIMUM AT
FRONT SETBACK.
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