
Minutes 

Planning Commission 

January 6, 2020 

The City of Mount Holly Planning Commission met on January 6, 2020 at 6:30pm at the 
Municipal Complex located at 400 East Central Avenue, Mount Holly. Those members present 
were Chairman Myles Biggerstaff, Vice Chairman Will Crist, Rodney Williams, Joni Burton, 
Melanie Nichols, Jerry Bishop, Teraseta Ellerbe, and LeRoy Thorns. City Manager Danny 
Jackson, Planning Director Greg Beal, Planner Brian DuPont, Planner Jonathan Wilson, and 
Code Enforcement Officer Brandon Livingston were also present at the meeting. 

Chairman Biggerstaff called the meeting to order and moved to the second item on the agenda; 
Reading of Ethics Statement: In accordance with the Rules of Procedures, it is the duty of every 
Planning Commission and Board of Adjustment member to avoid conflicts of interest. Does any 
member have any known conflicts of interest in respect to any matters coming before the 
Planning Commission and Board of Adjustment today? If so, please identify the conflict and 
refrain from any participation in the particular matter involved. No member had a known conflict 
of interest. 

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the third item on the agenda: Approval of the minutes. Mr. Crist 
made a motion to approve the minutes with no corrections needed and Mr. Bishop seconded. The 
motion was approved with all in favor.  

Planning Commission  

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the fourth item on the agenda: Public hearing, regarding a 
request by Eastwood Homes, for a rezoning of Tax Parcel ID #'s 202122, 181227, 202690, 
181214, 225889, 199264 and 180092 from R-1 and RS-12 Gaston County to Conditional District 
Residential. 
 
Mr. Wilson began by saying that City Staff has been working with Eastwood Homes for over a 
year in which they have submitted a rezoning request for Tax Parcels ID 181227, 202690, and 
180092 from R-1 Gaston County and Tax Parcel ID's 202122, 225889, 199264, and 181214, 
from RS-12 Gaston County to Single Family Conditional District. All seven of the parcels are 
located under Gaston County Zoning Jurisdiction and total approximately 130.27 acres in size. 
The applicant wishes to rezone the properties to a Conditional District zoning district to include 
single family residential as detached homes, multi-family residential townhomes and amenities. 
The applicant will be requesting permission to develop up to 256 single family homes and 100 
townhomes, Additionally, the proposed density of the development is 2.73 lots per acre.  

The applicant is proposing 90 lots with a minimum lot width of 50 feet to be age targeted; 65 lots                    
with a minimum lot width of 60 feet to be single family; 101 lots with a minimum lot width of 50                     
feet to be single family, and 100 townhomes.  

The applicant is required to provide a minimum of 17.8 acres of usable open space. This                
minimum is derived from the equation of 1 acre of open space per 20 homes. The applicant is                  



providing 30.3 acres of usable open space which does include a 3-acre credit for at least 6,000                 
linear feet of 10-foot-wide paved trail throughout the development. Additionally, the applicant            
states in Note 3 that there will be a mixture of trail surface throughout the development and that a                   
minimum of 50% shall meet the City's greenway standard. The applicant also notes that all trails                
shall meet the City's greenway marking system.  

The applicant is also proposing an amenity center and sports field which shall encompass 6.3               
acres. There are also various locations throughout the development where the applicant has             
identified active open space. The applicant agrees to install the pool and cabana prior to the 100th                 
zoning permit being issued by the City of Mount Holly. Applicant also agrees to install all                
walking trails/parks prior to recording the plat for Phase 2 and that all amenities must be installed                 
before final bonds will be released.  

The applicant agrees to provide a minimum 25-foot buffer along the boundary of the property               
with the exception of road crossings and other minor variations shown on the site plan, in which                 
the requirement is only 15 feet. Additionally, the applicant agrees to maintain an average buffer               
of 100 feet on all creeks, rivers and wetlands. The applicant does request the ability to grade to a                   
50-foot buffer where necessary to improve the overall quality of the development.  

The applicant is proposing the architectural elements to include a mixture of front porches, 
stoops and other City approved elements. A mixture of crawlspace, slab and basement 
foundations depending on topography shall be utilized. Homes requiring a slab foundation shall 
incorporate a 12-inch brick wrapped foundation. Homes shall utilize a mixture of building 
materials including brick, stone and fiber cement siding, vinyl shall only be allowed on doors, 
windows, soffits and trim. All garages shall be carriage style and have windows. The color of 
garage doors shall be complementary to house colors. All homes with front facing garages shall 
have two individual garage bays (rather than a single bay). In addition, all garage doors shall 
utilize a variety of decorative features including windows, colors and hardware. No two homes 
of the same style shall be allowed in front of or beside a particular style house.  

Mr. Wilson said all one-story single family homes shall be constructed to provide a minimum 
heated floor area of no less than 1,575 square feet. Active adult homes will be constructed to 
provide a minimum heated floor area of no less than 1,500 square feet. All two-story single 
family homes will be constructed to provide a minimum heated floor area of no less than 1,950 
square feet. All townhomes will be constructed to provide a minimum heated floor area of no 
less than 1,300 square feet. Heated floor area calculations exclude porches, garages (attached or 
detached), attics, outdoor access storage areas and all other unheated spaces.  

The Strategic Vision Plan has Design Guidelines for Voluntary Annexations which Staff believes 
should be incorporated into the Conditional District Zoning Site Plan. The applicant is not 
meeting the requirements of the Design Guidelines for Voluntary Annexations from the Strategic 
Vision Plan however these guidelines are enforced via a quid-pro-quo process. Staff believes that 
under this premise the applicant is fulfilling the Design Guidelines for Voluntary Annexations 
from the Strategic Vision Plan.  



Mr. Wilson continued by stating that the applicant did go through a City's Traffic Impact 
Analysis which was conducted by Kimley Horn, the City's on-call Transportation Engineers. The 
TIA’s recommendations include West Catawba Avenue and Legion Road/Driveway #1 having a 
single southbound egress and single ingress lane along Driveway #1 and an alignment of 
Driveway #1 with Legion Road to avoid or minimize offset. West Catawba Avenue and Rankin 
Avenue/Driveway #2 should have a single lane roundabout constructed and a single southbound 
egress and single ingress lane along Driveway #2. West Catawba Avenue and South Hawthorne 
Street should have a southbound right-turn lane along South Hawthorne Street with 100 feet 
of storage and appropriate turn-lane taper that ties into the existing curb return at the existing 
Mount Holly Middle School driveway. East Charlotte Avenue (NC 27) and Highland Street (NC 
273) should have a pedestrian pedestal installed with push button in northwest quadrant of the 
intersection. Howie Street and Driveway #3 should have a single westbound egress and single 
ingress lane along Driveway #3. Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements should be made on the 
sidewalk along the north side of West Catawba Avenue between Old Hickory Grove Road and 
the Mount Holly Middle School driveway/Scott Street. Also the addition of greenway/multi-use 
path connections as determined by GCLMPO and City of Mount Holly. The applicant should 
coordinate with GCLMPO, City of Mount Holly and NCDOT staff to determine appropriate 
alignment and cross-section of the portions of the future Rankin Avenue Extension that crosses 
through the proposed site, and/or confirm the proposed site does not prohibit construction of the 
future Rankin Avenue Extension. The applicant should coordinate with GCLMPO staff to 
confirm the Clearwater Lake Extension does not need to be constructed as part of the site, as is 
currently shown to cross proposed site in the CTP.  

The applicant is proposing the following TIA mitigation requirements as identified in Note 40 of 
the Conditional District Zoning Plan. A single southbound egress and single ingress lane along 
Driveway #1 as well as an alignment of Driveway #1 with Legion Road to avoid or minimize 
offset. The developer proposes to have this completed prior to platting first lot of Phase 1. A 
single southbound egress and single ingress lane along Driveway #2 with the construction of a 
single lane roundabout at the intersection of West Catawba Avenue and Rankin 
Avenue/Driveway #2. The developer proposes to have this completed prior to platting first lot of 
Phase 1. A right turn lane along South Hawthorne Street with 100 feet of storage and 
an appropriate turn lane taper into the existing curb at the existing Mount Holly Middle School 
driveway. The Developer proposes to have this completed prior to platting of 100th lot. 
Installation of a pedestrian pedestal with push button located in the northwest quadrant of the 
intersection of NC 27 and NC 273. The developer proposes to have this completed prior to 
platting the first lot of Phase 3 or platting 275th lot. A single westbound egress and single ingress 
lane along Driveway #3. The developer proposes to have this completed prior to platting first lot 
of Phase 3 or platting 275th lot. Construction of approximately 3,800 linear feet of sidewalk 
along the north side of West Catawba Avenue between Old Hickory Grove Road and the Mount 
Holly Middle School driveway/Scott Street. The developer proposes to have this completed prior 
to platting first lot of Phase 1. Phasing for TIA mitigation may change based on comments from 
NCDOT when driveway permits are applied for during design phase or project.)  



Mr. Wilson said all proposed gravity sewer system and potable water main systems shall be 
dedicated to the City of Mount Holly for ownership and maintenance. The water line shall be 
looped from the townhome cul-de-sac connecting to the line at the collector intersection with the 
townhome site. An 8-inch water main loop shall be extended from the connection point at 
Howie Street to Old Hickory Grove Road. To ensure adequate water service and fire flow a 
12-inch water main will be installed connecting larger water mains to the east and west of the 
project site approximately from Clearwater Lake Road to the eastern property line. This project 
contributes sewage to the Dutchman’s Creek Pump Station which will have to be upgraded. This 
project will be required to pay a total of $195,340 in upgrade improvements. This will be due at 
the time the first zoning permit is to be issued by the City. A portion of the existing 12-inch 
sewer line is not sized to handle the flow generated from this project and will require an 8-inch 
parallel sewer line of which this project would use approximately 80.8% of the pipe 
capacity. The fair share for the design, permitting and construction costs of a sewer line 
sufficient in size to accept the flow from this project is $1,148,976. Payment of this fair share 
cost will either be payable at the time the annexation agreement has been executed by the City 
25% or $287,244; payable at the time the City advertises for design firm RFQ's 25% or 
$287,488; payable at the time of the first closing in the project: 50% or $574,488. A proposed 
sewer pipe shall be operational before the first closing in Phase 2. The existing 12-inch sewer 
line will be able to accommodate flows from 176 units.  
 
Mr. Wilson said a Public Involvement Meeting was held on Tuesday, September 24, 2019 from 
4:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. Notices of the public involvement meeting were mailed to one hundred 
and one (101) properties that are within two-hundred and fifty (250) feet of the properties, a 
newspaper ad was placed in the Gaston Gazette and the property was posted at the intersection of 
West Catawba Avenue and Rankin Avenue notifying the public of the meeting. There were 
twenty-three (23) persons who attended the public involvement meeting. Staff received two 
comments from attendees at the public involvement meeting. One comment was in regard to the 
boundary buffer and the other comment was in regard to traffic on Howie Street. The applicant 
has agreed to the boundary buffer that is in line with the comment and the applicant is addressing 
all traffic improvements for Howie Street that were identified in the TIA. City Council will also 
hold a public hearing on the matter at the January 13, 2020 meeting. Additionally, the applicant 
is requesting annexation for the above parcels in which the request will be heard by City 
Council. 
 
The applicant from Eastwood Homes, Mike Conley and Brandon Pridemore Mr. Conley’s 
engineer came up to speak. Mr. Pridemore began by saying that they were wanting a variety of 
homes and townhomes. Mr. Pridemore was also very excited to be in Mount Holly and about the 
project. Mr. Pridemore continued by stating that after some discussions, it would be best to table 
this project after questions were brought to their attention that they are wanting to address. 
Eastwood homes gave minimum dimensions but no maximums were provided. Maximum 
options were wanting to be added to address the questions and for cost effectiveness.  
 



Chairman Biggerstaff stated that this was a public hearing and that the board would close the 
hearing but reopen the hearing for the next scheduled meeting. Ms. Burton made a motion to 
continue the hearing for the next meeting on February 3rd, 2020. Mr. Crist seconded the motion.  
 
Ms. Ellerbe asked if this project needed approval from Gaston County or from the school 
superintendent since it was being built near a school. Mr. Wilson said that no approval was 
needed. Mr. Beal added that maps and documents had been sent to the school system in regards 
to school increases. Ms. Ellerbe added her concern for traffic and why the use of a traffic circle 
instead of lights or stop signs. Mr.Pridemore said that traffic circles were a safer option 
according to NCDOT. Mr. DuPont also stated that there would be less traffic because of the 
distribution of ingress/egress. Mr. DuPont added that humans tend to go the shortest route and 
with 3 entrances everyone would not be using the same ingress/egress which would decrease the 
amount of traffic in and out of the development. Ms. Ellerbe asked if any of the development 
would be in the floodplain. Mr. Pridemore stated that a floodplain study would be conducted. 
Ms. Burton asked if a No Rise Certificate would be provided with the floodplain study which the 
applicant stated did not have to be provided. Mr. Beal stated that a 1-foot rise was allowed. Ms. 
Burton asked if the streets/roads in the development would be in the floodplain and Mr. 
Pridemore said if streets were in the floodplain the streets would be elevated if approved. Ms. 
Burton noted that there seemed to be a significant amount of development on the proposed plan 
within the 100-year floodplain and expressed concerns about modifications to land within the 
floodplain and how that may negatively impact existing developed property in the area. 
 
Ms. Burton asked why an 8-inch parallel sewer was being proposed instead of upsizing the 
existing 12-inch sewer.  She stated that it is not standard practice in the sewer industry to parallel 
a small diameter pipe and expressed concerns about the long-term maintenance implications of 
this decision. It was proposed by the City Engineer. Ms. Burton expressed concerns about the 
payment schedule for the sewer improvements.  The payment structure requires that the sewer 
improvements be completed at the City’s cost prior to the receipt of half of the developer’s 
payment.  She noted the potential financial risk to the City if the development doesn’t move 
forward. 
 
Ms. Burton highlighted the stated plan that 'no two homes of the same style shall be allowed in 
front of or beside a particular style house' and asked how the City would enforce this 
requirement.  She noted the lack of variety in home styles in the final phase of her neighborhood 
and stated that her neighborhood's variety policy had not been enforced. Mr. Beal stated that this 
would be regulated by the zoning administrator who issues the zoning permits as well as by the 
builders. Mr. Crist asked about garages and how garage standards could keep people from 
parking so many cars on the driveway and onto the sidewalks. Mr. Beal said that no more than 
20% of homes in a development can have a front loading garage however garages can have 
decorative treatment and an assortment of materials to offset. Mr. Bishop asked how long the 
project would take to be built out and Mr. Conley stated that they were hoping no more than six 
(6) to seven (7) years.  
 
Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the fifth item on the agenda: Public hearing to amend Article 6 
and 7 of the Zoning Ordinance for a cigar bar and lounge use.  



 
Mr. DuPont began by saying that staff had received a Text Amendment Application to allow for 
a cigar bar and lounge use. The applicant is seeking a text amendment to permit a cigar bar and 
lounge, which would be a place of business that has a dedicated humidor of at least 25 square 
feet which store, sale and smoke cigars or pipe tobacco on premises. This type of use is regulated 
through the State as a private club, but must first be permitted by the local agency.  

Mr. DuPont added that through coordination with the applicant the text amendment would 
recommend only permitting this use in the B-1 zoning district with a new Note 31 in Article 7. 
Mr. DuPont said that the added note to Article 7 would state,  

Article 7, Note 31 Cigar Bar & Lounge  
A. Cigar Bar and lounge also referred to as smoking lounge means an establishment, which, as 
one of its principal business purposes, promotes the smoking of tobacco products or other legal 
substances on its premises. The term "smoking lounge" includes, but, is not limited to: cigar  
lounges, hookah cafes, tobacco lounges, tobacco clubs, or tobacco bars.  
B. Cigar Bar and lounges are exempt from the North Carolina Smoke-Free Law, NCGS 
130A-496(b) if they meet certain requirements regulated through the State.  
C. The accessory uses of on premise sale of alcohol and food is permitted in conjunction with 
a cigar bar and lounge as long as they are permitted under NCGS Article 23 for the approval of 
the principal use of a cigar bar and lounge.  
D. A dedicated space for the humidor is required, which is a box or room with constant 
humidity designed to store cigars or pipe tobacco on the premises. At least 25 square feet of the 
total square footage of the building should be dedicated to a humidor.  
 
Chairman Biggerstaff opened the public hearing and with no one wanting to speak Chairman 
Biggerstaff closed the public hearing.  
 
The applicant, Carmen Cocchiola and his partner, Bryan Hough were in attendance. Mr. Hough 
addressed questions pertaining to the proposed cigar bar however, Mr. Cocchiola did not address 
the Planning Commission. 
 
Ms. Burton was concerned with second hand smoke and for adjacent businesses if the smoke 
lounge was not a detached building. Ms. Burton also noted that NC General Statute 130A-496 
(b) (2) states ‘A cigar bar that begins operation after July 1, 2009, may only allow smoking if it 
is located in a freestanding structure occupied solely by the cigar bar and smoke from the cigar 
bar does not migrate into an enclosed area where smoking is prohibited pursuant to the 
Article.’  The agenda packet included an excerpt from a NC Division of Public Health document 
that implied that this requirement only pertains to new construction; however, the limitation of 
the freestanding structure requirement to ‘new construction’ is not included in the statute. Mr. 
Hough stated that they were investing in an air ventilation system for the smoke which would lift 
the smoke and transport it out of the building. Mr. Crist asked what the timeline was for opening 
the business and Mr. Hough said that there were a few steps that needed to be taking including 
the meeting tonight, City Council, and getting an ABC license so no true opening date is 
available at this time. Mr. Hough added that this would be a 501 C (6) social club with federal 



protection. Ms. Burton asked if adjacent businesses insurances could go up due to liability and 
chance of fire. Mr. Hough said no, the other businesses insurances would not go up and that his 
business will just need alcohol insurance and normal business insurance. Mr. Thorns asked what 
would be needed in order to become a member. Mr. Hough said pay a $25 fee and not be 
disruptive. Mr. Hough said there is no discrimination on who can become a member. Ms. Ellerbe 
asked how many members are allowed and Mr. Hough said as many as possible but there will 
obviously be capacity limits and people can be turned away if reached capacity. Ms. Ellerbe 
asked if members could bring guests and what the rules would be on the number of guests a 
member could bring. Mr. Hough said that members could bring as many guests as they would 
like for a fee between $2 and $5.  
 
Mr. Thorns made a motion to recommend to City Council with Mr. Crist seconding the motion. 
All were in favor and the motion passed. 
 
Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the sixth item on the agenda: Public hearing to amend Article 7, 
Note 13 Day care centers to conform with State requirements.  

Mr. DuPont began by saying that staff has seen the need to amend Note 13, which regulates day 
care centers. Our regulations do not conform with the State's requirements on amount of square 
footage of outdoor activity area per attendee if the total number of children attending exceeds 29. 
Mt. DuPont added that this allows day cares to have more kids but in a thoughtful way.  

Mr. DuPont went on to say that the amended Note 13 Day care Centers (6 or more) of the Zoning 
Ordinances would now read as, 

A. An adult or child day care center with six (6) or more attendees shall be operated as a 
principal use and subject to the following development standards:  
1. An indoor activity area shall be provided equivalent to at least twenty-five (25) 

square feet per attendee.  
2. If licensed for 6 to 29 children inclusive, there must be seventy-five (75) square feet 

per child of Outdoor play area for the total number of children for which the center is 
licensed.  

3. If licensed for more than 30 children, there must be at least seventy-five (75) square 
feet per child of outdoor play area for at least one-half of the total number for which 
the center is licensed, provided that the minimum amount of space is enough to 
accommodate at least 30 children.  

4. Outdoor activity area(s) for children shall be enclosed by a security fence at least 
four (4) feet in height and located outside the street setback.  

5. Centers in a residential district on a site greater than three (3) acres shall have 
frontage on a collector or thoroughfare street.  

Chairman Biggerstaff opened the public hearing and with no one wanting to speak Chairman 
Biggerstaff closed the public hearing.  
 
Mr. Crist asked what age groups would this be for and are there a use of cameras in the day 
cares. Mr. DuPont stated that these were not regulated by the City. Ms. Burton asked if it would 



be better to reference the State’s requirements rather than restate them in case future 
modifications occur.  Staff felt that it was more user-friendly to restate the State’s requirements. 
 
Ms. Ellerbe made a motion with Mr. Thorns seconding the motion. All were in favor and the 
motion passed. 
 
Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the seventh item on the agenda: Public hearing to consider 
amending Article 7, Special Requirement Notes to the Table of Permitted and Special Uses 
clarifying electronic gaming operations.  
 
Mr. DuPont began by saying that staff has seen the need to add a Note 32 in Article 7, 
Amusement Arcades & indoor places of entertainment; including bowling alleys, skating rinks, 
and indoor theaters. The use is currently permitted under Article 6, Section 6.2, Recreational 
Uses in the Zoning Ordinance. Amusement arcades have always been permitted and common 
examples familiar to the people are Chuck E. Cheese or Dave & Buster's. Mr. DuPont stated that 
there need to be clearer distinction between these permitted uses and illegal gaming or gambling 
activities that should be incorporated into the City's Zoning Ordinance. The reason is that if the 
City has to conduct zoning enforcement for illegal activities, then this gives staff stronger 
documentation when educating the public. Mr. DuPont said the State of North Carolina does not 
allow computer sweepstakes so the City does not allow this type of use as well. Mr. DuPont said 
that the new note would state, 

Note 32: Amusement arcades & indoor places of entertainment; including bowling alleys, 
skating rinks, and indoor theaters  

A. Intent: The purpose of this note is to clarify electronic gaming operations also referred to as, 
but  
not limited to "internet sweepstake, internet café, game room, video poker". Under North 
Carolina G.S. 14-306.4, these uses are not to be permitted or considered the same as an 
amusement arcade.  

B. Amusement Arcades as defined under Section 3.26.1 of this Ordinance are places of  
entertainment primarily featuring coin-operated gaming machines. This use is permitted in 
certain zoning districts in Section 6.2, Recreational Uses of this Ordinance and not considered 
the same as electronic gaming operations  

C. The following terms shall be defined as set forth below and used for determining if an activity 
is considered illegal under NCGS 12-306.4. All other terms shall have their customary meaning,  

a. ELECTRONIC GAMING OPERATION: Any business enterprise where persons utilize  
electronic machines, including but not limited to computers, gaming terminals, and 
electronic tables, to conduct games of chance, skill, or dexterity, including sweepstakes, 
and where cash, merchandise, or other items of value are redeemed or otherwise 



distributed, whether or not the value of such distribution is determined by electronic 
games played or predetermined odds.  
Electronic gaming operations may include, but are not limited to, internet cafes, internet 
sweepstakes, adult gaming facilities, electronic gaming machines or operations, fish 
games, pot o'gold, or cybercafes. This does not include any lottery approved by the State 
of North Carolina or any nonprofit operation that is otherwise lawful under State  
law.  

b. INTERNET CAFÉ. An internet café is a place where one can use a computer with 
Internet access, usually for a fee, either per hour or minute; or with a pass for a day or 
month, etc. It may serve as a regular café as well, with food and drinks being served. This 
definition does not include internet sweepstake cafes.  

c. GAME ROOM. Any place of business that principally operates mechanical games or 
pay  
devices or tables for which charge is made either directly or indirectly. Examples, by way 
of illustration and not limitation, are pool rooms, bowling alleys, billiard halls, 
amusement centers, video game rooms and the like.  

d. ELECTRONIC GAMING DEVICE. Any electronic device (computers, terminals, etc) 
that is  
capable of visually displaying information to sweepstake entrants in the form of game 
play, or simulated game play, including but not limited to:  

i. A video poker game or any other kind of video playing card game, video bingo  
game.  
ii. A video craps game, video keno game, video lotto game, eight liner, 
pot-of-gold,  
iii. Video game based on or involving the random or chance matching of different  
pictures, words, numbers, or symbols not dependent on the skill or dexterity of the 
player.  

 
e. INTERNET SWEEPSTAKES. Any game, advertising scheme or plan, or other 
promotion,  
which, with or without payment of any consideration, a person may enter to win or 
become eligible to receive any prize, the determination of which is based upon chance. 

Chairman Biggerstaff opened the public hearing and with no one wanting to speak Chairman 
Biggerstaff closed the public hearing.  
 
Ms. Burton made a motion to recommend to City Council for adoption with Mrs. Nichols 
seconding the motion. All were in favor and the motion passed. 
 
Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the eighth item on the agenda: Interview candidates for vacancy 
on Planning Commission. 



Mr. DuPont said with the resignation of Ed Olivares in August, the City advertised in the 
Monthly Newsletter in October and November for interested citizens to apply. The deadline to 
receive applications was November 15 at 5:00 PM. We also reached out to previous applicants.  

The City received three applications, Meghan Phillips, Robert Reddick, and Perry Toomey  

Mr. DuPont said as part of the application process, the applicants were notified that they must 
attend the January 6th meeting in order to be interviewed by the Planning Commission. Staff 
would like to let the group know that no decision has to be made at the January meeting. The 
goal of this meeting should be to interview and take the opportunity to ask for clarification on 
any information pertaining to their applications. In the past, a recommendation was required in 
order to fill the 3 vacancies in order to maintain a Quorum for conducting business. 

● Meghan Phillips (145 Oakland Street) – Mrs. Phillips moved to Mount Holly 2 years ago 
from the Washington DC Area and has loved the City as well as has enjoyed the 
company of her neighbors. She is an attorney that works for a federal judge but works 
remotely. Mrs. Phillips was told about the opening from a neighbor. She wants to see 
Mount Holly succeed and grow which has made her want to do her part to make sure 
planning and development issues are attended to. She is wanting to learn and grow with 
the City.  

● Robert Reddick (225 West Glendale Avenue) – Mr. Reddick has lived in Mount Holly 
for 10 to 12 years. He is a Computer software tech. Mr. Reddick likes to have an active 
lifestyle and enjoys riding his bike around the City. He likes being involved in Mount 
Holly’s Bike Plan and wants to see how the Bike Plan can improve the City’s plans 
moving forward. Mr. Reddick brought up the need for a parking plan and to be able to 
advertise the number of parking spaces there are downtown at any given time. 

● Perry Toomey (203 Dogwood Drive) – Mr. Toomey has been on Mount Holly’s City 
Council for 12 years (3-terms) and on four committees. He worked for Duke Power as a 
manager for construction and mainteniance projects for close to 40 years. He wants to see 
Mount Holly grow but wants to see it grow the right way. Mr. Toomey wants to see a 
steady growth and have plans that are in the City’s best interests.  

 
Ms. Ellerbe said that she would like to see new faces and give new people an opportunity just as 
she was given the opportunity.  
 
After a vote, a recommendation was made to City Council to have Perry Toomey become a 
commission member.  
 
With there being no other comments Mr. Williams made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. 
Crist seconded the motion and all members were in favor. Meeting was adjourned at 8:41pm 

 


