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Minutes 

Planning Commission 

July 13, 2020 

The City of Mount Holly Planning Commission met on July 13, 2020 at 6:30pm at the Municipal 

Complex located at 400 East Central Avenue, Mount Holly. Those members present were 

Chairman Myles Biggerstaff, Will Crist, Leroy Thorns, Rodney Williams, Joni Burton, Jerry 

Bishop, Melanie Nichols. Teraseta Ellerbe, and Perry Toomey. Planning Director Greg Beal, 

Planner Brian DuPont, Planner Jonathan Wilson, Code Enforcement Officer Brandon 

Livingston, and Marie Anders from the City Attorney’s Office 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.  

March 2, 2020 Minutes – Ms. Ellerbe and Ms. Burton found misspellings in the March minutes 

on pages two and four in which Ms. Burton was spelled Mr. Burton. Also, I-85 was written as 1-

85. Mr. Crist made a motion to approve the minutes with corrections and Ms. Burton seconded 

with all in favor.  

June 1, 2020 Minutes – Mr. Crist found that he had made a motion in the June minutes however, 

he was not present at this meeting. This motion was made in the 4th item of the June agenda. Ms. 

Ellerbe made a motion to approve the minutes with corrections and Mr. Toomey seconded the 

motion with all in favor.  

Planning Commission  

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the fourth item on the agenda: Public hearing for review and 

recommendation to City Council regarding a request for a rezoning of Tax Parcel ID #179662 

from R-1 Gaston County and R-20 Single Family to Conditional District Single Family for 30 

homes. Mr. DuPont began his presentation by saying Staff has been working with Arbor 

Construction LLC who will be the developer for the proposed 30 single family home subdivision 

called Sycamore. A portion of the parcel is already within the City limits. The applicant wishes 

to rezone the entire parcel to a Conditional District zoning for single family homes and 

amenities. Mr. DuPont began to describe the dimensions of the proposed lots as well as the 

amenities and architectural elements of the proposed homes: 

 Lot Dimensions & Setbacks: The developed lots would have a minimum lot size of 8,000 

square feet with following lot dimension requirements. Minimum lot width: 70 feet, Front 

setback: 25 feet, Side setback: 8 feet (10 feet corner) and Rear setback: 25 feet  

 Open Space & Amenities: The applicant is proposing 1.81 acres of usable open space, 

which exceeds the required minimum of 1.5 acres. These areas qualify as they will have 

access to recreational areas (Fenced dog park and Play structure) via sidewalk or gravel 
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path. They are also proposing to retain at least 15% of the site in pre-construction 

condition, which exceeds the 10% required.  

 Transportation Improvements: The number of units did not trip the threshold for 

requiring a Transportation Impact Analysis under the City's ordinance.  

 Architectural Elements: The applicant proposes architectural elements such as maximum 

garage off sets from front face of the house and garages will have carriage style doors 

with windows and paneling. A mixture of front elevations with mixed material elevations 

including brick, stone, hardie or city approved composite siding with high grade vinyl 

only in certain areas. A minimum of 10-inch brick or stone foundation stem wall with 

brick ledge on all four sides of homes, which the City standard is 24 inches. At least 75% 

of the homes (23) will have a 50 square foot or larger covered front porch, which the City 

standard is 100%. Accessory buildings greater than 300 square feet shall be in similar 

materials as the principal structure,  

 Land Use Plan & Vision Plan: The Vision Plan allows for a quid pro quo review. If they 

go below on a standard, then they must raise a separate standard. The applicant is going 

above on the usable open space acreage, upgraded garage doors and they are going above 

the required 10% to remain in pre-construction condition if wooded. Those 3 would allow 

a reduction on the 24" foundation, the less than 100% of units with 50 square foot front 

porches, and the 20% maximum of garages facing the street.  

Mr. DuPont added by saying that the Land Use Plan and the Future Land Use Map identifies this 

area as Neighborhood Residential and supports this type of subdivision. A Public Involvement 

Meeting was held on June 24, 2020 from 4:00 to 6:00 PM at 801 West Central Avenue, Notices 

of the meeting were mailed to twenty-three (23) properties that are within two-hundred and fifty 

(250) feet of the proposed development, a newspaper advertisement was placed in the Gaston 

Gazette and the property was posted in two locations along Craig Street and Highway 27. There 

six (6) persons who attended the meeting. There were no concerns raised by the attendees and 

the overall statements were positive about the development.  

In addition to the current notes on the plan, staff recommends the addition of a note that states all 

amenities including the sidewalks along Highway 27 and Craig Street will be installed before the 

zoning permit is issued for the 20th home in the development. Additionally, the applicant is 

requesting annexation, which will be heard by City Council.  

Mr. DuPont introduced the builder, Arbor Construction, and their representative, Brian Macuga. 

Mr. Macuga began his presentation by introducing himself and his company which has been in 

Charlotte since 1992. The subdivision that they are proposing to create in Mount Holly they are 

calling “Sycamore”. Mr. Macuga was excited about the opportunity to build in Mount Holly due 

to its close proximity to Charlotte, the Charlotte-Douglas International Airport, and to the 

Whitewater Center. Mr. Macuga is wanting to clean up the west gateway corridor into the City of 

Mount Holly with high quality homes for first-time homebuyers and up.  

Mr. Biggerstaff opened the public hearing and with no one present to speak the public hearing 

was closed. Mr. Biggerstaff opened to questions from the planning commission. Mr. Thorns 

asked what Mr. Macuga meant by “clean up” and Mr. Macuga responded by saying that he wants 

to beautify and improve the area. Ms. Burton was concerned with how the layout of the homes 

shows multiple lots backyards will be seen from the street onto highway 27. Ms. Burton also 

wanted to know if residential homes in the west gateway met the new vision plan with the 50% 
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residential, 25% retail, and 25% commercial. She wanted to know if this would still be met with 

the new development which Mr. Beal added that it would. Mrs. Nichols wanted to know the 

price point of the new homes and Mr. Macuga stated that they planned on having prices range 

from the mid to upper 300’s. Mr. Bishop asked if there would be a buffer zone between the old 

mill on the left and Craig Street on the right of the development. Mr. Macuga stated they would 

like to not be able to see the mill so there would be a buffer zone. Mr. Crist asked if the homes 

would all have front facing garages and Mr. Macuga said yes because the lots would be too small 

for side garages. Ms. Ellerbe made a motion to recommend to City Council and Mr. Crist 

seconded the motion with all in favor.  

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the fifth item on the agenda: Public hearing to consider a text 

amendment to Article 6 in the Zoning Ordinance in regard to art galleries being utilized in 

conjunction with a tattoo studio as a special use in the B-1 Central Business District. Mr. Beal 

started his presentation by explaining why there was a stop sign on the presentation forms. This 

was to let the board know that before proceeding, please understand that this text amendment, 

which has been submitted by the applicant, only seeks to establish the Special Use Process for art 

galleries, art studios and retail boutiques in conjunction with a tattoo studio. If approved by City 

Council, the applicant would then return to the Zoning Board of Adjustment and discuss her 

application for a Special Use Permit at a specific location.  

Please refrain from asking specific questions to the applicant about the proposed business, its 

location and specifics such as proposed hours of operation, unless that is a concern in the 

proposed conditions, because Special Uses are quasi-judicial procedures requiring no ex parte 

contact or discussion outside of an evidentiary hearing.  

This is the same two-step process the City followed for the establishment of musical instrument 

manufacturing in downtown (Greg Black's Mouthpieces) and the custom motorcycle and repair 

shop in downtown, which operated for several years before closing.  

Until fairly recently, tattoo studios were not even listed as a use in the City's Zoning Ordinance. 

Mount Holly, like many other towns and counties, had for years operated that if a use is not 

listed in Article 6 Table of Permitted and Special Uses that use was not allowed to operate in the 

City. Our Ordinance even had a “use prohibited” statement recommended by the School of 

Government. However, a Supreme Court case changed that approach, and summarizing, read 

that if the municipality or county had not addressed known business uses in its ordinance, it 

could be determined that use was allowed in any commercial zoning district. At staff's 

recommendation, City Council approved a text amendment to allow tattoo parlors in the B-3 

General Business Zoning District; this would be areas like the Springs Crossing and Creekside 

Shopping Centers.  

Over the years, we have had several applicants inquire about a tattoo shop within Mount Holly. 

Staff have met with some business owners and made a determination that the use was not 

allowed because of the underlying zoning. One group wanted to set up shop at the corner of 

South Main and Highland, but this area was zoned B-2, and therefore, not allowed. An appeal 

was made to the Zoning Board of Adjustment, and they determined that the zoning prohibited the 

use.  

A few weeks ago, and staff received a call, in which the applicant, Melissa Innerasky, inquired 

about opening a tattoo studio in a building in downtown. It was mentioned that there could be an 
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art gallery and/or art studio component, which could fill another need in downtown. Mr. Beal 

stated that he has read as many articles and codes that he could find, and the co-existing use 

proposal, while not unheard of (Fu's Tattoos has an art gallery on North Davidson Street in 

Charlotte), Zoning Ordinances do not particularly address it. If they do, some are completely on 

one spectrum classifying tattoo parlors as adult oriented businesses, which seems relatively 

extreme and seems to be limited to small Midwest towns as a whole, while others allow them in 

transitional neighborhoods around their downtown (Evansville, Indiana).  

Mr. Beal said that he has spoken with the applicant several times over the past few weeks, and 

she has done everything that staff has asked of her, supplying professional drawings and 

architectural videos of the proposed space.  

City staff started first by focusing on the tattoo studio and lessening the intrusiveness of the 

standard use. Although they have changed greatly over the years, it is hard to get the picture of a 

dark, seedy tattoo shop that may be floating in your head. Staff would certainly not support 

something of this nature in our downtown. Therefore, one condition is that the tattoo studio, the 

place where one would go to be tattooed by a licensed professional, would not be visible from a 

public street or storefront. Its location would have to be in the rear portion of the building.  

Mr. Beal said that he personally spoke to several business owners, who have a lot invested in our 

downtown. Many were supportive of the text amendment but there was a concern of loitering, 

which is defined as, "to stand or wait around idly or without apparent purpose." Some towns 

have required that tattoo studios post "no loitering' signs at the tattoo studio, but by working with 

the applicant, staff took this a step further mimicking an ordinance from California, one example, 

which required the tattoo studio to be "by appointment only." The applicant has agreed to this 

condition. Rather than having potential customers or folks making a spur of the moment 

decision, which increases the potential for loitering or having folks wait outside, the tattoo studio 

would be by appointment only for commissioned work by the tattoo artist. In this scenario, it 

would therefore, operate much like a salon or massage studio, Locally, the City of Gastonia has 

considered tattoo studios to operate by appointment only in their downtown. 

Planning staff focused on a square footage requirement, which would insure that an applicant 

would not circumvent the requirement by having a small gallery and large tattoo studio, In an 

example scenario, 60% of the space could be dedicated to the tattoo studio and related office, 

with 40% of the space being the retail fine art gallery. In one example, 26% of the space was the 

tattoo studio with another 29% of the space being dedicated to the common bathroom area, 

consultation office, common utility room and sterile room, regulated by the NC Department of 

Health and Human Services. That is why a 60% to 40% for the art gallery/art studio or retail 

boutique was suggested.  

4) By referencing the actual Special Use Note 33 in the Zoning Ordinance, one can see other 

considerations in the form of additional conditions that the board can choose to include to 

recommend adoption by City Council, such as hours of operation, separation criteria, and 

minimum square footage of the building housing an art gallery, art studio and/or retail boutique 

in conjunction with a tattoo studio. 

5) Even though the proposed Special Use will be heard at a later date, if this process is adopted 

by City Council, Planning staff referred the applicant to the Strategic Vision Plan to see if any of 

the Plan's recommendations will be accomplished with this proposed use. The applicant has 
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indicated that she will meet the following goals found within the Strategic Vision Plan (please 

note that the text is taken straight from the Vision Plan Chapter 6, entitled, Placemaking, Arts 

and a Healthy Community.  

6.1.2 Explore opportunities for creative pop up spaces and events: Pop up spaces and events may 

include small music events, interactive public art, food truck gatherings, and movable planters 

and furniture systems that could be used in different spaces. The benefit of these spaces is that 

they allow businesses and activities to happen in the community to "test the market" for future 

entrepreneurs. These pop up spaces could happen in several locations. The applicant has 

indicated that she wishes to collaborate with other business owners to host downtown events and 

art shows, The applicant has indicated that she has already spoken with downtown artists, which 

has been confirmed by staff, who are supportive of the idea and collaboration.  

6.1.3 Continue to Partner with Local Artists on Art Incubators/Studios/Galleries. Artists are 

locating to Mount Holly creating demand for additional artist space and a more vibrant arts scene 

for the community. A local community member has renovated a building to serve as both studio 

and gallery space for fine artists in downtown Mount Holly. Art related enterprises tend to 

cluster and Mount Holly is ideally suited for continued success in creating incubator spaces for 

artists. The applicant has indicated that she will help fill the demand for art galleries and creative 

space, which is stated as a need in the Strategic Vision Plan.  

6.1.4 Mount Holly creative spaces initiative: Creative spaces such as co-working spaces, 

incubators makerspace, and hybrid concepts are thriving in the United States. These spaces have 

witnessed dramatic growth in the last five years, and are expected to continue robust growth as 

businesses and entrepreneurs rethink the traditional work environment. The metro market has 

existing co-working spaces in communities and neighborhoods throughout the region. The 

combination of high skilled white collar residents, independent operators who desire flexible 

space, young professionals emerging from the region's higher education system and "trailing 

spouses" who may want unique spaces to work indicates potential for such a product in Mount 

Holly. The applicant stated that she will be meeting the need for co-working spaces under this 

subsection and retail incubator spaces by offering selections from prominent local artists, 

whether that be jewelry or t-shirts, or whatever fits the current market.  

Makerspaces are physical locations where people gather to share resources and knowledge. 

Unlike the spaces described above, makerspaces focus on projects and fabrication. Consequently, 

makerspaces provide tools and facilities for the makers. The applicant stated that she plans to 

host an art night where locals can come and create at my studio (any medium from paint to paper 

and glue).  

6.1.6 Create a public art/mural ordinance: Murals and public art will emerge as an integral part of 

the cultural expression in the City of Mount Holly. Murals will be created by artists of diverse 

cultural traditions and backgrounds. The intent of a public art/mural ordinance is to aid artists 

and others in understanding issues surrounding the creation of a mural or public art installation 

and to inform those Interested in mural and public art projects of a permit process. Please note 

that the City has decided to establish such a policy called Crosswalk Creations, which have 

standards for the placement of art on public property, including within crosswalks on streets, 

within public parks, on the grounds of city buildings, etc. City staff found that this was the 

common form of regulation The Mount Holly Community Garden recently completed Mount 

Holly's first commissioned mural, which obtained approval through the First United Methodist 
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Church, the property owner. The applicant has stated that she would love to start this off with a 

mural on the side of her studio, sourcing local artists from existing studios in Mount Holly  

Again, please note that this proposed text amendment only seeks to establish the process and add 

supplemental regulations to the ordinance. This is the same process that the City went through 

for Greg Black's Mouthpieces (Music Instrument & Component Manufacturing) and the Custom 

Motorcycle Shop which operated for years in the space now occupied by Catawba Coffee 

Company. The Summit Bottle Shop (Bottle Shop and Taprooms), and Cigar Bars had 

supplemental regulations placed on them by unanimous votes from the Planning Commission 

and City Council. Mr. Beal then introduced the applicant, Melissa Innerasky, to speak. 

Ms. Innerasky began by saying that she has been a tattoo artist for 10 years and is also an artist. 

She is wanting to have a tattoo parlor that is for appointment only and to also use some of the 

space as an art gallery. Ms. Innerasky added that tattoo art is now friendlier and caters to all ages 

more than it did in the past. Ms. Innerasky said that tattoo shops are losing business to tattoo 

shops in Charlotte and wants to bring tattoo art to the City of Mount Holly. Ms. Burton asked 

Ms. Innerasky why she wants to have a shop in a B-1 zoning district and not in an allowed zone 

of a B-3. Ms. Innerasky said that she likes the small town vibe of Mount Holly’s downtown 

along with the downtown’s historic feel and art in the area. Ms. Innerasky added that she wants 

to be in the art section of the City which she sees the downtown being that. Ms. Burton expressed 

concerns about combining a use that is not approved in a particular zoning district with a use that 

is approved for that same district in order to obtain approval for an activity that was previously 

not allowed. Ms. Burton brought up no “if, and, or Ordinances. Mrs. Nichols asked what type of 

art would be in the art gallery and Ms. Innerasky said fine art, oil paints, and sculptures. Mr. 

Toomey made a motion and Mr. Williams seconded the motion. There was a vote with 5 for and 

4 against with the motion passing. 

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the sixth item on the agenda: Review and recommendation for 

approval of Imagery, Phase 2, Maps 4-5 and Phase 3, Maps 1-2 Final Plats. Mr. Wilson began 

his presentation by saying Lennar has requested that the City of Mount Holly approve of Phase 

2, Maps 4 & 5 and Phase 3, Maps 1 & 2 of the Imagery on Mountain Island Subdivision Final 

Plat. Phase 2, Maps 4 & 5 will consist of 18 single family lots, zoned Conditional District Single 

Family. Phase 3, Maps 1 & 2 will consist of 32 single family lots, zoned Conditional District 

Single Family. The Letter of Credit has and the Subdivision Agreement is in the process of being 

finalized. Staff did not have any comments regarding these maps other than minor 

clarifications. Mr. Crist made a motion to recommend to City Council for approval and Mr. 

Toomey seconded the motion with all in favor and the motion passed.  

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the seventh item on the agenda: Call for public hearing to 

consider a rezoning of 530 East Central Avenue, Tax Parcel ID # 203235 & #203236 from B-3 

Conditional Use to B-1 Central Business District in the Downtown Overlay. This was only a call 

with no discussion being needed during this meeting. Mr. Crist made a motion and Mr. Williams 

seconded the motion. All were in favor and the motion passed. 

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the eighth item on the agenda: Call for public hearing to 

consider a rezoning of 720 South Main Street, Tax Parcel #124491 and #124475 from B-2 

Neighborhood Business to B-3 General Business. This was only a call with no discussion being 

needed during this meeting. Mr. Crist made a motion and Mr. Thorns seconded the motion. All 

were in favor and the motion passed. 
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Board of Adjustment 

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the ninth item on the agenda: Evidentiary hearing to review an 

application to appeal the Zoning Official's decision to deny the proposed use of gasoline pumps 

at 303 North Main Street, Tax Parcel #123160. Mr. Livingston began his presentation by saying 

that an application was received by staff requesting to appeal the Zoning Official's decision that 

gas pumps should not be allowed to be reinstalled due to the location being within the 

Downtown Overlay. The proposed use was to allow for gas pumps to be installed on the property 

at Lee's Quick Stop however the location of the store is within the City's Downtown Overlay 

District which prohibits that use.  

Mr. Livingston said that based on the documents filed by the Applicant, Sam Saengchanh, and 

further research regarding the past history and use of the property, he has made the following 

findings of fact:  

1. On April 13, 2009, City Council adopted the Downtown Gateway Overlay District 

which encompasses downtown and the gateways into downtown. This property is within 

this Overlay District 2. As of May 1, 2014 gas pumps from the convenient store had been 

removed. 3. On March 11, 2019 a text amendment to the City's Zoning Ordinance was 

approved by City Council on under Section 14.1. Amendment Initiation of the Zoning Ordinance 

the City may amend the ordinance. Also, under Section 14.2, a public hearing was held before 

the Planning Commission and City Council after the required public notice in a newspaper 

having general circulation in the City of Mount Holly (The Gaston Gazette). The text 

amendment prohibited certain uses in the Downtown Gateway Overlay District. 4. On January 

29, 2020 a request was made to install gas pumps at this location. Due to the newly adopted 

Downtown Overlay, Service stations with gasoline sales are prohibited under section 5.21D of 

the Zoning Ordinance, Under Section 15.2.2, Right to Appeal states, "If the Zoning permit is 

denied, the applicant may appeal the action - of the Zoning Enforcement Officer to the Board of 

Adjustment as provided for herein. Such appeal shall be made within thirty (30) days of such 

permit denial". The request was denied on January 30, 2020.  

Mr. Livingston continued by saying that based on the foregoing findings of fact, he concluded 

the following:  

1. The proposed Service Pumps use is not permitted within the Downtown Overlay. 2. If the 

Service Pumps were installed currently meaning they were existing prior to the text amendment 

last April; this would be a non-conforming use. However, the pumps were removed and the non-

conforming use was lost. When active operation or occupancy of a non-conforming use is 

discontinued regardless of the purpose or reason for a consecutive period of six months, the 

property involved will lose its non-conformity. 3. If the gas pumps were removed on May 1, 

2014 then the property lost its non-conforming status on November 1, 2014. 4. The appeal 

application was submitted on January 30, 2020 which was 5 years, 2 months, and 30 days after 

non-conformity was lost.  

When Mr. Livingston was done presenting Mr. Saengchanh came up to speak. Mr. Saengchanh 

began by talking about moving from Laos to Las Vegas and then to Mount Holly to pursue his 

dream of owning a gas station. Mr. Saengchanh said that he had the oil tanks removed five years 

ago due to a gas leak underground and was told to take them out and stop the leak. Mr. 

Saengchanh did not know of the new text amendment and was not told that he could no longer 
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have a gas station on the property after last year’s text amendment. Mr. Saengchanh ended his 

presentation by thanking everyone for their time and for his opportunity to speak with them in 

the matter. After Mr. Saengchanh finished speaking, Chairman Biggerstaff opened the public 

hearing.  

 William Reynolds (173 West Walnut Avenue) – Mr. Reynold’s is one of the managers of 

Lee’s Quick Stop and was there to support Mr. Saengchanh with his goals of having a gas 

station in Mount Holly.  

With there being no one else wanting to speak, Chairmain Biggerstaff closed the public hearing. 

Mr. Crist asked based on the maps provided how close is Lee’s Quick Stop to being outside of 

the Downtown Overlay. Mr. Livingston said that this property is two lots away from being 

outside of the Downtown Overlay however, it is still within the overlay meaning the use of gas 

stations is not allowed.  

Mr. Crist made a motion to deny the appeal based on the evidence that gas stations are not 

allowed within the downtown overlay. Mr. Thorn seconded the motion and the motion passed 

with a 4 to 1 vote.  

Chairman Biggerstaff moved to the tenth item on the agenda: Evidentiary hearing for an 

application regarding a request for a variance to the Mount Holly Zoning Ordinance to allow for 

an encroachment of the front setback by 15 feet, side setbacks by 4 feet and 10.35 feet, and the 

rear yard by 11.21 feet at 105 Webb Street, Tax Parcel # 124315. An application was received by 

staff requesting a variance to allow for an encroachment of the front yard setback by 15 feet, 

sides by 4 feet and approximately 10.35 feet; and rear yard by approximately 11.21 feet at 105 

Webb Street. The Variance application states that the builder, Donald Poteat, would like to build 

a home on the property however, the lot dimensions are too small for the setback requirements in 

a R-8SF Zoning District. The required setbacks for a single family home in this zoning district 

are: Front Yard: 25 feet; Side Yard: 8 feet or 12 feet when the side yard abuts a street; Rear 

Yard: 25 feet.  

The applicant has provided a site plan detailing the proposed home with the setbacks labeled. 

According to the site plan (when facing the home from the street) the left and right sides of the 

proposed home will encroach the required side setbacks of 8 feet and 10 feet. This also pertains 

to the front and rear setbacks of the proposed home.  

Please make note of the specific requirements to grant a Variance which I have attached from 

Article 12 of the Zoning Ordinance.  

When Mr. Livingston was done presenting Mr. Poteat came up to speak. Mr. Poteat began by 

saying how small the lot was but that he was wanting to build a house on it and knew it would 

not meet the required setbacks. Mr. Poteat added that if he did build a house with the required 

setbacks that the home would only be 11 feet wide. Mr. Poteat continued by stating how close to 

the road the other homes in the area were due to small lot sizes. After Mr. Poteat finished 

speaking, Chairman Biggerstaff opened the public hearing.  

 Amy Viveros Bonilla (104 Lane Street) – Ms. Bonilla lives at the property behind Mr. 

Poteat’s lot. Ms. Bonilla stated that Mr. Poteat was a good neighbor that helped her trim 

her trees when needed. She added that the homes in the neighborhood had very small lots 

and the homes were very close to the street due to the small lots. These homes are very 
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small with very few bedrooms, Ms. Bonilla added. She supports Mr. Poteat’s intentions 

of building a home on his lot.  

With there being no one else wanting to speak, Chairmain Biggerstaff closed the public hearing. 

Mr. Bishop made a motion to allow the variance request to build a home while encroaching the 

setbacks due to the small size of the lot. Mr. Crist seconded the motion and the motion passed 

with all in favor.  

With there being no other comments Mr. Toomey made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Ms. 

Ellerbe seconded the motion and all members were in favor. Meeting was adjourned at 8:51pm 

 

 


