CITY OF BURLINGTON
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Telephone (336) 222-5084  Fax (336) 513-5410
P.O. Box 1358
Burlington, North Carolina 27216-1358

THE REGULAR MEETING of the BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT of the City of Burlington,
North Carolina will be held on Tuesday morning November 13, 2018 at 8:30 a.m. in the Council
Chambers, Burlington Municipal Building, 425 S. Lexington Avenue, for the purpose of hearing
the following appeal:
AGENDA

ITEM NO. 1:
Call meeting to order.
ITEM NO. 2:
Approval of the minutes of the meeting held July 10, & October 9, 2018.
ITEM NO. 3:
CASE NO. 07-18 SPECIAL USE PERMIT (City)
Little People Academy
206 S. Flanner St.
Alamance County Tax Map number 136869
§ Section 32.13.W
Childcare facility

All persons interested in the above mentioned appeal(s) are requested to appear before the
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT at the time and place mentioned above when, and where, they will
be given the opportunity to be heard. The City of Burlington will provide reasonable
accommodations, auxiliary aids, and services for any qualified disabled person interested in
attending the public hearing. To request the above, you may contact Mrs. Rachel Kelly at (336)
222-5076, or rkelly@burlingtonnc.gov no later than three (3) days prior to the date of the public
hearing.
H. E. Wilson, III
Chairman, Board of Adjustment

MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
City of Burlington, NC
July 9, 2018
Members Present
City:
Mr. Ed Wilson, Chairman
Mr. Robert Giles II (Alt.)
Mr. Mike Gee, Vice-Chairman

Members Absent
City:
Mr. Eric Grant (Alt.)

ETJ:
Mrs. Sylvia Greeson (Alt. ETJ)

ETJ:
Mr. David McDevitt

Also present was Mr. Chris Marland, Zoning Enforcement Officer.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson called the meeting of the Board of Adjustment to order at 8:30 a.m.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, the city representatives to the Board of Adjustment are
appointed by the City Council. This is a quasi-judicial hearing. Everyone speaking before the
Board should state their name, sign the log on the podium, and swear or affirm that everything
they say is true to the best of their knowledge. Appeals of the Board’s decisions may be taken to
the Alamance County Superior Court. The City will state their position because of their
knowledge of the case and the technical codes. The applicant will state their case, and then
anyone from the public may speak. After the applicant and the public have presented all evidence
the Board will then close the meeting to the public and discuss the case and vote. During this
time no more evidence shall be admitted nor any other arguments made unless the Board wishes
to ask the Applicant a question pertaining to the evidence already presented. Anyone that tries to
make an argument or present any evidence at this time will be out of order. The Chairperson may
order any individuals who willfully interrupts, disturbs, or disrupts to leave the meeting. Any
person who fails to comply with this order is guilty of a class 2 misdemeanor. An affirmative
four-fifths vote is required to grant a variance. A majority vote is required to grant a Special Use
Permit or to determine an appeal.
DUE PUBLICATION
Mr. Chris Marland, Zoning Enforcement Officer with the City of Burlington stated, due notice
and publication of this meeting of the Board of Adjustment has been made, and all required
property owners were mailed a notice advising of this meeting.
SWORN TESTIMONY
Prior to testifying before the Board, each party was sworn in or affirmed that the testimony they
were about to give was true to the best of their knowledge.
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MEETING MINUTES
Board Member Mr. Robert Giles made a motion to approve the minutes per corrections. Board
Member Mr. Mike Gee seconded the motion. The Board voted unanimously to approve the June
12, 2018 meeting minutes per corrections.
ITEM NO. 3:
CASE NO. 05-18 SPECIAL USE PERMIT (City)
National Agents Alliance
Vacant lot on Turrentine St. (Across from 1214 Turrentine St,)
Alamance County Tax Map number 172414
§ Section 32.13.P
Automobile parking lots and access driveways serving non-residential uses
EVIDENCE PRESENTED: Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, the case
you have in front of you today is case number 05-18 for National Agents Alliance. They are
seeking a special use permit to allow for a parking lot for a nonresidential use in a residential
area. This is located on Turrentine St. This is a vacant lot directly across the street from their
business which is located at 1214 Turrentine St. They have submitted a package through the
TRC and they have TRC approval for the site now. The plan that they have submitted to TRC
meets the requirements for the city of Burlington. We put up signs and sent out letters. I have
received two phone calls on this and neither one of them were opposed to this.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, when you say that it has been through TRC and it meets our
codes, does that specifically mean it meets 32.13.P talking about automobile parking lots and
access driveways serving nonresidential uses?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, yes sir, as approved by TRC.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, so all eight of those points in 32.13.P have been reviewed by
TRC and have been found to be in compliance?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, yes sir and they can testify to that.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, there being no questions from the board, we ask that a
representative from National Agents Alliance come forward.
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, the testimony I will give you today is the truth to the best to my ability.
I am the civil engineer for this project; we are at 505 East Davis Street in Burlington. The
company is called The Leads Group and we are here on behalf of the National Agents Alliance. I
would like to echo what Chris Marland said about TRC approval. The ordinance as published
requires a special use permit for nonresidential parking in a residential area. We have four
findings that we are looking for approval on. If you have any questions I would love to answer
them for you.
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Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, yes we would need to go through the points in 32.13.P.
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, I will offer vehicle circulation as our first point, vehicle circulation
does meet the city’s requirements dimensionally, horizontally. The matching to Turrentine
Street, we accommodated pedestrian traffic with sidewalk ramps and a crosswalk to the facility.
Moving on to item B, the proposed improvement provides off street parking, removing some of
the traffic from Turrentine Street into the overflow parking areas proposed and hoped for by the
Agents Alliance. The effect on adjacent property, we do not predict any adverse effects on the
adjacent properties. The ordinance requires us to light the parking lot, we proposed lights in
locations which will not cause light overlapping the property line and we made that statement on
the site plan. Item D, service entrances and areas, we made provisions for rescue and
emergencies vehicles, proper turning radiuses and dimensions for vehicles to access the property
as well as for pedestrian traffic like bicycles that would use the crosswalk. For utilities, there will
be no municipal utilities that would be used for this property, it would just be used as a parking
lot and there will be buried electricity and a fence will be around the perimeter of the property.
We have designed a landscape buffer, a landscape plan, and a fencing plan that is in consistency
with the City’s ordinance. Moving on to item H, open space and required yards, we do meet the
dimensional requirements for those areas. Finally, compatibility, the parking facility will be
beautifully landscaped and match what is across the street and will be in harmony with the
surrounding properties.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, what hours will the parking lot be in use?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, the lot will be used as an overflow lot for events. The events range
from early morning, to the evening, to after dark. As for the need for the lighting if the event
were to occur after dark. The hours vary, but it is designed to be used for overflow so it may be
vacant for a good portion of the day.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, is it gated and fenced off until the lot is needed?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, it is fenced around the perimeter but it is open access in the driveway
and for pedestrians.
Vice-Chairman Mike Gee asked, you said that the overflow lot should hopefully relieve on street
parking, do you think that will enhance public safety as opposed to endangering public safety?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, I believe moving the vehicles off of Turrentine Street and into the
vacant lot would enhance public safety, it will also provide a way to move vehicles and people a
little more efficiently.
Board Member Sylvia Greeson asked, is this primarily personal vehicles or would they be trucks
and things like that?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, they will be automobiles.
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Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, basically people attending the events?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, that is correct. All of the loading and facility movement from large
vehicles is handled on the opposite side of Turrentine Street through the loading docks and
loading dock area.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, just for the record and to confirm, I believe you had stated
this earlier, but there are other parking lots in this area similar to the one that is being proposed?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, that is correct. Our facility has parking lots surrounding it that look
similar to what is proposed.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, do you think this development will injure the value of any
abutting property?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, I do not. Actually, this will be an improvement to the property and I
believe will raise the property value. I do not believe this property has an address, we have not
entered one, but we do have a parcel number for this property if that needs to be stated, but it is a
part of the record as part of the site plan.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, what is the zoning on the lot? And is any of it residential?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, it is currently O&I. It is 1.24 acres and none of it is residential, but it is
adjacent to a residential piece.
Board Member Sylvia Greeson asked, do you anticipate overnight parking in this lot?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, no ma’am.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, the lot is going to paved with asphalt?
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, because of requirements for this zone it does have to be paved.
Board Member Sylvia Greeson stated, I would like to confirm that the lighting for the lot will not
exceed the property line and interfere with any adjacent residential properties.
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, that is correct. We plan to go by the city’s ordinance that speaks
specifically to lighting.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, is there anybody from the public that wishes to speak?
Mr. John Deas, 1214 Kilby Street, stated, I live in the lot behind the proposed parking lot. MY
property backs up to this lot. When they have their activity at the facility, Turrentine Street is too
crowded you can’t even drive through it with one car. On Stokes Street, the people that live on
that street don’t have space for their cars, you cannot drive down Stokes Street because they park
on both sides of the street.
[4]

The water from Maple Avenue that comes from the apartments, comes down and crosses over
Kilby Street and effects two of the houses down there where they can’t get into their house
because it is basically a pond. I am 75 years old and I know what goes on in the neighborhood. If
you keep adding paved surfaces with nowhere for the water to go, you create a problem
downstream. I think you need to turn it down or not pave it because they already park their cars
there and there is nowhere for the water to go.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, you do not think that the parking lot will relieve the parking
problems that we currently have?
Mr. John Deas stated, no I do not believe so, they have already been parking there.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, so you do not believe they need the parking lot.
Mr. John Deas stated, no, people park there already. Also the runoff from the paved parking lot
will run down Kilby Street
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, Mr. Chairman, again, this did meet TRC
requirements. Part of the TRC requirements is that it passes all stormwater regulations and it has
received that. I am not testifying that what this gentleman is saying is not true, I am confirming
that the project has met and passed all of our requirements.
Mr. John Deas asked, may I ask you how long have you been with the city?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, I have been with the city for about eight
years.
Mr. John Deas stated, well I am 75 years old and I have been here the whole time. I know the
water has been up around those two houses since they have built those tennis courts down there.
I have seen flooding down there after a heavy rain. I have been there 75 years, if you lived here
you would know what I was talking about.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, I have been here my whole life and I appreciate the problem
you are discussing.
Mr. John Deas stated, the water is an issue and it travels from this area down and across the
roads and floods the area by Kilby Street.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, I hear what you are saying and I do not disagree with you, but
this meeting here is to see if this development meets the requirements to be located where it is.
We are not here to address the water runoff and the flooding of basketball courts and two other
houses; that is beyond the scope of this board.
Mr. John Deas stated, I am saying that if you have a paved parking lot, no water can soak in,
where is that water going to go?
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Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, it is going to go down Turrentine. I understand that.
Mr. John Deas stated, someone’s house is going to be flooded and it has already been flooded
before. I have seen it, it looked a lake was behind him. The flooding needs to be addressed.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, right, but the ordinance requires that it is paved.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, Mr. Deas, you are the adjoining property owner?
Mr. John Deas stated, yes, the backside of it.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, are you currently experiencing any water runoff from the
lot onto your property?
Mr. John Deas stated, no.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee stated, alright. If there were any other property owners that would
like to address that, we would be happy to hear their comments.
Mr. John Deas stated, well like I have said, I have been here all my life and other people haven’t
seen what I’ve seen. I worked for DOT for about 35years and I have seen a lot of places that look
pretty but cause damage.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, thank you Mr. Deas. There being no other persons from the
public to speak on this matter, Mr. Huffine, if you would like to come forward.
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, I entered in as an expert witness to the testimony for the record so that
we could have a little bit of closure on that issue. As part of the requirements, the zoning requires
that the area be paved. This particular parking lot is using permeable pavement with an
underground detention facility to create a non-increase in storm water runoff, over and above
what is existing.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee stated, explain for us please.
Mr. Chad Huffine stated, the water goes into the asphalt into a huge hole of wash stone. The
water accumulates in the void spaces inside of the wash stone. It rises up to a level and goes
through a tiny little hole. The flow through that hole is directed in the direction of the creek,
opposite of the adjoining neighbor’s home, and at a direction, a velocity, and at a volume less
than or equal to the existing conditions. Like Mr. Gee, I am 46 years old, I have been here since I
was born, and I have been doing engineering for 27 years. That is my personal and expert
witness testimony.
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, as you can see on the screen, you can see
on the site plan the note of the permeable pavement. That is part of the TRC approved site plan.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, we will now close for deliberation among the board.
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DISCUSSION & FINDING OF FACTS:
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson stated, this is an application for a special use permit so we have four
conditions that we have to meet. It has been testified by Mr. Huffine, the Civil Engineer for the
Leads group, and by Mr. Marland, with the city, that this has met all of the requirements for a
special use permit by the city and we have asked a lot of questions to draw that out. With the
issue of the water runoff, it appears that the permeable pavement, the gravel below that, and the
meter through the plumbing, they have done everything they can to address this problem. It
appears that the other problems come from other sources.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee stated, I understand Mr. Deas concerns, but then again, separating
that from the property that is at hand, the improvements made to this lot will actually result in
less runoff than what is currently occurring as an unpaved property.
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson asked, would somebody like to make a motion?
DECISION: Vice-Chairman Mike Gee stated, I would like to make a motion that the four
required conditions for issuing a Special Use Permit in accordance to Section 32.13.B(1)(a) are
met due to the following Finding of Fact:
1.

the use will not materially endanger the public health or safety if located where
proposed and developed according to the plans as submitted and approved:
the findings of fact are, the testimony given by Mr. Huffine and Mr. Marland leads me to
believe that there will not be any material endangerment to the public health. I believe
that relieving some of the on street parking should actually enhance public safety.

2.

the use meets all required conditions and specifications:
the findings of fact are, that the project have been through TRC and has been approved.
The project meets all of the requirements for the city stated in the zoning code 32.13.P.
Questions brought up from the public were also addressed by Mr. Huffine with regard to
water runoff and how this project will actually improve this situation as it currently
exists.

3.

the use will not substantially injure the value of adjoining property or that the use is a
public necessity;
the findings of fact are, it is testified by Mr. Huffine that the project will improve
property value. There has been no testimony to contradict that.

4.

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 in
general conformity with the plan of development of Burlington and its environs;
the findings of fact are, this parking lot is nearly identical to other parking lots that are in
the nearby vicinity and that it is in harmony with the nearby area.
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Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson seconded the motion.
AYES: Wilson, Gee, Giles, Greeson
NOES:
Vice-Chairman Mike Gee stated, I would like to make a motion to approve the special use permit
for National Agents Alliance to be located on Turrentine Street, Burlington, NC, Parcel ID
172414, due to the previously stated findings of fact and the applicant should complete the
development in accordance to the plans submitted and approved by this board. If any of the
conditions affixed here to or any part thereof should be invalid, then this permit should be held
invalid and considered void and of no effect.
Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson seconded the motion. The Board voted unanimously to
approve the Special Use Permit.
AYES: Wilson, Gee, Giles, Greeson
NOES:
NEW BUSINESS: None
MEETING ADJOURNED
___________________________________
H.E. Wilson III, Chairman

___________________________________
Kelly Peele, Secretary
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MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
City of Burlington
October 9th, 2018
Members Present
City:
Mike Gee, Vice-Chairman
Robert Giles II
Eric Grant, (Alt.)
Bob Lewis

Members Absent
City:
Chairman Mr. Ed Wilson
Mr. John Glenn

ETJ:
Mrs. Sylvia Greeson (Alt. ETJ)

ETJ:
Mr. David McDevitt

Also present was Mr. Chris Marland, Zoning Enforcement Officer and Mr. Joey Lea, Zoning
Administrator.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee called the meeting of the Board of Adjustment to order at 8:30 a.m.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee stated, the city representatives to the Board of Adjustment are appointed
by the City Council. This is a quasi-judicial hearing. Everyone speaking before the Board should state
their name, sign the log on the podium, and swear or affirm that everything they say is true to the best
of their knowledge. Appeals of the Board’s decisions may be taken to the Alamance County Superior
Court. The City will state their position because of their knowledge of the case and the technical codes.
The applicant will state their case, and then anyone from the public may speak. After the applicant and
the public have presented all evidence the Board will then close the meeting to the public and discuss
the case and vote. During this time no more evidence shall be admitted nor any other arguments made
unless the Board wishes to ask the Applicant a question pertaining to the evidence already presented.
Anyone that tries to make an argument or present any evidence at this time will be out of order. The
Chairperson may order any individuals who willfully interrupts, disturbs, or disrupts to leave the
meeting. Any person who fails to comply with this order is guilty of a class 2 misdemeanor. An
affirmative four-fifths vote is required to grant a variance. A majority vote is required to grant a
Special Use Permit or to determine an appeal.

DUE PUBLICATION
Mr. Chris Marland, Zoning Enforcement Officer with the City of Burlington stated, due notice and
publication of this meeting of the Board of Adjustment has been made, and all required property
owners were mailed a notice advising of this meeting.

SWORN TESTIMONY
Prior to testifying before the Board, each party was sworn in or affirmed that the testimony they were
about to give was true to the best of their knowledge.
MEETING MINUTES

This item is to be postponed in that the package for the board members did not have the correct
minutes included for the members to review.
ITEM NO. 3:
CASE NO. 06-18 SPECIAL USE PERMIT (City)
Allgood Appliance
804 S. Graham-Hopedale Rd.
Alamance County Tax Map number 172001
§ Section 32.13.K
Outdoor storage in an I-2 zone.
EVIDENCE PRESENTED: Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, the case you
have in front of you today is case number 06-18 for Allgood Appliance. They are seeking a Special
Use Permit for a fenced-in area for an outdoor storage area. This came to us through one of our code
enforcement officers in the form of a compliant. We discussed with the owner how the fenced-in area
needs to be installed and where. The fenced in area will be in the rear of the building and the
appliances will be moved into that area in order to be in compliance with the code. We received
numerous calls pertaining to this matter from neighbors who were all in favor of this.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, this will actually improve public health and safety?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, correct.
Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson asked, this will bring him into compliance?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, correct.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, if he were to meet all of the guidelines that you had discussed
then this will meet all of the specific requirements of the code?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, correct.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, could you also say that this property, as it stands today, is
injuring adjourning property owners because it may not be as well-kept as it should be?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, that is correct
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, so if these things were to be in place and the items were put
behind a fence then it would improve the neighbor’s situation?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, it should.
Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, where you see the red barrier here shows where there is already a fence in
place. What is needed is a fence built from the smaller white building to the perimeter.
Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson asked, can you clarify? The area lined in red is a fence that is
already there?
Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, correct, except for the portion near the white building. That area needs to be
screened and fencing needs to be built in that area.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, is that a single-family residence there behind you?

Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, the building behind the property is vacant.
Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson asked, is that building residential or commercial?
Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, commercial.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, you intend to build a fence and include everything that is
required by code?
Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, yes.
Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson asked, and you are going to move everything we see that is
outside of the fence into that fenced area?
Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, everything that is out front will be moved to the back and will not be visible
from the road.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, once you do that, would you feel that your property would be in
harmony and conforming to the surrounding properties?
Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, exactly. It will not be sore to the eye, as some would say.
Board Member Mr. Eric Grant asked, what is the property behind yours used for?
Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, those buildings are all on my property and are not in use at the moment.
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, that whole property there, as you may be
aware, from Clayton homes all the way down to the car wash is owned by Carolina Hosiery Mills.
They are aware of the situation and they have signed off on the application for the Special Use Permit.
As you can see here, the building that you all had a question about, is in the middle of the property and
the entire property stretches all the way back into the woods. The building in question is not in use and
is owned by Mr. Lyons.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, so his options would be to fence this where he has mentioned or
to extend it across his whole property line to be in compliance?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, yes and just fencing the portion mentioned
above would also be in compliance.
Board Member Mr. Eric Grant asked, would he be permitted to enlarge this fenced area under this
existing special use permit?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, yes he could enlarge it.
Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson stated, but maintaining these setbacks that are required for such
storage areas.
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, correct.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, Mr. Lyons do you have any intention to expand this fenced in
area in the future?

Mr. Jeremy Lyons stated, no sir. The area that I am already going for is probably more than enough.
This area is already bigger than necessary so that I do not have to expand in the future.
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, because Mr. Lyons stated that he has no
intention of expanding this area we would like to make that a condition for the special use permit. The
condition being that it is not to be enlarged.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee asked, for our consideration?
Zoning Enforcement Officer Mr. Chris Marland stated, yes.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee stated, seems like from testimony from the city and applicant that all
four conditions have been met. One request from the city that we should consider is to limit the
footprint that has been proposed at this point.
Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson stated, I believe that based on his testimony that he has no plans
to enlarge what he has already staked out and that area allows for growth of the business. And if you
look, you can see that there is ample room there and he has stated that he allowed ample room for
growth. We could limit it, but he has stated that he does not need the extra space.
DECISION: Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee stated, I would like to make a motion that the four
required conditions for a issuing a Special Use Permit in accordance to Section 32.13.B(1)(a) are met
due to the following Findings of Fact:

1.

the use will not materially endanger the public health or safety if located where proposed
and developed according to the plans as submitted and approved:
The findings of fact are, the testimony given by the city states that this property is currently out
of compliance and this special use permit will actually bring the property into compliance
which will actually improve the public health. This was also testified to by Mr. Lyons.

2.

the use meets all required conditions and specifications:
The findings of fact are, the use meets all conditions and specifications and as stated in the first
finding. This property does not currently meet all required conditions, but with the granting of
Special Use Permit and compliance from the applicant, the property will then meet those
conditions and specifications.

3.

the use will not substantially injure the value of adjoining property or that the use is a public
necessity;
The findings of fact are, granting this Special Use Permit and enabling all of these things to be
placed behind a fence should then improve the value, or at the very least, not injure the value
any further of the adjoining properties.

4.

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 in general
conformity with the plan of development of Burlington and its environs;
The findings of fact are, this was testified by Mr. Lyons and no one refuted that testimony.

Board Member Board Member Mr. Eric Grant seconded the motion.
AYES: Gee, Giles, Grant, Greeson, Lewis
NOES:
Vice-Chairman Mr. Mike Gee stated, I would like to make a motion to approve the Special Use Permit
for Allgood Appliance to be located at 804 S. Graham-Hopedale Road due to the previously stated
findings of fact. That this permit will be restricted to the proposed fencing footprint that has been
submitted to this board, and the applicant should complete that development in accordance to those
plans and if any conditions affixed here to, or any part thereof, should be found invalid or void then
this permit shall be void and of no affect.
Board Member Board Member Mrs. Sylvia Greeson seconded the motion.
The Board voted unanimously to approved the Special Use Permit.
AYES: Gee, Giles, Grant, Greeson, Lewis
NOES:
NEW BUSINESS: None
MEETING ADJOURNED

___________________________________
H.E. Wilson III, Chairman

___________________________________
Kelly Peele, Secretary
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