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Certified Recommendation

Raleigh Planning Commission
CR#

Case Information: Z-1-16 — Strickland Road

Location

Strickland Road, north side, west of its intersection with Springdale Drive
Address: 13120 Strickland Road
PIN: 0788155943

Request

Rezone property from Residential-1 with Special Highway Overlay District
& Falls Lake Watershed Protection Overlay District (R-1 w/ SHOD-1 &
FWPOD) to Residential-10—Conditional Use with Special Highway Overlay
District & Falls Lake Watershed Protection Overlay District (R-10-CU w/
SHOD-1 & FWPOD)

Area of Request

16.25 acres

Property Owner

Edna Saintsing Dillard/ 9608 Old Leesville Road/ Raleigh, NC 27613

Applicant

Isabel Worthy Mattox/ PO Box 946/ Raleigh, NC 27602

Citizens Advisory
Council (CAC)

Northwest--
Jay Gudeman, Chair: (919) 789-9884; jay@kilpatrickguteman.com

PC
Recommendation
Deadline

June 20, 2016

Comprehensive Plan Consistency
The rezoning case is [_| Consistent [X] Inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.

Future Land Use Map Consistency
The rezoning case is [_| Consistent [X] Inconsistent with the Future Land Use Map.

Comprehensive Plan Guidance

FUTURE LAND
USE

Rural Residential
(max. 1 dwelling unit per acre)

URBAN FORM

Center: None
Corridor: Parkway (1-540)
Within Transit Stop Half-Mile Buffer? No.

CONSISTENT
Policies

Policy LU 5.4 — Density Transitions

Policy LU 5.6 — Buffering Requirements

Policy LU 8.10 — Infill Development

Policy EP 2.3 — Open Space Preservation

Policy EP 5.5 — Forested Buffers

Policy AP-FL 3 — Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Impervious Surface

INCONSISTENT
Policies

Policy LU 1.2 — Future Land Use Map and Zoning Consistency
Policy LU 1.3 — Conditional Use Consistency

Policy LU 4.5 — Connectivity

Policy EP 2.2 — Environmentally Sensitive Development

Policy EP 3.3 — Water Supply Protection

Policy EP 3.6 — Maintaining Drinking Water Quality




Policy PU 2.1 — Utility Service Extension Outside the City
Policy AP-FL 2 — Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density
Policy AP-FL 4 — Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Utilities

Summary of Proposed Conditions

1. Residential density limited to max. 4 units per acre and 64 units total on site.

2. Min. 38-wide protective yard buffer along east lot line; any allowable encroachments
permitted only outside tree conservation or forestation areas.

Prohibition of street connection to Saxon Way prescribed; length of Saxon Way capped at
1,250 feet.

Min. 15% of gross site area prescribed for tree conservation area.

Min. 43% of net site area prescribed for forestation area.

Impervious surfaces limited to max. 23% of gross site area.

Min. of 18 visitor parking spaces provided.

Min. 100’ setback for site dwellings from east lot line required.

Options for addressing first inch of stormwater specified.

w
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--amended May 13, 2016

Public Meetings

Neighbor Planning Committee of : . . .
Meeting CAC Commission the Whole City Council Public Hearing
12/3/15 2/9/16; 3/22/16 5/3/16

3/8/16: (sentto (referred back
Y- 24, Committee of to Planning
N- 126 the Whole); Commission)
5/24/16
Attachments

1. Staff report
2. Traffic Study Worksheet
3. Memo: Z-01-16 Review by Public Utilities Department and Stormwater Division

Planning Commission Recommendation

Recommendation

Findings & Reasons

Motion and Vote

This document is a true and accurate statement of the findings and recommendations of the
Planning Commission. Approval of this document incorporates all of the findings of the attached
Staff Report.

Planning Director Date Planning Commission Chairperson Date
Staff Coordinator: Doug Hill: (919) 996-2622; Doug.Hill@raleighnc.gov
Staff Report 2
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CITY OF RALEIGH

Zoning Staff Report — Case Z-1-16

Conditional Use District

Case Summary

Overview

The proposal seeks to rezone the site to allow greater density, of a potentially different Building
Type than that permitted under the existing zoning.

The site is currently zoned R-1, which allows only one dwelling unit per acre. A single-family
residential subdivision, Wynbrooke IIl, was approved for the subject site, with R-1 density in
January, 2007 (as S-54-06), but the plan sunset in January, 2012. The requested rezoning is
conditioned to allow up to 4 dwellings per acre. Changing site zoning to R-10 would permit
construction of grouped Townhouse units (R-10 is the least-dense residential district in which
townhouses can be built). Development of the property is also subject to two zoning overlays:
Special Highway Overlay District-1 (SHOD-1), which requires a 50-foot wide protective yard along
I-540, and the Falls Lake Watershed Protection Overlay (FWOD), which provides certain use and
impervious surface restrictions. Both overlays would remain in place under the rezoning.

The present zoning on the property dates from 1999, when several large areas north of Strickland
Road were brought into the City’s Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction. At that time, the bulk of the area
was zoned Rural Residential; however, the 20 acres just west of the subject site--at the then-
planned intersection of Strickland Road and a new right-of-way for Leesville Road--was zoned
Shopping Center (SC).

In the years since, the latter area has become a focal point of area commercial activity; the
shopping center today contains more than 130,000 square feet of retail uses, with additional
commercial development now found on the northwest and southeast corners of the Leesville/
Strickland intersection. Zoning there now is Commercial Mixed Use-3 Stories (CX-3). Two
properties southwest of the site, across Strickland Road, are zoned Neighborhood Mixed Use-3
Stories (NX-3), but at present are in low-density residential use.

East and southeast of the subject site, residential zoning predominates. The adjacent Springdale
Gardens and Wynbrooke neighborhoods are characterized by large-lot, wooded, single-family
parcels, zoned R-1. All properties north of Strickland Road are additionally zoned SHOD-1 and
FWPOD. Twelve Springdale Gardens properties line Springdale Drive, a 1,200-foot long cul-de-
sac street. Housing there was developed in the early 1980s. The Wynbrooke subdivision was
built out from 2007 to 2011. Access to and from the existing 99 Wynbrooke lots is by means of a
single point on Strickland Road, via Allsbrooke Drive. From Allsbrooke, Saxon Way extends
1,000 feet westward to stub at the subject site’s east lot line. From the stub to Strickland Road is
a distance of some 2,000 feet.

At the southwest corner of the subject parcel, close to Strickland Road, a single house stood until
2013. With the exception of the former house site, the property is almost entirely tree-covered.

On the subject property, and within the adjacent neighborhoods, the grade falls from Strickland
Road northward into the Falls Lake watershed; the lowest point on the rezoning site, at the
parcel’'s northeast corner, is some 80 to 85 feet below Strickland Road. On the west, construction
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of the shopping center altered site grade such the retail area is relatively flat and drains away
from the watershed. Where the retail area adjoins the subject site, steep fill and a planted
transition yard restrict opportunities for cross-access; retail buildings face away from the site, with
their service and loading areas closest to the subject parcel.

Houses in the adjoining Springdale Gardens subdivision are on septic systems. City water and
sewer lines extend into the Wynbrooke neighborhood, with a pumping station located in the
northeast section of the subdivision. Ultilities are thus proximate to the subject site. However,
City policies urge caution toward extension of utilities into the Falls Lake watershed.

The requested prohibition of access to the existing street stubout of Saxon Way would result in
conditions exceeding City block perimeter and dead-end street standards. Staff has identified
several case conditions for which clarifications to language is recommended.

Outstanding Issues

1. Proposed density in the Reduce proposed density to
Falls Lake watershed is 1 dwelling unit/acre.
greater than policy
supports.
Outstanding | 2. Prohibiting cross-access to Suggested Permit street connection to
Issues Saxon Way. Mitigation Saxon Way (delete
Condition 3).
3. Staff comments on Address staff comments.
amended zoning conditions.
Staff Report 4
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Rezoning Case Evaluation

1. Compatibility Analysis

1.1 Surrounding Area Land Use/ Zoning Summary

Subject North South East West
Property
Existing | Residential-1 | Residential-1 | Neighborhood | Residential-1 | Commercial
Zoning Mixed Use-3 Mixed Use-3
Stories; stories
Residential-4
Additional | Special Special (none) Special Special
Overlay Highway-1; Highway-1; Highway-1; Highway-1;
Falls Lake Falls Lake Falls Lake Falls Lake
Watershed Watershed Watershed Watershed
Protection Protection Protection Protection
Future Land | Rural Rural Moderate Rural Neighborhood
Use | Residential Residential Density Residential Mixed Use
Residential
Current Land | Vacant Interstate Single-unit Single-unit Shopping
Use Highway living living center
Urban Form | Parkway Parkway (n/ @) Parkway Parkway
(if applicable) | Corridor Corridor Corridor Corridor
(1-540) (1-540) (1-540) (1-540)

1.2 Current vs. Proposed Zoning Summary

Existing Zoning

Proposed Zoning

Residential Density:

1 DU/acre
(16 DUs max.)

4 DUs/acre*
(64 DUs max.)

Setbacks: Detached house: If Townhouse:
Front: 20 10°
Side: 10 0 or6
Rear: 30° 20

Retail Intensity Permitted: -0- -0-

Office Intensity Permitted: -0- -0-

1.3 Estimated Development Intensities

Existing Zoning

Proposed Zoning

Total Acreage 16.25 16.25
Zoning R-1 R-10-CU
w/ SHOD-1 & FWPOD w/ SHOD-1 & FWPOD

Max. Gross Building SF n/a n/a

Max. # of Residential Units 16 64*

Max. Gross Office SF -0- -0-

Max. Gross Retail SF -0- -0-

Max. Gross Industrial SF -0- -0-
Potential F.A.R. n/a n/a

Staff Report
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The proposed rezoning is:
[] Compatible with the property and surrounding area.

X Incompatible.
Analysis of Incompatibility:

While moderate-density residential development (14 or fewer dwellings/ acre) may be considered
an appropriate transition between low-density residential and non-residential development under
many circumstances, the proposed density is greater than what has been identified by city policy
as compatible with the Falls Lake watershed. Further, the conditioned restriction of access to
Saxon Way would concentrate all site traffic to a single point on Strickland Road.
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Z-1-2016

Future Land Use Map
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Urban Form Map
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2. Comprehensive Plan Consistency Analysis

2.1 Comprehensive Plan

Determination of the conformance of a proposed use or zone with the Comprehensive Plan

includes consideration of the following questions:

e |s the proposal consistent with the vision, themes, and policies contained in the
Comprehensive Plan?

e Is the use being considered specifically designated on the Future Land Use Map in the area
where its location is proposed?

e |f the use is not specifically designated on the Future Land Use Map in the area where its
location is proposed, is it needed to service such a planned use, or could it be established
without adversely altering the recommended land use and character of the area?

o Will community facilities and streets be available at City standards to serve the use proposed
for the property?

The proposal is largely inconsistent with the visions, themes, and policies contained in the
Comprehensive Plan. The Future Land Use map designates the site for Rural Residential
development, with a maximum of one dwelling per acre. The rezoning request would allow up to
4 units per acre (64 units total, on the 16.25 acres). Policy AP-FL 2 suggests such density would
be appropriate only if clustered on a portion of the site, and only if the overall site density were
held at one unit per acre. Increased density also contrasts with vision themes Managing Our
Growth and Greenprint Raleigh, which place high value on resource conservation.

The proposal is consistent with the Urban Form map in retaining SHOD-1 zoning, which
requires a 50-foot protective yard along the I-540 right-of-way on the property’s north lot line,
corresponding with the Parkway frontage designated there. The request is also consistent with
policies pertaining to buffering, open space preservation, and impervious surface limitations.

However, regarding community facilities and streets, the proposed condition restricting the
street connection to the east runs contrary to policy and to Code, and would result in street
lengths inconsistent with City standards, both inside and outside the property. Also, while City
water and sewer lines are accessible to the site (although water pressure and sewer adequacy
would need to be confirmed), the City’s long-time policy has been to restrict density in the
watershed to substantially less than the proposal would permit.

2.2 Future Land Use

Future Land Use designation:
The rezoning request is:
[] Consistent with the Future Land Use Map.

X Inconsistent
Analysis of Inconsistency:

The Future Land Use designation is Rural Residential, recommending a maximum residential
density of 1 dwelling per acre. The proposal would allow up to 4 dwellings per acre.
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2.3 Urban Form

Urban Form designation: Parkway Corridor (along 1-540)
[ ] Not applicable (no Urban Form designation)

The rezoning request is:

X] Consistent with the Urban Form Map.

] Inconsistent
Analysis of Inconsistency:

LN/ A)

2.4 Policy Guidance

The rezoning request is inconsistent with the following policies:

Policy LU 1.2 — Future Land Use Map and Zoning Consistency

The Future Land Use Map shall be used in conjunction with the Comprehensive Plan policies to
evaluate zoning consistency including proposed zoning map amendments and zoning text
changes.

Case conditions would permit up to 4 dwellings per acre. The Future Land Use designation—
Rural Residential—caps density at 1 unit per acre.

Policy LU 1.3 — Conditional Use Consistency
All conditions proposed as part of a conditional use district (CUD) should be consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.

Policy LU 4.5 — Connectivity
New development and redevelopment should provide pedestrian and vehicular connectivity
between individual development sites to provide alternative means of access along corridors.

The proposal is conditioned to allow density greater than that prescribed by the Future Land Use
Map, and policies aimed at protecting City water supply. The proposal would also prohibit access
to the existing street stub on Saxon Way, a restriction inconsistent with City standards for
increasing connectivity among developed and developing parts of the City.

Policy EP 2.2 — Environmentally Sensitive Development

Ensure Raleigh’s growth and land development practices are compatible with the City’s natural
form, vegetation, topography, and water bodies and streams. This will decrease erosion, reduce
stormwater run-off and flooding, improve water quality, protect wildlife habitat, and provide buffers
and transitions between land uses.

Policy EP 3.3 - Water Supply Protection

Protect major water supply overlay districts through open space conservation, community
programs that promote tree coverage, floodplain preservation, and limits to impervious surface
cover.
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Policy EP 3.6 - Maintaining Drinking Water Quality
Improve the ecological integrity of the City’s primary drinking water sources by further protecting
streams from encroaching development and expanding the protection of buffers.

The proposed density is inconsistent with established City policies and practices aimed at limiting
development in the Water Supply Watershed. In other recent rezonings within the Secondary
Watershed area for which greater intensity of uses has been requested, the City Council has
either required directing site drainage out of the watershed (Z-5-13, Lifetime Athletics, on the
eastern portion of Strickland Road), or denied the request (Z-28-13, on Ray Road). Given the
critical relationship between water quality, public health, and local economic livelihood, watershed
protection seeks minimal disturbance to natural conditions, toward long-term improvement of
ecological integrity. Approval of increased density on the subject site could challenge that
objective, and create a precedent for future upzoning requests elsewhere in the watershed.

Policy PU 2.1 — Utility Service Extension Outside the City

Ensure that proposals to extend utility service outside the City are:

» Consistent with service expansion plans;

» Not into current or future water supply watersheds except in accordance with Falls Lake and
Swift Creek small area plan policies;

Sufficient in capacity to accommodate the extension;

Meet City standards; and

Enhance the contiguous development of the City.

The site is located within the Falls Lake water supply watershed. Policy AP-FL 2 of the Falls
Lake Area Plan recommends site density in the Secondary Watershed area not exceed one unit
per acre. The proposal is not in accordance with that area plan policy, as it would permit up to 4
units per acre.

2.5 Area Plan Policy Guidance

The rezoning request is inconsistent with the following Area Plan policies:

Policy AP-FL 2 — Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density

In the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Protection Area, there should be an average density of
one dwelling unit per acre. In those cases where extensions of public utilities will allow clustering
of housing, a density of up to four units per acre should be allowed only where compensating
permanent open space is set aside resulting in an overall development average of one unit per
acre.

The proposal would allow a density of four units per acre across the entire site. Achieving the
overall development average of one unit per acre recommended by this policy would require
confining four-unit per acre density to one-fourth of the parcel, with no units built elsewhere on
site.

Policy AP-FL 4 — Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Utilities

In the Secondary Watershed Protection Area, public utility extensions are allowed when the

following conditions are met:

» The capacity of water and sewer facilities is adequate for an extension;

» An extension is deemed appropriate to promote the orderly provision of public services and
facilities in the Raleigh area;
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» There will be no reduction in water quality or degradation of the watershed as a result of public
utility extension or the more intense development which may result;

* Itis determined that annexation of a proposed development would be in the best interest of the
City of Raleigh.

While City water and sewer utilities are available to the site, their extension--as expressed by the
memorandum by the Public Utilities Department accompanying this Report--would run counter to
long-held City policy, and to the public interest in maintaining that policy.

3. Public Benefit and Reasonableness Analysis

3.1 Public Benefits of the Proposed Rezoning

Use and density provide a transition between existing development (shopping center and
large-lot residential development).

The proposal could bring active use to a long-vacant site, and expand housing options in the
immediate area.

3.2 Detriments of the Proposed Rezoning

e Potential impacts on the Falls Lake water supply watershed, and the precedent possible from
permitting rezoning which could pose those potential impacts.

e Site access is restricted (due to limited street frontage, internal topography, and requested
restriction on street connection).

4. Impact Analysis

4.1 Transportation
The site is located on the north side of Strickland Road approximately 1/4 miles east of
Leesville Road. Strickland Road (SR 1829) is maintained by the NCDOT. This segment of
Strickland Road currently has a two-lane, ribbon-paved cross section without curbs or
sidewalks. Strickland Road is classified as a major street in the UDO Street Plan Map
(Avenue, 4-Lane, Divided). An existing local street (Saxon Way) stubs into the subject
parcel's eastern side. Saxon Way is a paved street with curb, gutter and a sidewalk.

There are no City of Raleigh CIP projects planned for Strickland Road. There are no state
STIP projects for Strickland Road in the vicinity of the Z-1-2016 site. Offers of cross access
to adjacent parcels shall be made in accordance with the Raleigh UDO section 8.3.5.D:
Internal vehicular circulation areas shall be designed and installed to allow for cross-access
between abutting lots. If an abutting owner refuses in writing to allow construction of the
internal vehicular circulation on their property, a stub for future cross-access shall be
provided as close as possible to the common property line. If cross-access is waived by the
Public Works Director in accordance with Sec. 8.3.6., bicycle and pedestrian connections
shall be provided between abutting properties except where there is a perennial wet stream
crossing greater than 15 feet in width that interferes with such access.

Site access will be provided via Strickland Road and Saxon Way. In accordance with UDO
section 8.3.2, the maximum block perimeter for R-10 zoning is 2,500 feet. The block
perimeter for Z-1-2016 is restricted by the I-540 eastbound entrance ramp, which abuts the
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subject parcel on the north. Direct vehicular access to the 1-540 ramp is prohibited by
NCDOT. If the extension of Saxon Way is blocked or otherwise denied, then the subject
parcel cannot meet the City's block perimeter or dead-end street length standards.

Approval of case Z-1-2016 would increase average peak hour trip volume by 36 veh/hr;
daily trip volume will increase by 393 veh/day. A traffic impact analysis report is not required
for Z-1-2016.

Impact Identified: Extension of Saxon Way.

4.2 Transit
Transit is not currently available in this area, and neither the City of Raleigh Short Range
Transit Plan nor the Wake County Transit Plan call for future service on Strickland Road.

There are no transit requests.

Impact Identified: None.

4.3 Hydrology

Floodplain | None

Drainage Basin | Lower Barton Creek

Stormwater Management | Section 9.2 UDO

Overlay District | Falls Watershed Protection

Site is subject to Section 9.2 stormwater management regulations. There are Neuse Buffers
located on the site. Site is located within the Falls Lake Watershed Protection Overlay
District (FWPOD) and is subject to Section 9.5.2 of the UDO.

Impact Identified: Any development in Falls Lake will be subject a maximum impervious of
30% regardless of zoning on the property. Per Condition 8 offered by the applicant, the “first
one inch” would be a higher standard than what is currently required by UDO 9.5.2.C.1; in
order to exceed 12% but stay under 24% impervious, the code requires that only the first %
inch be captured.

4.4 Public Utilities

Maximum Demand (current) Maximum Demand (proposed)
Water 10,000 gpd 50,625 gpd
Waste Water 10,000 gpd 50,625 gpd

The proposed rezoning would add approximately 40,625 gpd to the wastewater collection
and water distribution systems of the City.

This site is one of the relatively limit number of situations where only one half the use
control policy (in this case, the density limitation) is in place. However, municipal water and
wastewater service would be allowed at this parcel. This site is tributary to Falls Lake, but is
located south of 1-540, and within the City’s ETJ & utility service area. It also already has
immediate access to 24" water in Strickland Road and 8” sewer in Saxon Way. Development
of this site should maintain the 655 pressure zone and a downstream sewer capacity study
may be required for the adjacent Wynbrooke subdivision pump station.

Impact Identified: The developer may be required to submit a downstream sanitary sewer
capacity study, and those required improvements identified by the study must be permitted
and constructed in conjunction with and prior to the proposed development being
constructed. Modification of zoning will become a precedent for deviating from the use
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control policy. As such, it may have ramifications for the implementation of use control as a
water quality protection method in this and other water supply watersheds.

Verification of available capacity for water fire flow is required as part of the building permit
process. Any water system improvements required to meet fire flow requirements will also be
required.

4.5 Parks and Recreation
There are no existing or proposed greenway trails, corridors or connectors on this site. An
existing greenway easement is located adjacent to the site in the northeastern corner. The
nearest trail access is Hare Snipe Creek, 2.8 miles. Recreation services are provided by
Strickland Road Neighborhood Park, 0.4 miles.

Impact Identified: None.

4.6 Urban Forestry
R-1 zoning to R-10 would change the required tree conservation area amount from 15% to
10%, but Condition 4 increases the tree conservation area amount to the R-1 standard.

Impact Identified: None.

4.7 Designated Historic Resources
The site does not include and is not within 1,000 feet of any Raleigh Historic Landmarks or
properties listed on the National Register of Historic Places. However, the site is
approximately 600 feet from the c. 1906 Leesville School Teacherage (9513 Old Leesville
Road; PIN 0788048627), which has been determined by the NC State Historic Preservation
Office as potentially being eligible for nomination to the National Register (survey number WA
1345) and is a potential Raleigh Historic Landmark.

Impact Identified: None.

4.8 Community Development
This site is not located within a redevelopment plan area.

Impact Identified: None.

4.9 Impacts Summary
1. Potential impacts to Falls Lake watershed.
2. Prohibiting cross-access to Saxon Way conflict with City block perimeter and dead-end
street standards, as well as subdivision access standards.

4.10 Mitigation of Impacts
1. Limit density to one dwelling per acre.
2. Permit street connection to Saxon Way (delete Condition 3).

5. Conclusions

The proposal is inconsistent with the Future Land Use map and several Comprehensive Plan
policies, which call for a maximum density of one dwelling per acre within the Falls Lake
Secondary Watershed. However, City water and sewer lines are available to the site, and case
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conditions seek to mitigate potential impacts of site development (e.g., exceeding the tree
conservation requirements for R-10, and the minimum watershed forestation percentage).
Prohibiting access to the Saxon Way street stub, though, is inconsistent with City block perimeter
and dead-end street standards. Provisions of several case conditions should be clarified.
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Staff Comments: Z-1-16 Conditions (as amended 5/13/16)

Condition 2

Tree conservation areas do not allow encroachments listed in this condition after the tree
conservation area is established. In addition, fences and walls are not allowed in tree
conservation areas. With regard to the forestation areas, those are based on percentage and
removal of such areas will require a like replacement in other areas. Also, the encroachments
authorized in Condition 2 may not be allowed by UDO Sec 7.2.4.D.

Condition 3

Delete. Prohibiting connectivity to Saxon Way compromises safety. If the Z-1-16 site does not
connect to Saxon Way, then the response time and travel distance from Fire Station #23 to
homes along Saxon Way will increase by a significant margin. Terminating the street will also
cause it to exceed the block perimeter standards, the dead-end street length standards (max.
300’ for R-10 zoning) and subdivision access standards (stub street extension) of UDO Sec
8.3.4.C.4. Saxon Way already exceeds the maximum length for a dead-end street by a
considerable margin. If the City Council determines that a motor vehicle connection is not in the
City’s best interests, then the developer could provide a landscaped island that permits
pedestrians & cyclists to travel uninterrupted along Saxon Way, but blocks cars & trucks. An
administrative design adjustment may be granted for the causes listed in Section 8.3.6 of the
UDO, but that section is not applicable to rezoning cases.

Since Condition 3 is based on TC-8-15, the finding required in UDO Section 10.2.4.E.2.c, Section
6 of TC-8-15 (Ordinance NO (2015) 518 TC 375), should be part of the recommendation of the
Planning Commission. The UDO required finding reads as follows:

Such zoning conditions shall only be approved by the City Council when the City Council
makes a determination that the offered zoning condition provides safe, efficient and
convenient vehicular and pedestrian access within the development and between adjacent
developments and does not adversely affect traffic congestion.

The applicant should specify in a memorandum to the Commission, separate from these
conditions, evidence of compliance with the finding.
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Planning &
Development

Rezoning Application

Development Services
Customer Service Center
One Exchange Plaza
1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601 TR e
Phone 919-006-2495 S F B 2016 p12: 25
Fax 919-516-2685

Rezoning Request

OFFICE USE ONLY

[l General Use [X|conditional Use

Existing Zoning Classification R-1/SC

Proposed Zoning Classification Base District R-10-CU w/ SHOD & FWPOD Height

O Master Plan

Frontage

Transaction Number
HYy3096
i sllo

If the property has been previously rezoned, provide the rezoning case number.

Provide all previous transaction numbers for Coordinated Team Reviews, Due Diligence Sessions or

Pre-Submittal Conferences. 448096, 451725

GENERAL INFORMATION :

Property Address
13120 Strickland Rd

Raleigh, NC 27613

Date

Becomber—— 2045

T(n [ ef? 8} Zﬂlﬂf

Isabel Worthy Mattox
PO Box 946
Raleigh, NC 27602

919-828-7171

Property PIN Deed Reference (Book/Page)

0788155943 00554/0-E-

Nearest Intersection Property size (in acres)

Strickland Rd and Leesville Rd 16.25 acres

Property Owner/Address Phone Fax ‘
Edna Saintsing Dillard \
9608 Old Leesville Rd Email

Raleigh, NC 27613 ‘
Project Contact Person/Address Phone Fax ’

919-831-1205

Email
isabel@mattoxfirm.com

Owner/Agent Signature

5
lgﬁ’&hﬂ_—/ Jf—ﬁw}fiEZ/w ’d P24 z’&fL/

Email

Edna Saintsing Dillard )

A rezoning application will not be considered complete until all required submittal components listed on the Rezoning
Checklist have been received and approved.
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Development Services

[ ]
Customer Service Center
a n n I ng One Exchange Plaza
1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400

Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
Phone 919-996-2495

Fax 919-516-2685

Conditional Use District Zoning Conditions

Zoning Case Number Z-1-16

Transaction Number

Date Submitted May 12, 2016

Existing Zoning R-1/SC w/ SHOD-1 & FWPOD | Proposed Zoning R-10-CU w/ SHOD-1 &

FWPOD

NARRATIVE OF ZONING CONDITIONS OFFERED

1.

Residential density shall not exceed four dwelling units per acre and shall not exceed 64 total dwelling units.

Unless a different protective yard is required under the UDO, a Type B1 or B2 protective yard as defined in UDO Section 7.2.4 (as
determined by the property owner) with a minimum width of 38 feet shall be maintained along the eastern lot line of the subject
property (except for areas where public right-of-way abuts the western line) and adjacent to the following adjoining properties (PIN
0788-16-8450, DB 14244/323; PIN 0788-16-8076, DB 9062/639; PIN 0788-15-8758, DB 15467/2403; PIN 0788-15-8469, DB 14694/169; PIN
0788-15-8291, DB 3347/270; and PIN 0788-14-8972, DB 12209/2658), provided that wooded areas which meet the requirements for Tree
Conservation Areas or forestation areas under UDO Section 9.1 may be substituted for required plantings. Subject to requirements for|
protective yards required under the UDO, as applicable, and Tree Conservation Areas (“TCAs”), as applicable, and/or forestation
areas, as applicable, the protective yard may be crossed by utility lines and easements, stormwater facilities and pedestrian access,
provided that such encroachments do not exceed 30% of the protective yard in the aggregate. The allowable 30% encroachment into
protective yards applies only to those portions of protective yards not designated as TCAs or forestation areas.

Subject to City Council approval, the maximum block perimeter standards in UDO Section 8.3.2, the dead-end/stub street standards in
UDO Section 8.3.4, and the motor vehicle cross access requirements of UDO Section 8.3.5 shall be modified such that a motor vehicle
street connection shall not be made to Saxon Way and in such case, the property owner shall terminate Saxon Way on the subject
property with alandscaped island which permits pedestrian and bicycle cross access or in such other manner as is approved by the
City of Raleigh Public Works Department and the length of Saxon Way stubbed street shall not exceed 1,250 feet.

A minimum of 15% of the net site area of the subject property shall be designated as Tree Conservation Area.

A minimum of 43% of the net site area of the subject property shall be maintained as a forestation area under Section 9.1.9 of the
UDO.

Subject to UDO Section 9.5.2, impervious surface area on the subject property shall not exceed 23% of the gross site area.

A minimum of 18 visitor parking spaces shall be maintained on the subject property.

All dwelling units shall be placed at least 100 feet from all of the following lots (PIN 0788-16-8450, DB 14244/323; PIN 0788-16-8076, DB
9062/639; PIN 0788-15-8758, DB 15467/2403; PIN 0788-15-8469, DB 14694/169; PIN 0788-15-8291, DB 3347/270; and PIN 0788-14-8972,
DB 12209/2658).

The first one inch of stormwater which directly or indirectly runs off the surfaces (in excess of 12% impervious surfaces) on the
Property shall be either:

@) Retained for either infiltration into the soil or for evaporation into the air; or

(i) Detained for at least a 12-hour period; or

(iii) Captured by an appropriate stormwater treatment device.

These zoning conditions have been voluntarily offered by the property owner. All property owners must sign
each condition page. This page may be photocopied if additional space is needed.

Owner/Agent Signature Print Name

Edna Saintsing Dillard
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Development Services

[ ]
Customer Service Center
a n n I n g One Exchange Plaza

1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400

Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
Phone 919-996-2495

Fax 919-516-2685

Rezoning Application Addendum

Comprehensive Plan Analysis OFFIGE USE ONLY

The applicant is asked to analyze the impact of the rezoning request. State Statutes require that the Transaction Number
rezoning either be consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan, or that the request be reasonable Ll'L‘\ '8 OD(B

and in the public interest.
Zoning Case Number

Wil

STATEMENT OF CONSISTENCY

Provide brief statements regarding whether the rezoning request is consistent with the future land use designation, the urban form map and
any applicable policies contained within the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.

1. | The zoning request is consistent many Comprehensive Plan policies as set forth below.
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Guideline

Response

LAND USE / Policy LU 1.2 / Future Land Use Map and

Zonin

g Consistency

l

The Future Land Use Map shall be used in
conjunction with the Comprehensive Plan policies to
evaluate zoning consistency including proposed
zoning map amendments and zoning text changes.

The Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation for the
subject property is “Rural Residential” in which
intensification of urban uses is not expected and gross
densities are generally one unit per acre. However, this
category does provide for small pockets of clustered
housing, If developed as a capped-density townhouse
neighborhood, it could successfully serve as a transition
between the adjacent shopping center to the west and the
large lot single-family homes to the east.

LAND USE / Policy LU 1.3 / Conditional Use District
Consistency

2

All conditions proposed as part of a conditional use
district (CUD) should be consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan,

The zoning document has been developed with emphasis
on providing compatibility with the goals of the 2030
Comprehensive Plan.

LAND USE / Policy LU 2.1 / Placemaking

3

Development within Raleigh’s jurisdiction should
strive to create places, streets, and spaces that in
aggregate meet the needs of people at all stages of
life are visually attractive, safe, accessible,
functional, inclusive, have their own distinctive
identity, and maintain or improve local character.

The vacant subject property lies at the juxtaposition of
Rural Residential, Moderate Density Residential, and
Neighborhood Mixed Use land use areas. A large
suburban shopping center is to the west of the property
and rural residential is to the east. Townhouse
development would provide a functional and attractive
transition between the shopping center and the low-
density rural residential while providing an opportunity
for greater diversity of age ranges and family units.

LAND USE / Policy LU 2.2 / Compact Development

4

New development and redevelopment should use a
more compact land use pattern to support the efficient
provision of public services, improve the
performance of transportation networks, preserve
open space, and reduce the negative impacts of low
intensity and non-contiguous development.

The proposed townhouse development, while limited in
density, will provide a more compact development than
the adjacent R-1. Increasing density in this area will
help to preserve open space and more efficiently use
public services and transportation networks.

LAND USE / Policy LU 2.3 / Cluster Development

5

Cluster development should be used to achieve open

space preservation in those areas of the City planned

for rural residential land uses on the Future Land Use
Map.

Townhouse development on this vacant lot in a rural
residential land use area would effectively preserve open
space while serving as a transition between the R-1 area
to the east and the commercial mixed-use area to the
west of the subject site.

LAND USE / Policy LU 2.5/ Healthy Communities
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New development, redevelopment, and infrastructure
investment should strive to promote healthy
communities and active lifestyles by providing or
encouraging enhanced bicycle and pedestrian
circulation, access, and safety along roads near areas
of employment, schools, libraries, and parks.

The subject property lies adjacent to residential and
commercial areas. Development of this vacant lot would
provide greater pedestrian and bicycle circulation
between the residential areas and the shopping center.

LAND USE / Policy LU 3.2 / Location of Growth

7

The development of vacant properties should occur
first within the City's limits, then within the City’s
planning jurisdiction, and lastly within the City's
USAs to provide for more compact and orderly
growth, including provision of conservation areas.

The subject site is vacant and within the Raleigh
corporate boundaries,

LAND USE / Policy LU 4.4 / Reducing VMT Through
Mixed Use

8

Promote mixed-use development that provides a
range of services within a short distance of residences
as a way to reduce the growth of vehicle miles
traveled (VMT).

The proposed townhouse development would be
adjacent to an existing shopping center in a
Neighborhood Mixed Use arca. The close proximity to
a mix of uses would encourage walkability and the use
of other modes of transportation,

LAND USE / Policy LU 5.1 / Reinforcing the Urban

Pattern

9

New development should be visually integrated with
adjacent buildings, and more generally with the
surrounding area. Quality design and site planning is
required so that new development opportunitics
within the existing urban fabric of Raleigh are
implemented without adverse impacts on local
character and appearance.

The proposed project would have a higher density than

the R-1 area to the east but would have significant open
space and forestation areas, thereby preserving the local
character of the rural residential area.

LAND USE / Policy LU 5.4 / Density Transitions

10

Low- to medium-density residential development
and/or low-impact office uses should serve as
transitional densities between lower-density
neighborhoods and more intensive commercial and
residential uses. Where two areas designated for
significantly different development intensity abut on
the Future Land Use Map, the implementing zoning
should ensure that the appropriate transition occurs
on the site with the higher intensity.

The subject property lies at the border of Rural
Residential and Neighborhood Mixed Use areas on the
Future Land Use Map. The proposed low-density
townhouse development would serve as an effective
transition between the low-density single family
residential to the east and the shopping center to the
west.

LAND USE / Policy LU 5.5 / Transitional and Buffer
Zone Districts
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11 Maintain and enhance zoning districts which serve as | The subject property lies between an area zoned R-1 and
transitional or buffer areas between residential and an area zoned SC. The proposed low-density townhouse
commercial districts and which also may contain development would serve as an effective transition
institutional, non-profit, and office-type uses. Zoning | between the low-density single family residential to the
regulations and conditions for these areas should east and the shopping center to the west.
ensure that development achieves appropriate height
and density transitions, and protects neighborhood
character. (1, 3, 6)

LAND USE / Policy LU 5.6 / Buffering Requirements

12 New development adjacent to areas of lower intensity | The proposed development includes significant open
should provide effective physical buffers to avoid space, forestation, and lree conservation areas that buffer
adverse effects, Buffers may include larger setbacks, | the adjacent R-1 neighborhood and preserves the natural
landscaped or forested strips, transition zones, scenic beauty along 1-540.
fencing, screening, height and/or density step downs,
and other architectural and site planning measures
that avoid potential conflicts.

LAND USE / Policy LU 8.1 / Housing Variety

13 Accommodate growth in newly developing areas of While not technically in a mixed-use area, the subject
the City through mixed-use neighborhoods with a site lies between a Neighborhood Mixed Use lot being
variety ol housing types. used as a shopping center and a Rural Residential area

with large single-family lots. The addition of
townhouses in this area would serve as a transition
between land uses of differing intensities, increase
housing variety, and be more inclusive to a variety of
age ranges and family units.

LAND USE / Policy LU 8.3 / Conserving, Enhancing, and

Revitalizing Neighborhoods

14 Recognize the importance of balancing the need to The proposed townhouse development on the subject
increase the housing supply and expand property would effectively preserve the neighborhood
neighborhood commerce with the parallel need to character of the adjacent single-family neighborhood to
protect neighborhood character, preserve historic the east and also provide a transition to the higher
resources, and restore the environment. intensity commercial use to the west. The property

would have a capped density and will fulfill a watershed
forestation requirement to both preserve the rural feel of
the area and to reduce stress on the environment of a
walershed protection area.

LAND USE / Policy LU 8.5 / Conservation of Single-

Family Neighborhoods

15 Protect and conserve the City’s single-family The proposed limited density townhouse development
neighborhoods and ensure that their zoning reflects on this vacant site would create a buffer for the low
their established low density character. Carefully density single-family neighborhood from the more
manage the development of vacant land and the intensive commercial use of the nearby shopping center.
alteration of existing structures in and adjacent to
single-family neighborhoods to protect low density
character, preserve open space, and maintain
neighborhood scale.

LAND USE / Policy LU 8.9 / Open Space in New

Development
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16 New residential development should be developed The proposed project includes ample open space and
with common and usable open space that preserves tree conservation areas.
the natural landscape and the highest quality
ecological resources on the site.

LAND USE / Policy LU 8.10 / Infill Development

17 Encourage infill development on vacant land within The rezoning of the subject property will facilitate the
the City, particularly in areas where there are vacant development of a vacant site that will complement the
lots that create “gaps™ in the urban fabric and detract | area and serve as a transition between low density
from the character of a commercial or residential residential and commercial uses.
street. Such development should complement the
established character of the area and should not create
sharp changes in the physical development pattern.

LAND USE / Policy LU 8.11 / Development of Vacant

Sites

18 Facilitate the development of vacant lots that The rezoning of the subject property will facilitate the

historically been difficult to develop due to
infrastructure or access problems, inadequate lot
dimensions, fragmented or absentee ownership, or
other constraints. Explore lot consolidation, acquisition
and other measures that would address these.

development of an oddly-shaped vacant site in a way
that will enhance the character of the surrounding area
and preserve open space.

ENVIRONMENT / Policy EP 2.3 / Open Space
Preservation

19

Seek to identify all opportunities to conserve open
space networks, mature existing tree stands, steep
slopes, floodplains, priority wildlife habitats, and
significant natural features as part of public and
private development plans and targeted acquisition.

The proposed project includes ample open space,
forestation, and tree conservation areas.

ENVIRONMENT / Policy EP 2.4 / Scenic Vistas and

Views

20

Explore options for protecting and creating scenic
vistas and views of natural landscape

The proposed project preserves the natural scenic vista
along [-540 by adhering to the requirements of its
Special Highway Overlay District.

ENVIRONMENT / Policy EP 3.3 / Water Supply
Protection

21

Protect major water supply overlay districts through
open space conservation, community programs that
promote tree coverage, floodplain preservation, and
limits to impervious surface cover.

The subject property is located in a Falls Lake
Watershed Overlay district, which was taken into
consideration in the site plan. This project will use
cluster housing with limited density to preserve open
space, set aside tree conservation and forestation areas,
and install BMPs to limit stormwater impacts.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION / Policy EP3.12 /
Mitigating Stormwater Impacts
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22

Potential stormwater impacts from new development
on adjoining properties should mimic pre-
development conditions and control the rate of runoff
so as to avoid erosion of stream banks, inundation of
natural waterways and to allow the recharging of
groundwater. The intent is to avoid environmental
and economic damage to the adjacent properties and
City infrastructure.

BMPs will be added to this development to control
stormwater runoff.

ENVI

RONMENT / Policy EP 5.5 / Forested Buffers

23

Conserve forested buffers along Raleigh’s freeways
and expressways through the use of Special Highway
Overlay Districts and conditional use zoning

The subject property lies in a Special Highway Overlay
District and will comply with the required 50” forested
yard along the portion of the lot adjacent to the highway.

HOUSING / Policy H 1.1 / Mixed-Income Neighborhoods

24

Promote mixed-income neighborhoods throughout
the City, particularly within high-density
development at employment centers, downtown, and
along transit corridors,

The addition of a townhouse style housing development
will bring a wider mix of incomes to this area that is
dominated by large single-family lots.

URBAN DESIGN / Policy UD 5.4 / Neighborhood
Character and Identity

25

Strengthen the defining visual qualities of Raleigh’s
neighborhoods. This should be achieved in part by
relating the scale of infill development, alterations,
renovations, and additions to existing neighborhood

The proposed residential townhouse development with
limited density will provide an effective transition parcel
between the low density single family lots to the east

and the higher intensity commercial parcel to the west,

context. This project will help preserve the visual quality and feel

of the adjacent rural residential area.

PUBLIC BENEFITS

Provide brief statements regarding the public benefits derived as a result of the rezoning request.

1. | This rezoning will facilitate additional residential development in a way that will buffer the adjacent rural residential area from the
nearby shopping center thereby helping to preserve the rural character of the residences.

2. This rezoning will provide a development that will serve as an intensity transition between a low density residential area and a higher
intensity shopping center

3. This rezoning will expedite development of a vacant lot in a way that will complement the surreunding area and fill a gap in the urban
fabric, all while complying with the strict FWPOD and SHOD Overlay District requirements.

4, This rezoning with the limited density condition will ease the addition of higher density cluster housing into a rural residential area
thereby providing a wider range of housing options for the area.

URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES

If the property to be rezoned is shown as a “mixed use center” or located along a Main Street or Transit Emphasis Corridor as shown on the
Urban Form Map in the Comprehensive Plan, the applicant must respond to the Urban Design Guidelines contained in the 2030
Comprehensive Plan,

This development does not meet the criteria to necessitate responses to the guidelines helow.
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Z-1-16

ISABEL WORTHY MATTOX

Attorney at Law
Telephone (919) 828-7171 isabel@mattoxfirm,com

January 6, 2015

Mr. Daniel Band

Planner 1

City of Raleigh Planning Department
One Exchange Plaza, Suite 204
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601

RE: NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING REPORT Regarding Proposed Rezoning Petition
of Edna Saintsing Dillard (the “Owner”) of approximately 16.25 acres, located at
13120 Strickland Road, Raleigh, NC 27613 (the “Property”).

Dear Daniel:

As indicated in my attached letter, the Neighborhood Meeting for the above-referenced
prospective rezoning case was held on December 3, 2015 at 7:00 PM in the Lake Lynn
Community Center Art Room, 7921 Ray Road, Raleigh, NC 27613, to discuss the proposed
rezoning of the Property located at 13120 Strickland Road.

The persons and organizations contacted about this meeting are indicated on the attached
list. Those in attendance were:

Richard Horvath

Elsa Jimenez

Thomas Erwin

Edna Dillard

Allan and Gail Johnston

Isabel Worthy Mattox — Attorney for Applicant
Stephen Freeman — Developer representative

Curt Blazier, McKim & Creed, Engineer for Applicant

Issues discussed were as follows:

127 West Hargett Street, Suite 500, Raleigh, NC 27601 Post Office Box 946, Raleigh, NC 27602
Fax (919) 831-1205




Mr. Daniel Band
January 6, 2016
Page 2

l. We generally discussed the zoning process, the Comprehensive Plan guidance for the
property which suggests low density residential but allows for small pockets of clustered housing
and the proposed zoning requested.

2, Product type. The prospective developer indicated its intent to develop 72 townhouse
units on 16+ acres of land. The units will be three-story units with three bedrooms and two baths.
Purchase prices of the units are expected to be in the range of $250,000-$350,000. We believe
this product will be desirable for young professional singles and couples, empty nesters and/or
parents of residents of nearby Saxon Way or Wynbrooke neighborhood.

3 Connection to Saxon Road. We indicated that the City Planning Department had stated
that the connection to Saxon would be required; however, we also informed the neighbors that a
text change, TC-8-15, had been passed recently which gives some leeway to City Council about
requiring road connections

4. Grading. The prospective developers indicated that the site would need to be balanced,
which would require moving some soil from one side to the other, and may possibly require a
retaining wall, but they indicated their desire to do it in the most sensitive manner possible.

D New right-of-way .We discussed the construction of a Sensitive Area Residential Street.
The required dimensions include a 70-foot right-of-way with 20 feet of pavement with swales
rather than curb and gutter. We agreed that it seems odd to have a 20-foot wide swale and then
have a sidewalk on the other side of the swale. We hope to convince the City that curb and gutter
would make sense on the side of the road where the townhouses will be located and that swales
would work on the side of the road which abuts a natural area. One of the meeting attendees
stated that there are many neighborhoods in Raleigh which have this condition, specifically
Cameron Park, Fallon Park and Hayes Barton.

6. Property values. Some neighbors believed that the development of a townhouse project
adjacent to their neighborhood would negatively affect their property values.

T Visitor parking. Neighbors were concerned that there would not be not enough visitor
parking provided and that visitors to the townhouses may park on Saxon Road in front of their
houses instead. The prospective developer agreed to consider more visitor parking,

8. Proximity to 540 and the shopping center. One neighbor asked why the prospective
developer decided to locate the townhouses directly adjacent to the existing adjacent shopping
center rather than directly adjacent to the single-family residential neighborhood. It was
explained that the prospective developer is trying to develop a project which causes the least
impact to the existing neighborhood and felt that leaving a natural area adjacent to the
neighborhood would be preferable to the neighbors. The question of noise from nearby 540 was
raised. Although there may be noise from Highway 540 which is audible to the new
development, the prospective developer does not have major concerns about the noise.




Mr. Daniel Band
January 6, 2016
Page 3

9. Location of six units closest to Saxon Way. We discussed the possibility of reduction or
relocation of the six townhouse units which would be in close proximity to Saxon Way.

10.  Green development. The prospective developer indicated its desire to develop a “green”
project. A 40% forestation requirement will be imposed for this property in the Falls Lake
Watershed. The development will have a natural area adjacent to the single-family neighborhood
as well as natural areas in the SHOD yard adjacent to 540. In addition, a new public street will be
a Sensitive Area Residential Street which requires less pavement than typical and requires swales
instead of curb and gutter

Enclosures
cc: Stephen Freeman




ISABEL WORTHY MATTOX

Attorney at Law

Telephone (919) 828-7171 isabel@mattoxfirm.com

November 19, 2015

TO ALL ADDRESSEES:

RE:  NOTICE OF MEETING Regarding Proposed Rezoning Petition of 13120
Strickland Road, Raleigh, NC 27613, 16.25 acres, PIN # 0788155943, Wake County Registry
(the “Rezoning Property”), owned by Edna Saintsing Dillard (the “Owner™).

Dear Property Owners:

You are receiving this letter because you are the owner of property localed in the vicinity
of the Rezoning Property for which a rezoning is now being contemplated. The proposed
rezoning will rezone the Rezoning Property from R-1/SC to R-10 Conditional Use with a
maximum of five dwelling units per acre. The R-10 zoning classification is needed (o allow
townhouse style buildings, but we will not seck R-10 density. We believe townhouses will
provide a good transition between the adjacent shopping center to the west and the low density
residential to the east. We anticipate that a Rezoning Application will be filed on behalf of the
Owaner in the near future.

In accordance with the requirements of the Raleigh Unified Development Ordinance,
notice is hereby given to you as the owner of the Rezoning Property or the owner of property
within 100 feet of the Rezoning Property (collectively, Notice Neighbors) of a meeting to discuss
the prospective rezoning to be held at the Lake Lynn Community Center Art Room, 7921 Ray
Road, Raleigh, NC 27613, at 7:00 p.m. on the evening of Thursday, December 3, 2015.

I'will be present to meet with you and answer any questions which you may have
regarding this Rezoning Application.

127 West Hargett Street, Suite 500, Raleigh, NC 27601 Post Office Box 946, Raleigh, NC 27602
Fax (919) 831-1205




November 19, 2015
Page 2

If the Rezoning Application is filed as now planned, it will be vetted by City Staff over
the next few weeks and referred to the Planning Commission for review. To follow this process
please consult the City’s website at www.raleighne.gov/planning. If you have any questions
about the proposed Rezoning Application, either before our meeting of December 3, 2015 or at
any time after our meeting, I hope you will feel free to contact me.

7

Yours very truly,

orthy Mattox

Ge: Stephen Freeman
Curt Blazier
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Development Services

® -
E Customer Service Center
One Exchange Plaza

1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400

1 Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
Ve 0 m e : Phone 819-8996-2495
_ Fax 919-516-2685

Rezoning Valid Statutory Protest Petition (VSPP)

Administrative Use Only Administrative Use Oniy
Submit this form fo:
City Clerk _ . : RE@EWQQ :
Raleigh Municipal Building, Room 207 - - CITY /@‘E{Wﬁ S OFFICE
222 W. Hargett St. & g Z ./'é'
Raleigh, NC 27602 106%™ ey
Vatidity Recelved by City Clerk
Pate Submitted 3.17.2016 Case #Z2-1 ~16

Contact Person: Heather West

Address: 9517 Springdale Drive City: Raleigh

| State: NC Zip: 27613 | Phone: 919-801-6256 Fax

Email: swesti7@nc.rr.com

If a Valid Statutory Protest Petition (VSPP) is filed in opposition to a rezoning request, the City Council cannot approve
the request unless it does so by a vote of three-fourths of all Council members. A simple majority can approve all other
requests. To file a VSPP, the petition must:

[ ]

Be signed by the owner(s) {including both husband and wife if there is joint ownership) of twenty percent .
(20%) or more of the area of the lols included in the rezoning request; OR five percent (5%) of a 100 foot wide

buffer extending alond the entire boundary of each discrete or separate area proposed to be rezoned. A strest
right-of-way shall not be considered in computing the 100 foof buffer area as long as that street right-of-way is
100 feet wide or less. When less than an entire parce! of land is subiject to the proposed zoning map
amendment, the 100 foot buffer shall be measured from the property line of that parcel. In the absence of

evidence {o the contrary, the city may rely on the county tax listing to deterfnine the “owners” of potentially
gualifying areas;

Include a statement of opposition on each page of signatures at the top of the petition. The statement should
be simply and clearly worded;

Be submitfed no less than two (2) full working days prior o the hearing, not including the actual day of the
hearing and not including any holidays, Saturdays or Sundays. For instance, if the hearing occurs on Tuesday,
the form must be submitted by the previous Thursday at 5:00 p.m.;

Be delivered to the office of the City Clerk, Raleigh Municipal Building, Room 207, 222 W. Hargett Street,
before 5:00 p.m. on the deadline date; and )

Have signatures attached to this sheet on the form provided. The signature form may be duplicated if
necessary.

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2.

- Address:

o o i :
b ' A//z’” - / . o
Signature: = UZ'} Print Name (clearly): fé Yot iy [l

Address: S 6@l Tl I’S\\;!Qef Df Rﬂ!é’s"ﬁh Me 17&’}

Signature: Dp{?x?wﬁ/ VL’*\ Print Name {clearly): -jz;mf’ 5 // //‘/ Jﬂ-// ¢ g
Address: ﬂ f‘jﬂb Trei| fQ\“J’St‘ DI‘ P«Jéﬂl‘a M 27¢13 /

' Signature: \Ag)}“/\sg Print Name (cleariy): \‘{ﬂ Wis ‘(/\..{ 1 fﬁg'&”

Address: SEOY ’/O’Z‘\\ V-‘Afg&“wf r\ZfV‘\{ﬂ}« \k't’ L6

Signatﬁre: <.é%f*"’/’2‘ff-? Zf’?ﬁ—bﬂ"/ Print Name (clearly): 7 E/ Lzt £, Yhes

Address: 9 & 44 j‘iéﬂgp /Zf-s;*{ [ 7}\_

Signature: fﬁ“}B @Wa/—/ Print Name (clearly)% b4 K

Address; _ S0 ’Lq Tral @"éﬁ“' D hajetqr( ‘Mf/ 2761

| ' L o
Signature: é?ﬁ}uu/(ﬂ !@?a,&/a’\ Print Name {clearly): Ldurve/@ M]O{ acle
Address: 50 24 Tvaul &4 <L5;e, Q»’“ @A_Qméﬁ N 22613 :

Signature: /{/ 6&5&5’6@/ ,@ __Print Name (clearly): Kathleen O chui)

Address: 30 24 Traul €. cL?,( Dr &LQ@(S& ’ De 23613

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z- -_18

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning A I!'cation of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is Inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the pb!icies EP 2.2 ,EP 2.5 EP 3.3, PU3.11 and AP-FL 2.
Address: '

Signature: w/;)&‘/wj/ /:,) % 'Q}’Z Print Name (clearlyj: "3’;{ het G . K ‘e 7[;"’5‘

Address: "6 |4 ‘s\@ri-baug "DR., ")que,‘mffaf Ne, 27415

Signature’ E&%&) . Q\J\-__, Print Name (clearly) ?3«?—\(&&\5 Qxl (L AmS

Address: SO0 Fiein ~YSxeenmn Bd e, N 2 613

Signature: . / 70 “f;z ﬁ"/i/\jﬁ:" Prin“c Name (clearly) KM, Z’F {@/ﬁ‘f—ﬁ/{/

Address: 4{?%9 pﬂE.‘é ﬂyﬁ\ ET

‘- .

Signature: Ig\,\ A Print Name {clearly): 6r i,j&m LUISmILd
Address: ?4(9q D@d{) RLWL C’{' 2 717
Signature: KM’\/ ﬁ"—w Print Name (clearly): KM/L L ftb gler
Address: To | 965 5 ﬁwuwyf’ 216 |

' o™
Signature; - - {If / Print Name (clearly MK A KfEFEﬂ
Address ,%fé 5’5@5@% D ¥ f‘wﬁiuﬁi &?&Lﬁ«(&d e, 57 ;'j‘
Signature: pd | Print Name (clearly):
Address: _ <~ ' |

Valid Statutory Protest Petition - Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z- 1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

. application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2.
Address: '

Signature: “79).2752‘— Q N= Print Name (clearly): P){Uﬂf\ A l\l asi~ton
Address: S ©17T Teoil ﬂ(dsex De. Rﬂxeaish' N 270613

Signature: Q’%/ /’e %W” Print Name (clearly): Igf’éi"i'! Nortor
Address: 5ol7 Tral ﬁ:a%g*e ar Rﬁj%jg" N 27613
Signature: ﬂ" A’ﬁ’// “&\"/{*‘/é Print Name (clearly): £ IC H AR LRZEBTOE L]

f 1 -
Signature: UV % & -,/1 i/ r=Qe. ‘ﬂ Print Name (clearly): E*‘ﬁl@ Grl&b?ﬁé"‘?
Address: 5 @13 THud 9:&?45-}@ Br ﬂmf@'iﬁhi Mo 71T '

/ e M - :
Signature: IAgre L7 ,Q‘ﬁm Print Name (clearly): ‘{‘/ Aezes Lo/ 2> ARy,
Address: f;?g?&":} 7/24?7/ A7 ﬁ/§§ IR Ay, L Zoere
Signature; j it é_‘é ﬁ-z% _ Print Name {(clearly): ":? Herf ,}?«i’%ﬂﬁﬁaém 2
nidress: 52287 7 mny el Bt plawr oI 2 Fry

Signature:-.&/{j?/ w77 L2 % ) Print Name (clearly): [ Lot Df‘%ff‘éu_.,
o L 2 . -
Address: e 57 //{rﬁ/ %%’e o @'é’fu/ P , 2 o L

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




~ Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z2-_1 - 16

. Statement of .Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan; the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

' application is inconsistent with thAe pélici'es Fp 2.2 ,EP 2.5 EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2.
Address:

' Slgnature‘l/\J\ *%\35 : Print Name (clearly): Yvrey U\,\ \3ﬂ> )OBS ]

_ AddressO\‘ﬁ'D"l 5(\{'\(\9,A \[ Bm\f{» Kﬁ\ Q-'\td,\) N G- Q’jlp]")\’

-Slgnature 4 & % Print Name (clearly): Bf‘ C:Vl / /ééxéb

. Address: “750‘31 Sﬂf’fﬂ‘f‘”{‘;/(’ ebf‘ ', @‘% @;(ﬁ:\ /VC'; Q76L?

— Dk Kuhn

e WIS NS D bk s
Signature: M,/% " Print Name (clearly): :7]7/ 6/4 /ML/Cf, j K"fA JL/ |

Address: ‘?9/9\5” D&’)LJ UAES“TFDL {R@/C,[z‘;&l ,Ji/('_ 276 /_f

Signature: éﬂ[lﬂﬁ; 1 Aha@négﬂ} Print Name (c!early) AV\V\Q, b(& MondSM
Address: %OO (f)l/\) % Mé%{' V. (RA\CM\ n NC 27701 2

Signatur\é\% //}/)m / Ob@/ﬂ/@/%nt Name {c]ear!ymm (/@//) F {/- d@r‘,‘[\
Address: q [/ Oq ﬂ i\ k) S \\\6? g—{—:b( RQ_OJQ Xd"'—’) é/ Q70 <

Signature: /} /ﬁ%fd j@%ﬁw Print Name (clearly): O&i!/t(& S"fmwéﬂ O[o}Q,
Address: 792/ Ow [ Nc?é'f Dr. JQCL(C'G.J:) N C 27613 '

Valid Statutory Protest Petition o Revised 06/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z- - 16

Statement of Opposition

As SQrmgdale Gardens we oppose the Rez oning Application of 13120 Stncktand Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls i ake Seconda Watershed Density. The
application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2,2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3,11 and AP- 12,

s 413005 (il Wk DAL, WA, NC 27662
Print Name {clearly): (J'JJ, M ﬁ_ﬁ -

Signature:

oo LRG0T Dwtg et Driye Kalugi e 278t

Signature: d,/l/ z w }L\_){f{ﬁ Print Name (clearly): _ 74 m{./ / Z«‘-) A 7LP

Address: qﬁ?j L?’/M R-:’ %&/L HC 77&/%

Stgnature

___Print Name (clearly) Z@/S )[74&/\[“/ ﬂé% |
bl D fakegh NE 27612

Signature mm \WT%U Print Name (clearly): H %M wmﬂ)

Address:

R &l u)%cia_j NG ATl

Signature: : Print Name (clearly): _-

- Address:

‘ Signature: ‘ Print Name (clearly); _
Address: |
Signature: ! Print Name (clearly):
Address:

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statulory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive, The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density, The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2,
Address: ' '

Signature%%/ M wprifit Name (clearly): Mﬂ/)"ﬁﬂ&lﬂf fo’me\(/c&y

* Address: Qf)Zl 51mer ,& Df)Vf/ Eh’&l(iﬂ - A/C

A ﬁjq/lc, fli / tfﬁj

Signature; Print Name (clearly):

Address:

Signature: v W Hoetetreszn Print Name (clearly): I & aia MMW
nidress:_SVOF_Frelol ans( Slteam Fid, Bole, 7 e 276 13

Signature: @/ Print Name (clearly): 3 an )" LN
naaress: 5005 Fia) o] Shpan L) T ign A 23]
Signature:

Print Name (clearly): m%_ﬂ_m__
Address: 7] L\" X0 Wh\rxv’fi 4 ﬁn\ﬂ DV_J

-Slgnature /AU /lf ’ / f /LP’r'th m (ciearly) j@[iﬁéﬁ /0 %/ [ém
Address: __ SO, Wﬂ //l// Z 07 =918

Signature:gww Print Name (clearly): Ké‘&&'}ﬁu Cé:.a.nq%)ﬂ&
Address: ﬁéﬁﬁ[ Dot Lup &r; Leacicu_ NC-

L34

Valid Statutory Protest Petition ' Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsiétent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2.

Address:

Signature: %’V\é/ﬁp Print Name (clearly); UJIVL&UQ \MWLM
naaress: = U208 a.ofmc(due, Dr. P&LCAPL_. NC D613

‘ Signature: gé?/‘z\(/\’" Print Name (clearly): 5\) e < L\_@\ ‘M % n J\
Address: &Q ?4 % 45@‘5‘@\7_/( N OU

Signature: ﬂé{fﬂw Z](ﬁﬁlj/ﬁi Print Name (clearly): é&t/’bf DAZ;/ /5
Address: 9509 FoX Burrow C7 Ko le 1z f/ iué'__ 274773

Signature: %W 0(/ 11./] Print Name (clearly): ek(lu D&U
nacress_Q20xk B8O (- %laglﬂ, C 2l

Signature: 0 Prmt Name (clearly): A \E-
Address; /9?4{9 %ﬂ?ﬁhﬂfau-f /’7l f?c /\ /(/(\ Pty b ‘

Signature: @%/W A Print Name (clearly): ("f—Zt&i‘.\D Vacou B

Address: 4 D1F Poilagotond ce

Signature: %’”W Print Name (clearly): /Z4)r /// ./1/2)140 P ADeSR.

Address: / /93/2 /C'/O)fgﬁwf’f?ﬁd Cr /ﬁﬂtt CIGLY AC ,?PA,

Valid Statutory Protest Petition | Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Applicatioh of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The
application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2.

Address: C’/S‘ Z yufa”v’iﬂm.lﬁvlﬁ r)r‘ Qﬁtﬁ'&sj\; /UC 7 Ho ,?
Ssgnatm Print Name (clearly): zauwi? B\ )_J‘Vhé‘/;bj(-'”ﬁwm:ﬁj 0.

Address:

Signature: f)ﬁvgtj W;‘ki/j Print Name (clearly): DW(C/ ‘p@}ﬂifj

Address: C?“/?«O Sﬁf’inqcfa/e Di’lv& ﬁa (th‘ln NC 27617

Signature: \N&r @/\ Print Name (clearly): 5‘3\%\ RKG\QLON
Address: ol Tl E&q ?;Qﬁh ?Q&QJ« GALL MC_ Z’T@ 5

Signature: 7%WF Print Name (clearly): H Fr5¢)”l fg )” ﬁ’)ﬁff’)

Address: 219 S&"n()ﬁdﬁ]fx Dnﬂ’l ﬁm]f\qu NC 17643

Signature: / j . L~ n__,p;_ Print.Name c!early) 1/ /‘Vé/ / AP 7(/%
Address: %n(/ﬂ /f.dé'@xﬁ//é / / /&(AZ\ )JC-* F26LT

Signature: \l))mm QKWLC/ Print Name (clearly): (pct&éu Klf\o\
Address: Q"'“ST) %rw\rﬁbﬂb‘;‘/ Dr KRGE-QJU,&\/ %‘ S

Signature: / % %4/% Print Name (clearly): / / %/17 W MZ%}?%
Addres%ﬁ‘gﬁ/ qﬂf(js @é{/@ £r. y /@éc 4/ 274 /43

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Profest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Appllication of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with_the 2030 Comprehensive Pian, the Future Land Use Map, _and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application Is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL. 2.
Address:

Signature: % /( Print Name(clearly) Wéé f/ / k’

Address: 4f~+o£ Ly @dm Ty l@» egh , M D742

Signature: \ AL ol /508 Prmt Name (clearly): Kl\ﬁ.‘e/f\ ‘EOD‘//O;/
Address: © O '2,0\ \\1‘0‘\‘\. Q-\Gl@@ Df Eé]%ld\/\ &7/01%

Signature: &I

Address: W-:' X

Signature: CWS? ] Print Name (clearly): ]‘t&’n’\r@( l/d@fb‘\

Address: lej_&i}ﬂﬂﬂda/\{ DT ,Eﬂl\fjah NC/ 2:][..0 I%
Signature: /g/kD ﬁfﬁf‘”\/p Print Name (clearly): @x/ LD!‘-JG

Address: 9369 SPJQHUA&C—L 3K M\b/‘\/ Me 226/ 3

Signature:2 id)?% 2 é ng';g Print Name (cléarly /%ﬂ /C Af(
/ LJ/)V’ &w& WL 0?7@5

Address: 307 Y /o

£ // % h oy
Signature: /é/ “_——=  print Name (dlearly): < 747C fo/ 7/ 7t 0]

Address: "230‘577{0??{:%&&1[@ %TA J 4/&110# N ,76)) 2

Valid Statutory Protest Petition , Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case#Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springda-le Gardens we oppose the Rezoning A'pplication of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falis Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2.
Address: .

_ Signature: W Print Name (clearly) /// DR Laﬁs//r_

Address: ?3/ 2 /Z;XSUPQ oL CF,/ RAL{-}*’/&&“”; A-/C 2?6 /3

Signature: W Print Name (clearly): \j%'s C)}\/ /s MW_

Address: ?/9'/ /@Wémf"ﬁ—!m lfwvﬁ ~e  FHES

Signature: DW Print Name (clear!y) | 923‘ W W M

Address: %% @é’m@u [, /@’Mwﬂ/ﬁﬁ P 1AL

Signature: X.é? &\ é\/ O—X/ Print Name (clearly): $€O~«h U\)Qéjf
-Address qrjl(l Sﬁﬂﬂﬂdw\% D( (RC’"\‘U C\/\/\' NL" ‘2_,-1[_9‘ ?)

Signature: -m Uuﬁﬂ“‘“ . Print Name (clearly): 62 CLWY‘ A\
Address: @é Sofma 0{0,16 Dr‘\ Ve R(\)f’l&)/ N( MEelS

_-t’ £ ;111_' Print Name (clearly) Woﬁ@ H” Q (o ]r)u il
lﬂ :
Address: / X m;r/pt,ar{nﬂ;) @ﬁxlfﬂb cp ol .f)/%) /f@ SIGLR

Signature: % 2d gﬂ /4) @é‘i Print Name (clearly): kfﬂLl} L ﬁ?ﬁlfcr/

Signature:

Address: / 574&@//%0;4/&;// C,% zﬁj{/}@/ NE 27613

Valid Statutory Protest Petition | Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16 .

Statement of Opposifion:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2. '
Address:

Signature: ¢ ('EM Print Name (clearly): ‘<V"¥‘\/ R/ \e,/u
naaress:__ Q3] 0 RSN ES DAL

Signature v'( / 1»/‘/(’\ | Print Name (clearly): {20 Y _U"( N LH'/"}"\/
padress: 1328 o x B U oo COvLT A pi], NC 27413

» Signature; (%/({? M/}%’_ Print Name (ciearly)

Address:

Signature: /)MQ/Q l\ ” Print Name (clearly): JO&C‘Q DSY\@YY‘ \ \

s ABl0 Foxbutrow_Gourt Raleigh, NC 27613

Signature.. //U(//W Wmﬂ(mmmame (clearly): ;)EMM 5&5@ i(i/
Address: 45 {@ @XF) U RROUL) Gf @ﬁ@ Z@/

Slgnaturem - Prthame (clearly): g éeﬁ )L g,eﬁ}j» e,,Dm@ 7

Address: 7% / 5ﬂﬂ//f'/'f} c//?Ze? L. f/g/ﬂ/ 9A WC’ Z ?Q/?

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent -

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

._gpllcatlon is inconsistent with the pohctes FP2.2  EP2.5 EP3.3, PU3.11 and AP-FL 2.

Addresszys 92/”&?/#’45 Pl s Rdjergﬁa N 5176[3

@ / /Zéf% . Print Name (clearly): /%szx/’ 3. /Z r//a:/ i

Address’ 5@57/2 @mm ale Dfr Ra) emft I\M 27617

J
Signature: %ﬁ%ﬁl@?ﬁtﬁmt Name (clearly): M &) WQI 2N l<h [ 3 "ﬁ—’
Address: , : ‘

Signature: ___1 | ‘ 'vh 4;_1 A ;., Print Name(clearly) %S &t\i O U X

3

Address: C("l P aAA Axul .0 'A{u: AL M o 7 ,{
: " O/ |

Signafure:\/aﬁ{a_f&l{le ‘!' oA, . PrintName (ciearly):%'{j E N NO C) S

Address:%é 6 by, G\PQQQ_,[@DR Balech NC 274 (2
X S ST ‘

Signaturqﬂ@ﬂ%z ii Q#ZZUM Print Name (clearly): AU A5s ) AFASTe K
Address: }_40 -5_!9 '/?é’{ﬁ(,pé 2}1 - ﬁzo&% L / lﬂa 27614

Print Name (clearly): KZ’?/‘?M Sﬁgﬁ' '

Address: ?%%%%M&é ,:pff W )\}C‘ Q-M/;

Signature: 7%,{,0\]: / “‘/ gf&b{/ Print Name (clearly): _PURTON SACE

Address: . qulflf §F3J‘Md&ﬂ;t EY- ﬁﬂw A‘t/ 27é/5

Valid Statutory Protest Petition - . Revised 05/20/2014




~ Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Brive, The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Sécbndarv Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3,11 and AP-FL 2.
Address: '

Signature: »sz,g =< % Print Name (clearly): _DA-AsEe. L EMoDT
Address: ?jfv/ Sﬁﬁ/ b Dsir iz PR, HLE A ﬂ/C 27615

Signature: OM & m Print Name (clearly): OAQ@ R CHup Y

Address: _F00Y éf’/&iﬂr@aﬂ«ae‘ DR .QQZQ%&_ M D613

Signature; mm Print Name (clearly): gﬁ‘w\/ﬁ(j de LLW
Address; qy@i épg-@/ﬂrg/?lg f)l/ ,J?ngngr/# /\/C 2/?5 /3

Signature: N Hwﬂ’lm Print Name (clearly): /V [LSR'EE/)/ ‘}CLSL\‘Q_VVLE’_Q_
pasess 450 ' STPUAN GPAVE DR Ral mm'\,\ NC 2F4]

Signature: WN Print Name (clearly): EQLU o d [‘i‘ffﬁjﬂ Cen € €

Address: 0150(& g\pr:ﬂbldal-e Drive Qﬁdem\’\ M BF G

Signature: :g Hﬁg Zl@i Mﬁsg Print Name (cleariy).ﬁgu}[g_@ Hd/%ﬁM e

Address:_ 0§ Adle . Kaleidde Al 2. L6 Y

- Signature: S‘élp Print Name (clearly): <7L€ Djﬂ ‘6’/’\] I’gi@d ;61’ / ?
Address: @4 qf Qa@:—\ Qﬁﬁ/ﬂ»gfl)? f‘% A’/A’%A A) C, 220/

Valid Statutory Protest Petition ' , Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z- 1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we appose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density, The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL2,
Address:

Signature: )JMM/L/ lﬁjjyff\ Print Name (clearly): gVSﬁm G whenioS

Addresst/ 4%306! P@%LJHV(M UL %[%L\ A}(‘/ ;l‘? .ﬂ,l\%

S|gnatur7/ Am\]M [@gu-—# Print Name (clearly): ?//W “ 0 ﬂﬁhﬁ I‘(’/f/uf? {
Address: @C&og} Fr 5”49 wrveaw CF M@JQL N & c;l_;l(,z I

Signature: Q@rf&c)ok;?g ‘-7&&)/-&"&’ Print Name (clearly): é/ "‘7‘%( /7, L@f’éuk—é-

Address: ‘Rﬁ/‘? e/mmfai,f/e ) /Zﬁ)ci&j L N _276/3

Signature, /4,,:)% . Print Name (clearly): M@” [//;)M’DK
Address: j%‘n Stesncpitir  Di Blped  we 27113
Signature: A et~ Print Name (clearly): Aart %’\’&fﬂ/ﬁ”

Address: 73/¢ 5,5?4/4’657&55 ,ﬁL /a/‘b‘/X AL 27473

Signature: KS L Print Name (clearly): {B{\ AN UU{ \('77*10&1
Address: 72 (A Sﬂf M\.\dﬂ(‘é 0 %}{ o0 x> A/ 4 a‘z 70/ /5

Ssgnaturewm Print Name (clearly)&zginﬂ&’ fﬂ l/\)b‘{’t@—yu

Address: OFﬂﬁ %’( |r\gff<p@f bf IEQLO;Q/L?JKUJ\)C/ 2> 70eNS

Valid Statutory Protest Petition , Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
-Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Soringdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Aoplication of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falis Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The
application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2.
Address:

Signature: L@W'—p Mm__ Print Name (clearly); DAJ e \I\M"TK\ N S

Address: G?SNO @) QP&WQB ALE D @ ‘i EhLEGY N - 27012

Signature: _{/ ]/MM/?/{/(/Q’JLLLM N Print Name (clearly): /47’142] Watins
Address: 4(03 SOMM/X’M(’ £ szfffu M '27&7 {5

Signatufer 7 7777 /ol - Print Name (clearly): JE@P’U% KA&@
Addres/ A Ae7 "75; WAL Dz algasvl NV 2
Signature: Q%{é, Vi %— Print Name (clearly):’ = L’EK LE“f f’/ CHA ¢

Address: & o/3, Fié/a’m SEpam /@/ Rﬁ{[é’qﬁ’/‘, A =z 7B/

-f, | Print Name-(clearly): J’iu.\a, ’B:;LP‘ a_‘{;a/f»
Address: L) H"H “bfin,m,éf; Nh P)A : 76&[&%% /Z CJ P IAK

Slgnatur?/ 4%%’/7\ % @ﬂ/gy Print Name (clearly): / Wﬁ? u %ﬁb‘s%

Address: 7Y DO oAU Qe 1 NI NC LTy |2

f\- b * '
Signature: %;ﬁ/\ W Print Name (clearly): _ ;(g» Pl - Q ﬂk‘ﬁ?/

Uf*@—é\—ﬂé;—[ﬂw—w
Address: - 5 .
0“‘]53 f‘)f((f\@fdue D f{ﬁ/ugif&/‘ NC 97@)(3

Signature:

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_ 1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Brive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2,

Address:
Signature: / / /74?/2‘«@ g M ‘Print Name (clearly): LGl & ./ ] -
. Address: & “/}AJ /if?/zam A, N.C. 2TE/E

Signature: /é id MJZ@W Print Name (clearly): /AV N CG-AL LA D
/ éMMﬁ/A @&7/@ . C. 29475

Slénature : Print Name (clearly): _j;/ n /é/ﬁ’%/ & ranlt -
Address: / ? Yo ?/ S)/Df)/ﬂ'( { L PR

"""" 0 DO Rence fk
. j ~ A
Signature: E “yltm— Print Name (clearly): /é ne.C ,

Address: C\ ‘-(—O'{ S (\ ) (s\C\LO TD A ,]Z@L@Qt@ NC 21 (A %

Signature: M@ Print Name (clearly): GW\D\ A %Gﬂ/\v‘\ A3

Address: ol ‘Fﬂ'\:ﬂ& 3 Sdrenn %\‘ Q@Qa_;&m.—. oC 27613
Print. Name (clearly): J Voririe.. J 7—'/739.5

Address:

\

Signature: éﬂ) Print Name (clearly): Eﬁ%f (§W2”5

Address: é( %ypfﬂﬁd&/f/ Df‘ R&L /%a% \)(/ 276/5

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The apblication is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density, The

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 , EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2,

Address:

Signature: ﬁ/ngg M/ Print Name (clearly): [/\{Vﬂﬂ'. M/s/zem
Address; ?312. Sﬁf‘;m@/aé/ﬂa" oQafe,i‘aA MC. 27613

Signature: Q\i\/\ﬁ/\/\ e Print Name (clearly): ()U\ N ‘r(f// ﬁi ]AMM

Address: \E:.\ %M Cﬂi/_{ V\PM H}‘I/’i ul @Ml’ i FL’I M, ?/7 u
Signature: /é// @A/Z.//?/ f'\/ —zred®s  Print Name (clearly): %ﬁfﬂﬁ[ 4 /// QMWGM

Address: 9//9 Sb Wé’[)ﬁi/-’f /?’QIV‘E/D Bles sty ) TG ¢ Z

Ll Pnnt Name {clearly): er@a { Qimmnth

Signature:

Address: 4 (R S.nmbfmﬁw{@ Dr. Ea{o.ak /UC 76 1D

.._,,,,..—g-___—,;;;.:’

Signature: __~ Sl i Print Name (clearly): / R <"Jf:

Address: /5—’90 J' 3 h,.‘,ﬁff* 2 (e Q/{Z»/j/ Ao 9;75:’

)
Signature: %ﬁﬁh\jvgﬁ&ﬂ Print Name (clearly): \-Q‘“’"}V ‘r\\Q_Q \ \—1 SN _;QB
Address: cl % o5 8\3 ™y \d@r‘&@;@: Q@—’\ %@Lv% AS ﬂ L e _L 3

e
Signature; 2 Print Name (c!garly): ) "k A Z {4 bo -
Address:; K%O %uyﬂl& (J‘ Rﬂu-‘f;[ﬂ f—/v C 27613

"/oé‘és"

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Sprinsdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The '

application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 LEP 2,5 EP 3.3 PU3.11 and AP-FL 2,

Address: Dt 2% q@r}. gy Ciodd Do @@QQAQLK NQ 20612
Signature: /@ /"’4-\,9’/ Print Name (clearly): 6/ €l _C M{/rwr@\

Address: q(f)?ﬁf %Mh 3\\ \NCJ‘:&‘TQA #,

Signature: 9/0{\4_ QQ?JQ/""\ Print Name (clearly): 2«\'* \ Cjk- k@mm

Address

S|9natu@f%/d{% \Zi-éﬁm_hlame (clearly): _J QA liag / 13 L MC’P@k{_

Address: 4 D G414 {0_—/ ) )»—j(vJPJL jﬁ/)l’f /!Pt:?_lfij b NC ) j
SiQWW?\L@L_ Print Name (clear[y)mﬁe.@&(;(_ W Q‘e_q!:&.'

Address:_TH2_SPRINGDale D PQ@\Q\\Q‘) N Dbl D

Q
%Print Name (clearly): ﬂﬂ@éfjf 0 /:72 ANCIO A 7

‘ m’irjafa(e, ")/ ;?a;kigh NE ANGL3

Signature;

Address: G)Cf& 4

W/

Signature: &éf ﬂﬁ /‘/')’f‘w}/,&/ | . Print Name (clearly): d‘ }( l‘ﬁ (/Mfts )fC/S/
Address: ‘?%J/{ Sﬁfl‘l"]?‘ (}f/ﬂ )lf’. 7( ?\(‘ )f’h; M(, /?7[;9/’3

Slgnature%g—w\_ M Print Name (clearly)Ea AN Z o C}L L

Address: 9.5) gpr:n?) Q\ Bv- kq\e.w\\ N é‘lé%?

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16 ‘

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Agplication of 13120 Strickland Drive, The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

application is inconsistent with the policies FP 2.2 ,EP 2.5, EP 3,3, PU 3.15{ and AP-FL 2.

Address:

Signature: ;ﬁz Oﬂ( Print Name (clearly): e TSS@”WM,
Address: _F30:\ "’\;%—\'u, Ringe e N Bmann At 27703

o — ’ p
Signature; /W Print Name (clearly): %{4” / y ﬁﬁ/%”’é; 4‘7

Address: Y2\ ”T\—@A’l;{f AR ' %w(”ﬁ NG 27745

Signature: / %%4%%[ Print Name (ciear!y)‘:/%@%‘éq &G,%%QE‘ - "!—t’\\c}’o\
Address: 2:;%/@(,3 %})\..nm A e m“\ *’%h ”G“O'Gl\ ac P27 3

Signature: ‘//é/fﬁf& d /gll Print Name (Clearly}. mgz afat C;a o tf/
Address: 47 0N WGG\ /\Zf-?&glf (Dm X, }_QO\\-G za)h A DG B

Signature: Print Name (clearly):
Address:
Signature: | - Print Name (clearly):
Address:
Signature: : Print Name (clearly):
Address:

.Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petltlon
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Springdale Gardens we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is inconsistent

with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan; the Future Land Use Map, and the Falis Lake Secondary Watershed Density. The

‘application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2,5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-FL 2,
Address: '

Signature: [;__./AA _ | Print Name (clearly): XZ’JU LHALENS
Address: 95’2(_7 S/Z{JU./?DAZ’_F Iy4 , Z{“ﬂé# wC ;Z’Jb/_'f '

Signature: é(m b\)l\'ﬁﬁﬁ\/\ | Print Name (clearly): __Aeovrie W{Wl@”

Address: 7530 Wﬁlﬁb{“ Srﬂréhgcgcde Oi—\.\ ﬂ% ‘@g'gg‘,‘(l)(, 9763

-Signature: A’;’/Lw n@afnw - Print Name (clearly): f)@ [t PD@)m:m (C..

Adqreés: Was S—ﬁbka’mn/ 3 &)4 . ,/9 qﬂ@; y» qu /A
Signature: W &W Print Name (clearly): WV Gfﬁp MT(’VDWLWSDM N

Address: Cisxét smv\gfi@(e, Dr Kq/acf&, ,/Ua 276/3

Signature: _ : Print Name (clearly):

Address: | '

. Sighature: : _ Print Name-(clearly):l
Addrass;

Signature: : Print Name (clearly): _
Address: _

Valid Statutory Protest Petition : Revised 05/20/2014




- Development Services

o )
i Customer Service Center
One Exchange Plaza

1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400

, . % 'n Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
evelopmen
Fax 919-516-2685

Rezohing Valid Statutory Proteét Petition (VSPP)

Administrative Use Cniy Administrative Use Only
Submit this form to: ’
City Clerk . RECEIVE
Ralelgh Municipal Building, Room 207 | - » Iy }ER E\@FF%CE‘
222 W. Hargett St. 5 7/ 6 '
Raleigh, NC 27602 18:5%5 fa
Validity ) Received by City Clerk

Date Submitted 3 /| 7 /[(,

Case # Z-1 16

Contact Person: Amy Sharp

Address: 12821 Bayhriar Drive

City: Raleigh

State: NC

Zip: 27613 : Phone: 919-301-8920 Fax

Email: amy_k_sharp@msn.com

If & Valid Statutory Protest Petition (VSPP) is filed in opposition to a rezoning request, the City Council cannot approve
the request unless it does so by a'vote of three-fourths of all Council members. A simple majority can approve all other
requests. To file a VSPP, the petition must: : ,

'Be signed by the owner(s) (including both husband and wife if there is joint ownership) of twenty percent

(20%) or more of the area of the lots included in the rezoning request; OR five percent (5%) of a 100 foot wide
buffer extending along the entire boundary of each discrete or separate area proposed to be rezoned. A street
right-of-way shall not be considered in computing the 100 foot buffer area as long as that street right-of-way is
100 feet wide or less. When less than an entire parcel of land is subject o the proposed zoning map

amendment. the 100 foot buffer shall be measured from the property line of that parcel. In the absence of
evidence to the contrary. the city may rely on the county tax listing to determine the “owners” of potentially

‘gualifying areas;

Include a statement of opposition on each page of signatures at the top of the petition. The statement should
he simply and clearly worded,;

Be submiitted no less than two (2) fulf working days prior to the hearing, not including the actual day of the

" hearing and not including any holidays, Saturdays or Sundays. For instance, if the hearing occurs on Tuesday,

the form must be submitted by the previous Thursday af 5:00 p.m.;

 Be delivered to the office of thé City Clerk, Raleigh Municipal Building, Room 207, 222 W. Hargett Street,

before 5:00 p.m. on the deadline date; and :

Have signatures attached to this shest on the form provided. The signature form may be duplicated If
necessary. ‘ '

Valid Statutory Protest Petition : Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 18

Statement of Opposition;

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Road. The application is

inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map. and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Dehs'itv. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 -Environmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL, 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Signature: %"" ' ' Print Name (clearly): gbtsdwx { ‘U’La)

Address: /7?0? ﬂ)(dn &‘)ﬁ/y ?ﬁ,[@iﬂA /l/@ ALAES)

Signature: 7 Yl ‘ / i«===’5‘>PrmtName(clear]y M/ GAQ@/ Edmf A
Address: /Z?() g f’?@(m l’\)ﬁ"‘f QQZ&QL\ A/C 271>

" Signature:, % Print Name (clearly): CN@TA/EZ:{ ke grre—t AN

Address: __IQ G908 Shvon Lty QMM N 2612

Signature; %ﬁé’/ﬁ‘g Vf%ﬂ%w/(/k/ Print Name {clearly): a}W]H/I ‘OW[Wﬂ

Address: %05 %&W W{M IZ[L‘{’MI’I Vl// ?’7[9

~ Signature: % /) ﬂﬂ%m,. Print Name (clearly): J\’R{ Pﬁmfﬁv
Address: 1 2905 SAoM \A)W KAteiay L WC 97603

Signature; % Print Name (clearly); H%\f é 14H

paarsssi_| 210 A 0N WAY bl N 2,%1%

Signature: %4’“"” Print Name clearly)QP—(rQ(\ %Gv:)rp ‘u»—\

Address; _ |2l A0 SO W e Qm Q:z)\n hC RV IR

Signature: ﬂ \ A= Print Name (clearly): %Q& HY A LIbDIeul
Address: IMOO CRION WwaY  RO)EiinH  NCaTbl3

Signature: ﬂ/{/ﬂ/m Print Name (clearly). Hef“d«\ 6(‘@6/‘[

Address: Ln/ << V2 Spaxon WW Qm6)+ O 27617

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickfand Road. The applicationis
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 —Environmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection. PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Slgnatureﬂ“WW ///{/ Print Name (clearly): %25’ U ) Fz‘)%/ ﬁéﬁé//ﬂ/ A 7

Address: ’7%/9/ It.m, iy 7. [fﬂ&ﬂ}ﬁ, L Zﬂ’/é

Signature: @// %% Print Name (clearly): %}OL T ?OTTSCHWDT—
nddvess: 12825 [ driey Dee _ fdypesty de 276 13

Slgnatur&ﬂD&QM%T E—%’ Print Name (cleariy'l/\)»emd\f; ¢, Jeeby

Address: __ ]2 P "erbnmr "D Q@L@«:”\:\ L N 270603

- e
Signature: j 7 Print Name (clearly): B r J 2%

Address: /& 1§ {)q‘, beler VU ZJ@"IA!, NC LM

Signature: M{\G/\,—\O Print Name (clearly): \W/QS_W S%ﬁ
Address: f/)'% 2 IRWL& (1 ﬂf l%t/ﬁ /VC 2?5/3

Print Name (clearly): AM\’.‘ K \S‘MJ?
Address: ‘ E&[b o\L\ NC 270,13

e
Signature: éf@ M Pnnt Name (clearly): @M{W
Address: M& ngv\a/ / v Zk({-'ﬁi_gé /\)& 672%/3

Signature: 7 W Print Namg (clearly): / daz’ﬁw
Address: Z/34§75 A/’%V{‘\’/ ’D fﬁi‘rf{w M (’"a%/‘—ﬂ

Signature: ’72% Wg’gg j Cﬂﬂé Print Name (clearly}: ﬂqﬁ, 4 D G!(‘.’a://é—
Address: lﬁlgi W B ‘}I‘]J/*}‘a,i" e . Ka fé’,?[r e 7L

Signature:

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1_-_16

Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive. The application is

inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 —Favironmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Signature: m“ Print Name (clearly): Kfmb'e'/("l A'VWOOIQ

Address: i ZC“ ( Samﬂ V\fOlV‘? ﬁﬁieiﬁlf\ NC 27 b ’3

_Signature: e Print Name {(clearty): {j LA Aw 0&/.
Address: /Z‘i (/;; SPROY LY lZ[w(t\ \L\ N 2164,

Signature: W /% Print Name (clearly): MN c 5“ éd-
Address: /&29,/7 Sﬂ\y@h Wﬁ‘/ @i/amA /l/f ;75/—5

Signature: __ £ L s Print Name (clearly): \Jé‘s5 / Céi, 6@#4@‘14{
Address: /Q?/_S S@X@M &"/% éQéL/&‘QA M- D76/5

Signature: J\ 2/\/“\“‘. — Print Name (clearly): CL’VT A LY n n
Address: | 2ZA00  Banlbnayv Dy fZﬁ‘ A C . =

/
Signature: o P L T Print Name (clearly): f‘ﬂm LAY
Address: f 7"@;5 %%%?W DK\ 725{;( A C 77({% / 3

signature: _ C . (37 l’L\( et Print Name (clearly): __ CE([(U N oLTURIC_

Address: 78 OO %Qt{) Iﬂ'ﬂ“@‘(r RC. fzﬂ[ [ l{g/b\ J N(C T jé (17
Signature: e v=/NY Print Name (clearly): WAy O D

address: L 2H00  Doveriuy W :\2()\\@,\\% NC @36\ 3

Signature; Print Name (clearly):

Address:

Valid Statutory Protesi Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Road. The application is

inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and. the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density. The applic_ation is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 —Envimnmenta]lv Sensitive Deve[opment. EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Signature: ‘y m&/m/\/l ~_ Print Name (clearly): W J\Oﬂnﬁ, m L@SJQ&L

Address: I& 504 B&U ’AQz&(’ ,):" s %0@\ ¢ rgj (0{ 2

Signature: W/&’/é/ Print Name (clearly): Ac:)«‘;ffé / gg/é?/
Address: /K)?O/Lj '%@)ﬁi/,/gnflr’ O{’, ?@Q@J()Q\ NC oL nl% ’

Signature: / : Print Name {clearly): é?[,f’ﬁ\)ﬁ-’ P!M‘E»
Address: K{M %wim%;\ YN @quu\ig{,\ f\ﬁc 017@[‘5

Signature: @—\/\,\J\J\( Print Name (clearly): \) (L= Q(" Uuw\i‘“)

Address: iAgj R oo nadaa TOa @Qlw\}()\/\ ANC 27615

—_1 -
Signature: !i ! \ Lo Print Name (dlearly): . O&’\v\ M‘ Lo l:j@/‘
Address: \@é?og Q"W\Qf\r il Dvﬂh)'e R_NL’/\‘Q(M )\) — 37b)3
_ . _. -
‘Signaturegé'/"”ﬂf—' W’@’é’ﬁ Print Name (clearly): Jeann< M < /Tc“"u

f ’ ; -
nddress: ' /E5CT Buciges SF Frlasl  AE 273

Signature: Print Name (clearly):
Address:
Signature; Print Name (clearly):
Address:
Signature: Print Name (clearly):
Address:

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z- 1 _- 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Sirickland Road. The application is
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

- Density. The application is inconsistent with ihe policies IEP 2.2 —Environmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection. PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

~ Signature: "1/@ ay (}hﬂ.ﬁgo Print Name (clearly): QD T417% FQ‘]%V\C&D
Address: 525#;0 5}?@(?} M) ELLY @Cﬁ{»@ﬁﬁjm A}O 4749‘[3

Sigﬁ\‘ m \i 5{2 PrintName {clearly): \)MMM? ﬂw
Address: f%[ébgo %M\}M MLEQH Nd 97& :

.
Signature; & ‘ Print Name (clearly): @HO\{\ \Q%&O\{,\
Address: _| égi‘}l %\W \,C\cw\ 5 &m\p},;)x N 2 j(o 3
Signature: %O’i e [0 Yv=—eu  Print Name (clearly): KA T\’ ' \\O ES

= ,
Address: [%01; ! SAXoN . wad :iQF\"\,El(H-\ NC 27813

e e ; e
Signature: %'JMA% K f{‘)’\/&//? Print Name {clearly): \J/HWES d{;’\}&g
Address: 13015 Shxord \wd  Radelewt, AlE  27el3

Signature: % N Print Name (clearly): 'jU‘STHJ Fes e,
Address: {%DIC So@(m (/\)au»‘\_: /D\GJEL{‘EZ,\ y Ne 2T |

Signature: <%~LW’\LA @’é:l/ Print Name (clearly): 8}1 Wy A [ﬁ;,s 7@/
adaress: __| 205 \%é\}@\f\ \k\DM QQJ&'CJ/\ N 7@/2} J_ |

Signature: ﬁ’z—(ﬂgb\: / M/\_/ Print Name (clearly): C Qro lt’ n G | [r 5{/ C(/ g

Address: J3Q 2 %VLHCU' DUL

Signature: G;?Q HWWOS int Name (clearly):_\ \fnmgm ﬁ)f\"‘@ TN

Address: /” j%b\\ Bay bﬂ&,\f’ Q ‘Cféf/z/k NC 9%\%

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statufory Protest Petltlon
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Sirickland Road. The application is
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density. The application is 1ncon31stent with the policies EP 2.2 -Environmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Suuplv Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondarv Watershed Density.,

Signature: @WCﬂ%qﬁLPrint Name (clearly): Calmelifz C. GP\ WZ o b
Address: 1290\ Ed 36{ ?TW@ (2 ({Lﬂ'} NC 2Nt S

Signature: \J i p e/éé % Print Name (clearly): ’3(4 oS ﬂ%\l’f Zfz—L

Address: 12 70} E;a”(o/ 7)/‘ » 24[@;&1\ UC/ 27(/%
)
el Print Name (clearly): \/ Aeres Mﬂﬂﬁ

Signature
paresk, /YIS Alshile D Raleit NC 22615
Signature: - Print Name (clearly): geas‘bﬂ rﬂOO"C

Address: GI(DISﬂ'l\ngUDKL ‘P\, ?&\’Q?/L Nne 97& |3

Signature: /7 . , Print Name (clearly): // i CJ’}(&’//’P 7%/5}4'
Address: __\ Ao \s (%A\ ‘DQ_U‘M/ b R/I..\CKC(}‘/\ A Q\jé:i?

Print Name (cleary): QQ} Py Wi (2,

paress__ 09001 Cuwed CVIA Mﬂ(\”)} NG gl
Signature: UM{M&)M . Print Name (clearly): Mﬁ’mﬂﬁr’ 2 wﬁu,ﬁcf

Address:_ QoL (ppee Cr eaagu NC 2763

Signature: 74)4, ff’/g A J/td/r/s & Print Name (clearly): m NGELA 767);—56 @
Address: ﬁg 5 bjuéy\iﬁa J&/ AM% T Z7é»/%

Signature: /\3 o lan ‘\‘C Print Name (clearly): M/ ol 5 U&LA v
Address: _\ZA0\ %ﬁu}(ﬁ'fwﬂh ¥{— (Abm}’\\ OO D

Signature.

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Oppositioni

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Road. The application is
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density, The a ﬁcaﬁon is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 --Environmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Seconda Watershed Density.

Signature: -‘7%’5;% : Print Name (clearly): f (0,_1/. Y bilson

Address: 3911 l,Sc..yan 0, ; ﬂoléfjtl M 27613

Slgnature’lgg/ '\)ZU}@:&Z,—————— Print Name {clearly):

Address: ’7)DH d)ﬂ»\ \ﬂmm D( g/uftvﬂn N( '7/’ (2[5
Signature: /J/('w“ Print Name (clearly): [//Ot\l\\!\/\ .(l" 7;/’? C’(C/{'B

Address: /302D S‘?XG#’”\ WQ/V z@ {glfjf {/\ /UC 27603

Signature; 7415?////9/ J/Mﬁ/,fgéﬂb&) Print Name (clearly): /\Da/; u.e-j Mf’n’_:{fncg
Address: /.'?3?71. SaXsm Wm‘y Raled (f h . N¢ "76: 13
Signhature: . - Print Name (clearly):

Address: '

Signature; : Print Name {clearly):

Address:

Signature; __ Print Name (clearly):

Address;

Signature; A Print:Name (clearly}):

Address:

Signature: Print Name (cleariy):

Address:

Valid Statutory Protest Petition ' | Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z2-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Road. The application is

inconsistent With _the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 ~Environmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Deﬁsi%

Signature: j\y j /%7/1’“‘6/ Print Name (cl.early): [ 7? /?HY/(/A’:
Address: __ TG/ 4 4LL§7§'K QUKE DR, RALETEH, /UC‘ 27613

S:gnature ﬁ g@ @%{V(& Print Name (clearly): .DU/L/A/%’ f? /7] }/[/[,

padress__ Q614 L SBROOKE Pl RICEIGH, AC 296/F
Signature: j m“u{vﬁ(x /%(}( Print Name {clearly): MIGHEDLE PDACAM:/

Address: l%QQ[ ?AY@R\AR@R }? Lty N 77@15

Signamre:l _ {— Print Name (clearly): MAN L{@—{.,. O’émﬁ]’qﬂ"\ /
Address: lZ‘Dl\ A YRR\, VP pku&"éﬂ H NQ/

Signature: ‘ - -Print Name (clearly):
Address:

Signature; : _ Print Name (clearly).
Address:

Signature: Print Name (clearly):
Address: _

Signature: _ Print Name (clearly):
Address;

Signature; Print Name (clearly):
Address:

Valid Statutory Protest Petitfon Revised 05/20/2014




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:.

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Sirickland Road. The application is

inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future 1.and Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 —Environmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL. 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Signature: é‘m A /\ U ((/\ Print Name {clearly): i‘c/ Lo O § Wﬁwﬂl/l ) \/
Address.: Di}{/{ H gL LA \Lf DJ Z”.l (D

Signature: ) @ - Print Name (clearly): DGC/ @"\ 0 ‘SWA""@/J \7/
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Valid Statutory Protest Petition . :
Case# Z-~_1 -~ 16_ ; - o : .

_ Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Road. The application is |
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed
Density. The application is ingonsistent with the policies EP 2,2 -Eavirohmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FI, 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Print Name (cleariy) AB‘H P; M O MAS
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:_Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1_-_16

‘Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 SLrlckIand Road. The application is
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Tand Use Map, and the Falls T .ake Secondary Watershed
Densn:y ‘The apphcatlon ig inconsistent mth the pOllGleS EP 2.2 —Envuonmentall Sensitive Development, EP 3.3 3

JAme  Byim Jr=FF

Signature: _ Print Name (clearly):
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Valid Statutory Protest Eetitioﬁ
Case# Z-_ 1 - 18 -

_ Statement of Opposition:

As Wymbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Road. The application is
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed
Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 —Enviropmentally Sensitive Deyelopment, EP 3.3
Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Prgtectmn of Water Supply, and AP-FI, 2 Falls L ake Secondary Watershed Density.

Slgnature%/\’f\/\/v\ ( /L/\J{/‘/\ Print Name (clearly): r rv\ “\}{ Llwq
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Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__ 1 -~ 16

Staternent of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Commumnity we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Sirickland Road. The application is
ingonsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed
Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 ~Fnvironmentally Sensitive Development, EP 3.3
Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Signature: L %”’W Print Name (elearly): O7 £~ VEN _MunN 5()1\/
Address: ‘?’6;&(_’) Al s 5{adk€ DK!V'@ Z?/flﬁ’L] NC 2613 (C"”mﬁ}’ LS i 173 3”})
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Signature: Print Name (clearly):
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Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 -~ 16

Statement of Opposition:

As Wynbrooke Community we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Road, The application is
inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed

Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 _Environmentally Sensitive Development. EP 3.3

Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

Signature(;%‘””w_’ Print Name (clearly): fé-,[ﬁ; H‘k‘? '
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Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z- 1_ = 16 g

_ Statement of Opposition:-
nbrooke Community we oppose the Rezonmgﬁpphcatmn of 13120 Strickland Road. The apphcatlgn is

mconslstent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future .and Use Map, and the Falls T.ake Secondary Watershed

Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2 —Bnvironmentally Sensitive Develo opment, EP 3.3
Water Supply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply, and AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.
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Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-__1 - 16

Statement of Obpositlon

w bn’abk s Pepnban + '
AS‘&JZ%TS‘ that live in the North uAst District of Raleigh, we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive,
The apphcatmn is Inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake

Secondary Watershed Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-
FL 2, o ‘ i
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Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case# Z-_1 - 16

Statement of Opposition:

‘D‘i’ & bk e P taryd ""
GI-H"EzﬁS that live in the Northwe?t District of Raleigh, we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive.

The application is inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake

Secondary Watershed Density. The application is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.9, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-

e S
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Address: /2707 g?’&btm b?c- }54-&54&4"‘1 Ne z7kl3

FL 2,

Signature: _\\4 / . Print Name (clearly): _A(N,ét’:l?/ik éru;ﬂ?(él’t
Address: lmm %MW %[5@“ NC 277612

Signature: /) /Z\/‘ g ﬂ / W Print Name (clearly): CHEIS 5. CLA(TON

Address; lZQO@ BA‘“EQWZ DRWE EA«LE'@H- NC 276(%

Signature: ?f’:ﬁﬂ)’lz{?/ﬂ/(.g @ﬂ a"y’\{{_‘ Print Name (clearly): Jt ff’]VHp-ﬁV S C W -/_O//]

Address: z%s Ez%mm Jsmvt RALEIEH NC 276(3

SIgﬂ@M Print Name (clearly): \_EJC\\r\ g‘(\‘ﬁ? R-O&\W\

Address: \80\42) %M\(’\Y‘\O\(— r—DS‘ /}WQA‘Q\QV\ @t‘ ST oYX
S ~

Signature: @%Prmt Name (clearly): @'ﬁd‘ﬁ“ﬁ@ 'b E‘Ol/m/}

nddress: \QAU% ”\bm\\xjwm e, %oam\n,. Ne | 91614

Signature: A,‘h ' Print Name (clearly): JAH“S Ewﬂ =4
Address: QQ\‘S;/AA@LFL. tr Bugittt) (I "Z.’?(..-A/?

Valid Statutory Protest Petition Revised 05/20/2614




Valid Statutory Protest Petition
Case## Z-_1 - 186

Statement of Opposition:

\’d j""\a«f‘ﬁok(_ Ca Iwmwr*?m

As that live in the Northwest District of Raleigh, we oppose the Rezoning Application of 13120 Strickland Drive,

The application is inconsistent with the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Use Map, and the Falls Lake

Secondary Watershed Density. The application Is inconsistent with the policies EP 2.2, EP 2.5, EP 3.3, PU 3.11 and AP-

FL2,

= _
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Raleigh City Planning and Raleigh City Council Members,

We, the voting citizens of Raleigh, oppose the rezoning of 13120 Strickland Road. The re-zoning is
inconsistent with Raleigh's 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the Future Land Map and the Falls Lake
Secondary Watershed Density.

The 2030 Comprehensive Plan for the City of Raleigh states that the intent of R1 designation is to
preserve the rural character of these areas and achieve compatible resource conservation
objections such as watershed conservation and tree protection. Therefore, requesting a zoning
change to R1-10-CU is not consistent with the City's land plan.

The most obvious concern is to provide protection of the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed which
supplies Raleigh Citizens with their drinking water, There are two streams that bookend the
proposed development both of which are Headwaters for Lower Barton Creek. This creek flows
directly into Falls Lake, This development will drain into already flood prone areas along this
watercourse. However, 2030 Comprehensive Plan already protects this land in the following policies:

EP 2.2 Environmentally Sensitive Dev. and EP 2.5 Protection of Water Features
EP 3.3 Water Supply Protection and PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply
AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density.

These policies clearly state the reason this small very narrow piece of land (16.25 acre) must be
protected from being rezoned from RI fo R10, '

Also to note, a committee made up of your peers upheld the City Comprehensive Plan and denied a
rezoning request Z-28-13 less than { mile (4,000 feet) from this proposed site. That was a request
to rezone R1- 1o R2. The Raleigh Planning Commission cited and I quote “the proposal is not
consistent with the Future Land Use Map, which recommends Rural Residential (R1) one dwelling per
acre for this environmentally sensitive area which lies within the Falls Lake Secondary Watershed.
Falls Lake is the City of Raleigh's primary source of drinking water. Rezoning to allow such densities
would set a precedent for potential up zonings in the Watershed”. This land owner is wanting R10:
the maximum density allowed.

We urge you to stand behind the 2030 Comprehensive Plan and the Future Lane Use Map and all the
Policies that have been written to protect Raleigh, our citizens and your drinking water. Don't set a
precedent for destruction of Raleigh's drinking water.

Sincerepn

R
(S

Brad Teeter

12818 Baybriar Dr

Raleigh, NC 27613

qusbwt@yahoo.com







MEREDITH MARR WATSON
9505 Springdale Drive

Raleigh, NC 27613
March 14, 2016

Raleigh City Planning and Raleigh City Council Members,

As a long time Raleigh resident and a resident of my home
in Springdale Gardens for over 31 years, [ have great
concern and str(jng opinions about the rezoning application
7-1-16, 13120Strickland Road.

This property, currently owned by Edna Saintsing Dillard is -
‘in the Falls Lake Watershed. Rezoning this property from RI1
to R10 would be a sad state for the watershed and for the
city of Raleigh. Lower Barton Creek starts at the back of my
property, on this tract of land, and there is also a natural '
spring on this property. These clear and clean waters flow
directly into Falls Lake and supply Raleigh’s drinking water.
There can be no manmade improvement over what has
worked for centuries on this property. Any construction will
severely impact natural water flows. These waters will flow
into already flood prone areas along this watercourse.




The 2030 Comprehensive Plan for the City of Raleigh states
that the intent of R1 designation is to preserve the rural
character and to conserve resources for the good of all.

The 2030 Comprehénsive Plan- already protects this land in
the following policies:

EP 2.2 Environmentally Sensitive Dev. EP 2.5 Protection of

Wa’ter features

EP 3.3 Water S.upply Protection, PU 3.11 Protection of

‘Water supply and
AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watérshed Density

[ have many objections to this rezoning but my worst fear is
" that this rezoning, if it happens, will set a new precedent for
all land north of Strickland Road. It will be easier to build
properties and rezone land that currently preserves clean
water and nature that all of Raleigh enjoys. | |

[ urge you to stand behind the 2030 Comprehensive Plan,
the Future Land Use Map and all the policies that have been
written to protect Raleigh, dur_ citizens and your drinking
water. Please do not set a precedent for destruction of

Raleigh’s drinking water.
Your most concerned citizen,
Meredith M. Watson |
Tt .. Wielion
Qs gparpplae B




To: City of Raleigh Planning Committee
From: Patsy King, Springdale Gardens
Date: March 16, 2016

Re: Rezoning Z-001-16

Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

As & long time resident of Springdale Gardens, | am writing to register my opposition

to rezoning Z-001-16. | am requesting your support in denying this rezoning request,
as | fear that this move will set a negative precedent for Raleigh'’s future

development. In order to maintain the established feel and intention of neighborhoods
(LU8.10) and the safety of our water supply, this rezoning should be denied. Rezoning
from R-1 to R-10 townhomes does not maintain the character nor the spirit of Raleigh's-

rural areas.

Active feeder streams fo Raleigh's water supply lie within the proposed rezoning

area. The construction of fownhomes within a watershed area is environmentally
dangerous and would create conditions harmful to the affected streams and water
courses. The builder plans to address the 30% impervious surface requirement by not
developing the marsh section at the rear of the property, but allowing the front of the
property to become 100% impervious surfaces. This would create additional water flow
into the marsh area, upsetting the delicate balance of the marshland, causing
irreparable damage. Water flow and downstream conditions would be adversely
affected during the 18 months construction pericd by dumping immense amounts of silt
and debris into the area.

Properties within the watershed area are near active streams that would be heavily
affected by consfruction, creating an even greater chance of flooding. Problems arising
from diverting water flow during and after construction might not become apparent until
several years later, leaving the property owners with problems and expenses as the
landscape adjusts to these changes. In addition, collateral damage done to the quality

of the water supply can not easily be undone.

Please say no fo this rezoning and allow our rural neighborhoods to maintain their
charm, integrity and character.

Thank you,
Pa}sy King i /4o

:j ﬂ# AN NASY
‘ %&% A




Raleigh City Planning Commission
Raleigh City Council

Dear Commissioners and Council Members:

I am a native Tar Heel. My husband and I moved back to North Carolina in
2007 after working in Massachusetts for 17 years. We were thrilled to find

a home situated in a viable and very connectional neighborhood which was
zoned R1. We both believe that healthy neighborhoods are the cornerstone
for building sustainable communities and cities, and that all development
should be governed by a long-sighted plan that embodies the defining vision
for the common good.

The 2030 Comprehensive Plan for the City of Raleigh inspired confidence
and confirmed all of our reasons for choosing to make this our home (both
now and into retirement and beyond). But in December of 2015, we were
notified about a proposed development of the narrow strip of land between
our cul de sac on Springdale Drive and the shopping center at the intersection
of Strickland and Leesville Roads. The developers are requesting that the
property be rezoned from R1 to R10. They propose to build 70 townhomes
on a site that, according to the city’s Comprehensive Plan, is environmentally
sensitive. The two streams on each end of the proposed development are
Headwaters for Lower Barton Creek, which flows directly into Falls Lake.

Please refer to:
Policy EP 2.2 and EP 2.5 Protection of Water Features
Policy EP 3.3 and PU 3.11 Protection of Water Supply
AP-FL 2 Falls Lake Secondary Watershed Density

These policies clearly make the case for protecting this small, narrow piece -
of land and ensuring that future development will align with the vision for
city growth that is documented in the 2030 plan.

It was called the 2030 Plan for a reason! We have been entrusted with the
responsibility to care for and plan for the growth of this city in a way that
ensures it’s neighborly viability and environmental sustainability for future
generations. -

We, therefore, urge you to stand behind the Comprehensive Plan and Future
- Land Use Map by denying the request to rezone 13120 Strickland Road.

Sincerely,

oo & s et P fettord B
G513 Sphngdake Drives




March 14, 2016

Kol Ln.
I e
Knteist, NE 29612

Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

T am a resident of Raleigh. Tlive in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road. Iam concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16. Iam opposed to this request
and encourage you to deny the rezoning request. :

1 believe if seis a bad precedent for the rest of Raleigh. Infill pro}ects need to be managed
to maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LUS8.10), and allowing a rezoning from
R-1 to R-10/town homes does not mairitain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural arcas.

The construction of town homes in a Watershed area, with active feeder streams to

* Raleigh’s waier supply is environmentally dangerous. The land under consideration is

- very environmentally sensitive and since if contains active streams and water courses, the

disturbance created during construction will affect adversely the streams. Additionally,

the builder is meeting the 30% impsrvious surface requirement by not developing the

marsh section at the rear of the property. The problem is that this means the front part of

the land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow into the marsh,

and upsetting a very precarious balance of the marshland, doing irreparable harim. The 18

. months of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and debris into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downstream conditions.

The wateished properiy has active streams that will be affected by the construction,
Those flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change
during or after construction could cause that water to divert into neighbors® properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could take years o
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts fo the changes over the next decade. '

‘Thank you for your attention,

Kbon s D, P Mo st
Do rerhd E Ve &ee




March 14, 2016

Ph/liz Hopuson A

J I'?fffr//ﬂﬂf Dr.
/@ZM}/VC 27615

Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

1w @ fesident of Raleigh. live in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road. Iam concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16. Iam opposed to this request
~ and encourage you io deny the rezoning request.

I believe it sets a bad precedent for the rest of Raleigh, Infill projects need to be managed
1o maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LUS.10), and allowing a rezoning from
R-~1 to R-10/town homes does not mainiain the characier of Raleigh’s existing ural areas,

The construction of town homes in a Watershed arsa, with active feeder streams to
Releigh’s water supply is environmentally dongerous. The land under consideration is
very environmentally sensitive and since it contains active sireams and water courses, the
disturbance created during construction will affect adversely the streams. Additionally,
the builder is mesting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the
marsh section at the rear of the properiy. The problem is that this means the front part of
the land will be 10046 impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow into the marsh,
-and upsetting a very precarious belance of the marshland, doing irreparable harm. The 18
months of consiruction will dump an immense amount of sili and debris into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downstream conditions.

The watershed property has active sireams that will be affected by the construction.
Those flows are precariously close to floading neighbors’ properiies now. Any change
during or afier construction could cause that water to divert into neighbors’ properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction conld take years to
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts fo the changes over the next decade, '

Thank you for your attention,

Phylas W Sobustd




March 14, 2016
3 S O B
R el -ik. et bls

Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

T aim & resident of Raleigh. T Tive in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill |
Road. I aim concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16. Tam opposed to this request
and encourage you o deny the rezoning request,

. T believe it sets a bad precedent for the rest of Raleigh. Infill projects need to be managed
0 maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LUE.10), and allowing a rezoning from
R-1 to R-10/town homes does nof maintain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural areas.

The counstruction of town homes in a Watershed area, with active feeder streams o
Raleigh’s water supply is environmentally dangerous. The land under consideration is
very environmentally sensitive and since it containg active sireams and water courses, the
distarbance created during construction will affect adversely the streams, Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the’
imarsh section af the rear of the properiy. The problem is that this means the front part of
the land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow into the marsh,
and upsetting a very precatious balance of the marshland, doing iireparable harmi. The 18
months of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and debris into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downstream conditions.

The watershed property has active streams that will be affected by the construction.
‘Those flows are precariously close 1o flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change
during or afier construction could cause that water to divert into neighbors’ properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could ake years to
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts to the changas over the next decade.

Thank you for your attention,
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Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

T am a resident of Raleigh. 1 live in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road. Iam concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16, Iam opposed to this request
and encourage you o deny the rezoning request.

1 believe it sets a bad procedent for the rest of Raleigh. Infiil projects need to be managed
to maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LU8.10), and allowing & rezoning from
R-1 to R-10/town homes does not maintain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural areas.

The construction of town homes in a Watershed area, with active feeder streams to
Raleigh’s water supply is environmentally dangerous. The land under consideration is
very environmentially sensitive and since it contains active streams and water courses, the
disturbance created during construction will affect adversely the streams. Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the
marsh section af the rear of the property. The problem is that this means the front patt of
the land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow info the marsh,
and upsetting a very precarious balance of the marshland, doing irreparable harm, The 18
months of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and debris into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downstream conditions.

The watershed properiy has active sireams that will be affected by the construction.
Those flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change
during or after construction could cause that water to divert into neighbors® properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could fake years to
hecome appatent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts to the changes over the next decade.

Thank you for your attention,
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Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

T am a resident of Raleigh, T live in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road. Tam concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16. I am opposed to this request
and encourage you to deny the rezoning request.

I believe it seis a bad precedent for the rest of Raleigh. Infill projects need to be managed
to maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LUS8.10), and allowing a rezoning from
R-1 fo R-10/town homes does not maintain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural areas.

The construction of town homes in 2 Watershed area, with active feeder streams to
Raleigh’s water supply is environmentally dangerous. The land under consideration is
very environmentally sensitive and since it contains active streams and water courses, the
disturbance created during construction will affect adversely the streams. Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the
marsh section at the rear of the property. The problem is that this means the front part of
the land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow inte the marsh,
and upsetting a very precarious balance of the marshiand, doing irreparable harm. The 18
months of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and debris into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downsiream conditions.

The watershed property has active streams that will be affected by the construction.
‘These flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change
during or after construction could cause that water to divert into neighbors’ properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could take years to
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts to the changes over the next decade.

Thank you for your attention,
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Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

T am a resident of Raleigh. T live in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road. Tam concerned with the zonmg petition Z-001-16, 1 am opposed to this request
and encourage you to deny the rezoning request.

T beligve it sets a bad precedent for the rest of Raleigh. Infill projects need to be managed
to maiatain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LtJ8,10), and allowing a rezontng from
R-1 to R-10/town homes does not maintain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural areas.

The construction of town homes in a2 Watershed area, with active feeder streams to
Raleigh’s water supply is environmentally dangerous. The land under consideration is
very environmentally sensitive and since it contains active streams and water courses, the
disturbance created during constmuction will affect adversely the streams. Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the
marsh section at the rear of the property. The problem is that this means the front part of
the fand will be 100% i 1mperv1ous surfaces, creating additional water flow inte the marsh,
and upsetting a very precarious balance of the marshland, doing irreparable harm. The 18
months of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and debris into the water

~ shed, affectmg water flow and downstreain conditions.

The watershed property has active streams that will be affected by the construction.
Those flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change

- during or after construction could cause that water to divert into neighbors’ properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could take years o
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts to the changes over the next decade.

you for your attenﬁo
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Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

T am a resident of Raleigh, T five in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road, 1am concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16. I am opposed to this request
and encourage you 1o deny the rezoning reguest.

I believe it seis a bad precedent for the rest of Raleigh. Infill projects need to be managed
to maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LUS.10), and allowing a rezoning from
R-1 to R-10/town homes does not mainiain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural areas.

The constinction of town homes in 2 Watershed area, with active feeder streams 1o
Raleigh’s water supply is environmentally dangerous. The land woder consideraiion is
very environmentally sensitive and since it contains active streams and water courses, the
disturbance created during construction will affect adversely the sireams, Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% Impervious surface requirement by not developing the
marsh ssction at the rear of the properiy. The problem is that this means the front part of
the land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow into the marsh,
and upsetting a very precarious balance of the marshland, doing irreparable harm. The 18
rnonths of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and dﬁbns into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downstieam conditions.

The waietshed properly has active steeams that will be affected by the construction.
Those flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now, Any change
during or afier construction could cause that water to divert info neighbors® properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could take years o
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts to the changes over the next decade.

Thank you for your gitention, /
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Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

~ Tam aresident of Raleigh. I hive in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road. Iam conceined with the zoning petition Z-001-16, Tam opposed to this request
and encourage you {0 deny the rezoning request.

I believe it seis a bad prevedent for the rest of Raleigh. Infill projects need to be managed
to maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LUS.10), and allowing a rezoning from
R-1 1o R-10/town hemes does not maintain the character of Raleigh’s existing ruval areas.

The construction of town homes in a Watershed area, with active feeder streams to
Raleigh’s water supply is environtentally dangerous. The land under consideration is
very environmentally sensitive and since it containg active sireams and water courses, the
disturbance created during consiruction will affect adversely the streams. Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the
marsh section at the rear of the property. The problem is that this means the front part of
ihe land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow nto the marsh,
and npsetting a very precarious balance of the marshland, doing irreparable harm. The 18
months of consiryction will dump an immenss amount of silt and debris into the water
shed, sffecting water flow and downstream conditions,

"The watershed properiy has active siroams that will be affecied by the construction.
Those flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change
during or afier construction could cause that water to divert info neighbors’ properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could take years to
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adiusis to the changes over the next decade,

Thank you for your attention,
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March 14, 2016

Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

[ am a resident of Raleigh. T live in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill:
Road. Iam concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16. 1am opposed to this request
and encourage you fo deny the rezoning request.

I believe it seis a bad precedent for the rest of Ralcigh._ Infill projects need to be managed
o maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LU8.10), and allowing a rézoning from
R-1 to R~10/town homes does not maintain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural arcas,

The construction of town homes in a Waterahed area, with active feeder streams to

Raleigh’s water supply is environmentally dangerous. The land under consideration is

- very environmentally sensitive and since it contains active streams and water courses, the

disturbance created during construction will affect adversely the sireams. Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the.
marsh section at the rear of the properly. The problem is that this means the front part of
the land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow into the marsh,
and upsetting a very precarious balance of the marshland, doing irreparable harm, The 18
months of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and debris into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downstream conditions.

The watetshed property has active streams thai will be affected by the construction,

“Those flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change

dunng or after construction could cause that water to divert info neighbors’ properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could take years to
become apparent, leaving exisiing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape
adjusts to the changes over the next decade.

Thank you for your aftention,
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Dear City of Raleigh Planning Board Member:

T am a resident of Raleigh. Tlive in Springmoor, a subdivision located off of Sawmill
Road. Iam concerned with the zoning petition Z-001-16. Iam opposed to this request
and encourage you fo deny the rezoning request,

I believe it sets a bad precedent for the rost of Raleigh. Infill projects need to be managed
to maintain the look and feel of neighborhoods (LU8.10), and allowing a rezoning from
R-1 to R-1{0/town homes does not maintain the character of Raleigh’s existing rural aress.

The construction of town homes in a Watershed area, with active feeder streams to
Raleigh’s water supply is environmentally dangerous, The land under consideration is
very environmenially sensitive and since it contains active streams and water courses, the
disturbance created during construction will affect adversely the streams, Additionally,
the builder is meeting the 30% impervious surface requirement by not developing the

. marsh section at the rear of the property. The problem is that this means the front part of
the land will be 100% impervious surfaces, creating additional water flow info the marsh,
and upsetting a very precarious balance of the marshland, doing irreparable harm. The 18
months of construction will dump an immense amount of silt and debris into the water
shed, affecting water flow and downstream conditions,

The watershed properly has active streams that will be affected by the construction, _
Those flows are precariously close to flooding neighbors’ properties now. Any change
during or after construction could cause that water to divert into neighbors’ properties,
causing flooding conditions. The changes caused by the construction could take years )
become apparent, leaving existing homeowners with the repair bill as the landscape

- adiusts to the changes over the next decade,

Thank you for your attention,
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