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Petition to Amend the Official Zoning Map

Before the City Council of the City of Raleigh, North Carolina

The petitioner seeks to show the following: 3. That the requested zoning change is or
will be in accordance with the Raleigh
1. That, for the purposes of promoting Comprehensive Plan.
health, morals, or the peneral welfare, the
zoning classification of the property 4, That the fundamental purposes of zoning
described herein must be changed. as set forth in the N.C. enabling
legislation would be best served by
2. That the following circumstance(s) changing the zoning classification of the
exist(s): property. Among the fundamental

purposes of zoning are:
O City Council has erred in

Please check boxes establishing the current zoning 1) to lessen congestion in the streets;
where appropriale classification of the property by 2) to provide adequate light and air;
disregarding one or a combination of 3} to prevent the overcrowding of land;
the fundamental principles of zoning 4) to facilitate the adequate provision
as set forth in the enabling of transportation, water, sewerage,
legislation, North Carolina General schools, parks, and other public
@O E , VS Statutes Section 160A-381 and requirements;
Q_ O 160A-383. 3) toregulate in accordance with a
comprehensive plan;
\ Circumstances have so changed 6) toavoid spot.zoning; and
DEC 19 2008 since the property was last zoned 7) toregulate with reasonable
- that its current zoning classification gc'ms.ldert?tlon to g}f_gmﬁfe‘l’ oi:jtl;e
could not properly be applied to it 1strict, the suitability of the land tor
ggN?ﬁN%%E# now were it being zoned for the first particular uSﬁS:_th? 00“5?1'"_“{0“ Of_ o
' ) time the value of buildings within the -.+:™
o - : istri
g/ 74,1 district and the encouragement of

the most appropriate use of the land

a Th h i
e property has not heretofore been throughout he City.

subject to the zoning regulations of
the City of Raleigh.

THEREFORE, petitioner requests that the Official Zoning map be amended to change the zoning
classification of the property as proposed in this submittal, and for such other action as may be
deemed appropriate.

Signature(s) Date:

N~ |2/ 0§

Please type or print name(s) clearly:

Dr. Alex Nicholas Fisher, Sr., DVM

Rezoning Petition 1
Form Revised Decamber 21, 2007



Fettonne. Z-| 1-09
Date Filed: __f3-19 o
EXHIBIT B. Request for Zoning Change Filing Fee: ¢ Q.7 by el B=(1240

Please use this form only — form may be photocopied. Please type or print

See instructions, page 6
Name(s) Address Telephone / E-Mall

1) Petitioner(s): Alex N, Fisher 5S¢ 4228 Rarose Valley Circfe (‘O{T!NC ey
Note: Canditional Use District ~ §22 74L-0/99 docfisher Vet @ hotmail.com

Petitioner(s) must be owner(s) of
petitioned property.

2) Property
Owner(s): D(’lfffl” Wol.ﬁ l(p()‘{ pop (.n’ Spfmr_g Church Ra/ Sa O\fcﬂ

Rachel Wal.L _fboy Poﬁ|ar Sbrmaf Charch @ 9,727

J;wﬂ

3) ContactPerson(s): 4 [ x Fisher (?31}7‘{—@-0!4‘[
Laps Pernrose Vollev‘ Circle Canji NC 27S/§

4} Property ‘ _
Description: Wake County Property Identification Number(s) {PIN): I 12255 765 ok
Please provide surveys if proposed

zoning boundary lines do not follow M4 ). —+ G 08 - 90000 -DIH ¢
property lines. 3

General Street Location {nearest street intersections): 9 q‘ 05 {20 Ck o ac./ Df .

Redeiat, NC .2176010 591’? Corper of
[Cocl. Cpuarn] Road ¢/
5) Area of Subject

Property (acres): OHlb ceres

6) Current Zoning

District(s) Q - / t
Classification: _| ]
include Overlay District{s), if
Applicable

7) Proposed Zoning

cussios AP (Small Animea) Vetesinary Hspitu )

Include Overlay District{s) if
Applicable. If existing Overlay
District is to remaln, please stale.

Rezoning Petition 2
Form Revised December 21, 2007



Exhibit B. continued

QOffice Use Only
Patton m. Z.- 171 — 04

8) Adjacent Property Owners

The following are all of the person, firms, property {important: Include PIN Numbers with names,
owners, associations, corporations, entities or addresses and zip codes.) Indicate if property Is owned by
governments owning property adjacent to and within one & condominium property owners association. Please complete

hundred (100) feet (excluding right-of-way) of (front,

to be rezoned.

ownership information in the boxes below in the format
. Hlustrated in the first box. Please use this form only — form may
rear, all sides and across any street) the property sought  pe phatocapied — please type or print.

Name(s}: Street Address(es): City/State/Zip; Wake Co. PIN #s: P'N :H:

’i’mbwlaka V\Aqne 2303 Rockwoo Kef equ NC 37610

00757495 (1aasswy;

'F\/onklm rPﬁ—(k&r/ &?‘OL] ﬂOcLWauJ /{a‘[elql\ NC 376/

04 18375 (1193554,%35

p&'f‘tlos:l\hcho'as 0700 ﬁﬂcl«’-wuoad Q&/et(l\. NC 22

0 07745 (17336556755

'T_,m‘)-v{&sk&, Weyne 27F0] Ro(,kwaoc/ QLIEJQL N(—}-“n’o

0070 79 2 (173285884

GIM'[-ICV('EZ! ﬂ;\ﬂl,re_s (rl(a[(a Qackwa\pq ﬂl‘. «EtiL N( 9—](9!0

D34/ 23 § (Qg%%

ﬁ;rdon Q,}l,‘.q dNore 3809 Providena Ra-Jeu;A NC. 216{0

Lode 570 ('1739455973

Wiggs, Robertd Cethy 2808 Pryvidence Qa/a,q;\ N 29610

0064703 (IM3s073)

6{:# John& fQﬁ’N\ 2509 P(owcfanuz. Qf»}e:t,l,\ N ;}‘7[,/0

00IF37 4 672365’,-145“

J(’_rmﬁﬁn éo"ﬂrwd 4’)’\‘35 98” Prowdenﬁ?-— {{&,f-m'a ”C 975/0

[
Buend;q,dm{ A5 14 Prov.derca fgale:cl\ N(, 27619

0V 3355/ ﬁha&sﬂzl:
00LEE)T  (iTancsk

Parkef’ Hzm klin 4307 Rok @vmrrq ﬁ /tmL NC 37610

1720 5953¢

Jé@c-er\_fs Gvualy & Thelme s ﬂac.kc‘.pumf ﬁ«fud\ 3610

722555 77/

/%.hq 576\.,\ 28 O/ ﬂyuém)a/(_bf 24/1,‘/\ ey f'?a;’)j@*i/ T

Tl mek,,«/qiLay%:A 450S Crowfyelf ﬂaja,q, M,;Ln/o | 10255307

BLL(A bnm & Pﬂﬁlr\c oo 5/% ﬂ-’N/m?ta ﬁ\qmq Var}p’?—

maa%swa,

4V’fg‘ erfe/z 4309 C""“‘AP—/‘/ gﬁ/&ff*/‘ Moy, | —)9;5'773&

For additional space, photocopy this page.

Rezoning Petition
Form Revised December 21, 2007



Office Usa Only
Petiion No, £~ ! 1—04
Date Filed:

EXHIBIT D. Petitioner’s Argument on Behalf
of The Zoning Change Requested

Please use this form enly — form may be photocopled — please type or print.

This section is reserved for the applicant to state factual information in support of the rezoning request.

Required items of discussion:

The Planning Department is instructed not to accept any application for amending the official zoning map without a
statement prepared by the applicant analyzing the reasonableness of the rezoning request. This statement shall
address the consistency of the proposed rezoning with the Comprehensive Plan and any other applicable City-
adopted plan(s), the compatibility of the propesed rezoning with the property and surrounding area, and the benefits
and detriments of the proposed rezoning for the landowner, the immediate neighbors and the surrounding
community.

Recommended items of discussion (where applicable):

1. An error by the City Council in establishing the current zoning classification of the property.

2. How circumstances (land use and future development plans) have so changed since the propetty was last zoned

that its current zoning classification could not properly be applied to it now were it being zoned for the first

time.

The public need for additional land to be zoned to the classification requested.

4. The impact on public services, facilities, infrastructure, fire and safety, parks and recreation, topography, access
to light and air, etc.

w

PETITIONER’S STATEMENT:

I. Consistency of the proposed map amendment with the Comprehensive Plan
(www.raleichne.gov).

A.  Please state which District Plan area the subject property is located within and the
recommended land use for this property:

Soutdeas

B.  Please state whether the subject property is located within any adopted Regional Center
Plan, Small Area Plan, Corridor Plan, Neighborhood Plan, Watershed Plan, Streetscape
Plan, Redevelopment Plan or other City Council-adopted plans and policies and discuss
the policies applicable to future development within the plan(s) area.

/;Zpoff/é% 57( ‘(%-L fh’o 74-] /s In an area meﬂé‘*ﬂ/
ZL’E have a _r;ale’wa/'i placed 4’7 e ¢;7L7 df /’-’ﬂ(eijlx..
I praposed acee s very Spel( amd 3hould nef pas.

e

o P“fbl’)lﬂm n r€20n1h7 .
Rezoning Petition
Form Revised December 21, 2007
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17 -09

C.  Isthe proposed map amendment consistent or inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan
and other City Council-adopted plans and policies?

7&5/ /7L &5 Cﬂjbh’%e/yﬁﬁ‘

II.  Compatibility of the proposed map amendment with the property and the surrounding area.

A. Description of land uses within the surrounding area (residential housing types, parks,
institutional uses, commercial uses, large parking lots, thoroughfares and collector streets,

transit facilities):
Q&S(&{%’/Lzs-/ /\0&3/?\7f PM’/C_S‘ &_‘__4 ‘-[L/\OfOu?A—,Q‘fJJ_

B. Description of existing Zoning patterns (zoning districts including overlay districts) and
existing built environment (densities, building heights, setbacks, tree cover, buffer yards):

Tt 16003107 Sl oy vesvh
Mfﬂj . ﬁ//w-%wﬂd 51'41}7 . )’Mj/e) \;ﬁ?

C. Explanation of how the proposed zoning map amendment is compatible with the
suitability of .the property for particular uses and the character of the surrounding area

Pfo{;ﬁvf‘«.{ 1§ (ocsted 5 a <ovner /07" ch}a Iy GrSSe_mfé(,(

{rom Rock Quarry Rel, The size of Hte lof oy as a

bnfa’f’if Zona f)’éh\ Cfﬂ.}—/ he(7kéaf._f . /c{;-:ﬁér-cg 'ffﬂﬂ'“ ia’f:k(puwr7 ﬂ;{
re

Norg-g
1. Benefits and detriments of the proposed map amendment. < zos 7 /5 {Jf"P"'ﬂ“j an itk
T shcfence

_‘;—.{,\ Forthelnndm;rner(s): C}uff (?A’I‘{‘ /Ci-f’;é_/ObU’H-tL\CS /'\6'\\/?_, f\D7L /r.nlul' O

his propery s in Fhis dwelling Ao rore than 10 Years.

= FSFbecomm rmove difficult o Seil dWel/m7 due o ¥ ase,
77'16 bu',[d{m? hags po—}-e,:ﬁ;,\_( to become ole!a'otdarf,_ap{] “Which po,[/\ J
bHimately Joper @usting Propufy Velues. ' # stong butinees Wil vase vifues,
B. For the'immediate neighborsj. “There &re ho Small Bnimed V'e"f'&nnar\?
/‘\0540;7”4[5 within & mile .r‘adl‘u.r 67( f’fnp"'{ﬁ? 55"’\2—‘6'71‘ +o
newtbers will be of Comsenere fo have fam!l, pefs healHeare

e
nbeds adoressed.
C. For the surrounding community:

/ganef}f fo Fhe Sb‘ffd'um//’n Coh'\munjl'[[\] will b In Fha
Féducf“nh\ Ji 'Zaonoflc, Gl;s—cm‘e_s/ S‘ae/\ od /e{ﬂ‘ospirarf_sj S‘(_’.d.éiréxf
Yab/es hoo

. ‘ /
o rmS el rolbndworms , Zoonotic cisenges Gre

Fhose -//~A.<-f- Can bt Hronsmifled from animal o Man
Rezoning Petition Children et e":['e":l\ P“”’,'IGHS il be mucl 6

Farm Revised December 21, 2007 'S‘C’—)ﬁe/ i~ +h e ¢ hoen ]7[ !’ +itir T—-S
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IV. Does the rezoning of this property provide a significant benefit which is not available to the

surrounding properties? Explain: yﬁ'S, _TZ’F‘.“L/[I]’ W/\&A 6/0?5 aha( qu/:r
do not have af,oroprfafe preventive hea(1‘lxcare( fe, rables vaccnd;

a/ew'orm'mfg o cl S&Dﬂv7/f1e,q,'f-_mr_5" Zoonotic cliZeases oncd ovef
populstion of tnimels accur which lead 7 poorer health an

Explain why the characieristics of the subject property support the proposed map " olfrs en ”"If onhme R
amendment as reasonable and in the public interest. “ns Ct—f-c, fovr

- chilyl N g elderle
72!5‘ ﬁ‘fﬁp—&/%7 g,JOuL/c! SLLPfJD"?L 7LA’¢ ffof'as-c,a{ oare rel ’D{ f{7
mep  Gmendnast as reason<hle ord N AL ;0"“’/[‘" Inferes]
be cepse s convienmmen o A Cam{y‘%:%? Oomel FAara
are reo ) 755‘4::/:7((:2_{' dzéfb/:n] Fhose_ Strvieer

Y. Recommended items of discussion (where applicable).

a. An error by the City Council in establishing the current zoning classification of the

e i

b. How circumstances (land use and future development plans) have so changed since
the property was last zoned that its current zoning classification could not properly
be applied to it now were it being zoned for the first time.

N A

¢. The public need for additional land to be zoned to the classification requested.

d. The impact on public services, facilities, infrastructure, fire and safety, parks and
recreation, topography, access to light and air, ete.

/{.,,: ac/c]/:/gﬁ CL' fma/f Gih'fma/ Ve?[—f’«)//)hay AoSfHJ?[ﬁ—/
l/\/r// refie e CI%»/ 071 Ra/g,{ c:‘w«:r/ -/1* 7La.x oy €15
/ | g4 P~
"-’7( Vﬂ_“‘lé& dollars  used in Animaf Controf . ,
[/éf'ﬁfmary clinics pof only Frest el pre vesit oot e/
A1seoses but %{7 also educate Tha Public m Gnime |
Wa/f_mmj wWhich [n Trrns  Aecreases Fht Aumby
gﬁoR';i\-rlls?adP::::g:&rQ.ﬂﬂﬂa §” 7”""“7 Onimafs ] decresses Tz AUmbe, -

97’" {iu%nas;m W’W'FU\/mo/ .é\_f -fﬂ\_( C[}L-I .

7
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VI. Other arguments on behalf of the map amendment requested.

}/&7%4’/;@»/7 Clinics have proven +o e « [%%‘[ﬁ(
1o Fhe m&’jw#7 BZ[ fhe  ommunifies in Wik
mp{ are  [ocoted 'H\mmal\owﬁ +h United Stafer,
VQ‘fM/;\o»r.? Clinics are Sﬁﬁ:/@ businases UiJ/’H\c/L
usua//u/ have €K74€/ﬂ5}vb /Onje,v#t?. C&mh\um‘;tzés

ave. —h{f);'caﬂx] S@FQ[ ond heave /f\ijk Pifo(}%f("‘-?
V&/MQS W/-\M Sqffabw\a/{’,o( b‘7 a Vﬁ’]l‘-&f//{ar7 Qfm;(;\

Commun fres uﬁua//7 have o lower incldence bz{

Sﬁﬂé’aﬁ Dan/‘mo\/_S"/ /@Wex }HCJMQ ?F fo\b/;__r. O f OL/;,\.:Mr»-/
écf%ﬁﬁ/ﬁﬁackj tShan a Ve’f”fﬂmf7 C’-[’f\/é [.5 /ocmﬁej
N —the VL&I?/\ébr’Aaor/{ t
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CR# 11299
Case File: Z-17-09

‘¥ Certified Recommendation
#  of the City of Raleigh Planning Commission

Case File:
General Location:

Planning District
| CAC:

Request:

Comprehensive Plan
Consistency:

Valid Protest
Petition (VSPP):

Recommendation:

Z-17-09 General Use; Rock Quarry Rd

Rock Quarry Road, north side, east of Rockwood Drive

Southeast / Southeast

Petition for Rezoning from Residential-4 to Agricultural Productive.
This request is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan

Application deadline date: April 16, 2009

That this request be denied.

CITY OF RALEIGH

Z-17-09

R-4

to

AP

0.46 acre

N
Public Hearing

April 21, 2009
(August 19, 2009)

270
[ Feet

6/3/09 Z-17-09_Rock_Quarry_Rd_Evaluation 1



CR# 11299
Case File: Z-17-09

CASE FILE:

LOCATION:

REQUEST:

COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN CONSISTENCY:

Z-17-09 General Use Rock Quarry Rd

This site is located on the north side of Rock Quarry Road, east of its intersection
with Rockwood Drive.

This request is to rezone approximately 0.46 acres, currently zoned Residential-
4. The proposal is to rezone the property to Agricultural Productive.

This request is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan

RECOMMENDATION:

That this request be denied.

FINDINGS
AND REASONS:

(1) The request is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan; and

(2) The request is not compatible with the surrounding area.

To PC:
Case History:

To CC:

Staff Coordinator:
Motion:

Second:

In Favor:

Opposed:
Excused:

Sighatures:

4/28/09

5/5/09 City Council Status:

Alysia Bailey Taylor

Haq
Fleming
Butler, Chambliss, Fleming, Gaylord, Haq, Harris Edmisten, Holt, Mullins, Smith

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 Staff Report attached.

(Planning Dir.) (PC Chair)

date: date: 4/29/09

6/3/09 Z-17-09_Rock_Quarry_Rd_Evaluation 2



CR# 11299
Case File: Z-17-09

Zoning Staff Report: Z-17-09 General Use

LOCATION:

AREA OF REQUEST:
PROPERTY OWNER:
CONTACT PERSON:

PLANNING COMMISSION

This site is located on the north side of Rock Quarry Road, east of its intersection

with Rockwood Drive.

0.46 acres

Darrell and Rachel Wolf

Alex Fisher, 832-746-0199

RECOMMENDATION
DEADLINE: August 19, 2009
ZONING: Current Zoning Proposed Zoning
Residential-4 Agricultural Productive
Current Overlay District Proposed Overlay District
N/A N/A
ALLOWABLE

DWELLING UNITS:

ALLOWABLE OFFICE
SQUARE FOOTAGE:

ALLOWABLE RETAIL
SQUARE FOOTAGE:

ALLOWABLE
GROUND SIGNS:

ZONING HISTORY:

SURROUNDING
ZONING:

Current Zoning

1 unit (4 units per acre)

Current Zoning

None

Current Zoning

None

Current Zoning

Tract ID

Proposed Zoning

0 units (0.54 units per acre)

Proposed Zoning

None

Proposed Zoning

None

Proposed Zoning

Tract ID

This property was rezoned to Residential-4 in 1989 (Z-36-89), and was annexed
into the corporate limits of the city in 2005.

NORTH: Residential-4
SOUTH: Residential-4
EAST: Residential-4
WEST: Residential-4

6/3/09 Z-17-09_Rock_Quarry_Rd_Evaluation



CR# 11299
Case File: Z-17-09

LAND USE: Single-family residential

SURROUNDING
LAND USE: NORTH: Single-family residential
SOUTH: Single-family residential
EAST: Single-family residential
WEST: Single-family residential

DESIGNATED HISTORIC RESOURCES: N/A

EXHIBIT C AND D ANALYSIS:

COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN SUMMARY
TABLE: In addition to the various systems plans (i.e. Transportation Plan, Parks and
Recreation Plan, etc.) that are part of the City’s adopted Comprehensive Plan the
following table summarizes the other comprehensive plan elements that have
been adopted by the City Council.

Element Application to case

Planning District Southeast District

Urban Form Suburban Residential

Specific Area Plan Rock Quarry Road Corridor Plan
Guidelines N/A

1. Consistency of the proposed rezoning with the Comprehensive Plan and any applicable City-
adopted plan(s).

This proposal is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The site is designated as part of the
Southeast District Plan with more specific recommendations in the Rock Quarry Road Corridor Plan.
The District Plan recommends Suburban Residential (six or fewer units per acre), and the Corridor
Plan recommends Residential development as well.

2. Compatibility of the proposed rezoning with the property and surrounding area.

The subject property is surrounded by single-family homes on parcels of land smaller than one half
acre. The applicant states that traffic and noise generated by Rock Quarry Road makes the subject
property an unlikely residence.

Staff disagrees. This portion of Rock Quarry Road is lined on both sides with single-family homes.
The proposed zoning district requires a minimum lot size of 80,000 square feet and is typically
applied to areas around the City’s fringe. The subject property is approximately 20,037 square feet,
well within the city limits, and surrounded by residential development consisting of lots that are 20,000
square feet or less. Allowing the requested rezoning would result in a non-conforming lot if continued
to be used for residential purposes, and potentially a nonresidential use that is incompatible with the
surrounding area.

3. Public benefits of the proposed rezoning

This rezoning singles out one small parcel for treatment different than that given to nearby and
similarly situated properties. Under the enhanced scrutiny that should accompany such small-scale

6/3/09 Z-17-09_Rock_Quarry_Rd_Evaluation 4



CR# 11299
Case File: Z-17-09

rezonings, there should be a clear identification of a public benefit beyond the benefit to the
landowner in order to show that the zoning is reasonable and in the public interest.

The petitioner has indicated that the proposed rezoning will provide a benefit because it will provide
an opportunity for a small veterinary hospital in an area that currently does not have one within a
several mile radius. The petitioner further explains that the veterinary hospital could potentially
reduce diseases that are transferred from animal to man because animals will receive proper
preventative care.

While there is potential to provide a use that may not be readily available in the immediate
surrounding area, there should be some consideration made about how compatible the allowable
uses within the requested zoning district will be to the surrounding single-family residential
development. It should also be noted that the Agriculture Productive zoning districts provides a range
of uses, and approval of this rezoning would allow the property to be used in accordance with any of
these uses. While the petitioner states that the public benefit derived is gained from one specific use,
the full complement of uses will be allowed once the property is rezoned.

4. Detriments of the proposed rezoning

The Agricultural Protective (AP) zoning designation requested requires setbacks of 150 feet in the
front, 150 feet in the rear, and 150 feet on the sides. The subject property is approximately 200 feet
deep and 100 feet wide. If the rezoning were approved the existing structure currently on the property
would be rendered non-conforming and redevelopment of the property would necessitate multiple
variances.

5. The impact on public services, facilities, infrastructure, fire and safety, parks and
recreation, etc.

TRANSPORTATION: Rock Quarry Road is classified as a major thoroughfare (2007 ADT-14,000 vpd)
and exists as a 3-lane curb and gutter section with sidewalk on the south side
within a 75-foot right-of-way. City standards call for Rock Quarry Road to be
constructed as a multi-lane facility with a 65-foot back-to-back curb and gutter
section with sidewalks on both sides within a 90-foot right-of-way. Rockwood
Drive is classified as a collector street and exists as a 2-lane ribbon paved road
within a 60-foot right-of-way. City standards call for Rockwood Drive to be
constructed with a 41-foot back-to-back curb and gutter cross-section with
sidewalk on a minimum of one side within the existing right-of-way.

The City has a funded capital improvement project to widen Rock Quarry Road to
a five-lane curb and gutter section with sidewalks and streetlights on both sides.
This improvement may have right-of-way impacts on the subject property
between 15 to 20 feet. This additional right-of-way adjacent to the subject
property will further exacerbate the lot size and setback non-conformity.

TRANSIT: N/A

HYDROLOGY: FLOODPLAIN: None
DRAINAGE BASIN: Big Branch
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT: Site is subject to Part 10, Chapter 9,
Stormwater Control and Watercourse Buffer Regulations. Site may qualify for an
exemption from these regulations under 10-9021(2).
No Buffer. No WSPOD.

PUBLIC UTILITIES:

Maximum Demand Maximum Demand
on Current Zoning on Proposed Zoning

6/3/09 Z-17-09_Rock_Quarry_Rd_Evaluation 5



CR# 11299
Case File: Z-17-09

Water
Waste Water

Approx. 288 gpd
Approx. 288 gpd

Approx. 920 gpd
Approx. 920 gpd

The proposed rezoning would not impact the wastewater or water treatment
systems of the City. There are existing sanitary sewer and water mains in place
which could serve the rezoning site.

PARKS AND
RECREATION: This property is not adjacent to any greenway corridors. This rezoning case will

not affect the level of service for parks in the area.

WAKE COUNTY
PUBLIC SCHOOLS:
Based on the Wake County data, students living in this area may be assigned to
attend either: East Garner Elementary, West Lake Middle or Garner High.
Development of the subject property at the requested rezoning could lead to a
slight decrease in the projected number of students assigned to the schools

listed.
Current Current Future Future
School name enrollment  Capacity | Enroliment Capacity
East Garner 505 52.4% 504 52.3%
West Lake 1,362 98.7% 1,362 98.7%
Garner 2,269 99.8% 2,269 99.8%

IMPACTS SUMMARY: Required right-of-way dedication and the required setbacks of the requested
zoning would create a non-conforming lot that would require variances from the
Board of Adjustment if any new development were to occur on the property.

OPTIONAL ITEMS OF DISCUSSION

1. An error by the City Council in establishing the current zoning classification of the property.
N/A

2. How circumstances (land use and future development plans) have so changed since the
property was last zoned that its current zoning classification could not be properly applied to
it now were it being zoned for the first time.

N/A

APPEARANCE
COMMISSION: This request is not subject to Appearance Commission review.

CITIZENS'
ADVISORY COUNCIL: DISTRICT: Southeast

CAC CONTACT PERSON: Bill Lynn, 919-231-8153

SUMMARY OF ISSUES:

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN / COMPATIBILITY / ADVERSE IMPACTS:

1. Outstanding issues

6/3/09 Z-17-09_Rock_Quarry_Rd_Evaluation 6



CR# 11299
Case File: Z-17-09

The Agricultural Protective (AP) zoning designation requested requires setbacks of 150 feet in
the front, 150 feet in the rear, and 150 feet on the sides. The subject property is approximately
200 feet deep and 100 feet wide. If the rezoning were approved the existing structure currently
on the property would be rendered non-conforming, and redevelopment of the property would
necessitate multiple variances.

This rezoning singles out a single small parcel for treatment different than that given to nearby
and similarly situated properties. Under the enhanced scrutiny that should accompany such
small-scale rezonings, there should be a clear identification of a public benefit beyond the
benefit to the landowner in order to show that the zoning is reasonable and in the public
interest.
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