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Chowan County Planning Board

May 11, 2010
 Chowan County Public Safety Center
West Freemason Street

8:30 am

MINUTES

Mr. Leggett asked Administrative Assistant Karen Castelloe to call the roll; Jeff Smith, Kathy Williams, Jim Leggett, William Holley, Joe Ward, and Patti Kersey were present. Mike Williams was absent.  
Chairman Jim Leggett called the meeting to order and asked for a moment of silence.

Mr. Leggett asked for any corrections or additions to the minutes from the March 29, 2010 meeting.  Mr. Smith moved to approve the minutes.  Mr. Ward seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  (5-0)

Mr. Leggett noted the application on the agenda, Case No. CC-TA-10-01:  A request from Chauncey and Sally Krahenbill to amend the Chowan County Zoning Ordinance; Article VI, to amend language in Section 6.03 (c), Encroachments into Required Setbacks. 
County Manager/Acting Planner, Peter Rascoe gave a brief description of the application. (Staff Report attached) 

Lars Simonsen, attorney for the Krahenbills, spoke on behalf of the application.  He stated that the Krahenbills have built a house located at 133 Nixon’s Beach Road and have applied to have a pool installed at the same address in their yard that is next to the road.  He stated that there aren’t really any options for the Krahenbills with regard to moving the pool because of having to have a certain amount of separation between the electrical line that runs between the pool and the house.  He stated that in order for the Krahenbills to be able to comply with the Zoning Ordinance there would have to be a revision to the Ordinance or some sort of variance.  He passed around pictures showing the Krahenbill property and the location of the pool.  He stated that the pool would be surrounded with a brick and vinyl fence and that the pool would not be visible from the road.  He stated that a fence is a permitted structure allowed to encroach into the setback requirements.  He stated that the edge of the pool with regard to the water line would be 16 feet from the road right of way.  He went on to read through the list of items allowed to encroach into the setbacks and stated that it seemed to him that the primary concern seemed to be sight area or distance.  He stated that a below grade structure would not cause a problem with sight area or block vision.  He stated that judging by what was allowed to encroach into setbacks; a swimming pool would be a logical thing to include on the list of exceptions.  
Mr. Leggett asked how tall the surrounding fence would be.

Ms. Krahenbill stated that it would have brick columns and brick at the base with vinyl in between.  She stated that the brick would come up a foot and then the vinyl would be four feet.

Mr. Leggett expressed concerns over the possibility of motorists driving into swimming pools if they were close to the roadway.

Mr. Simonsen stated that he did not think that safety was the primary purpose of the Zoning Ordinance since play equipment was allowed to encroach into setbacks.  He stated that the Krahenbill’s fence was a very substantial fence.  

Mrs. Krahenbill stated that the fence was 30 feet from the center of the road and should not be an obstruction.  

Mr. Leggett asked for any further discussion from the board.
Ms. Kersey asked what the regulations were regarding fence height surrounding pools.

Mr. Simonsen stated that the building code required a minimum height of four feet surrounding a swimming pool.  

Mr. Ward asked if the brick and vinyl fence would be considered the “pool fence”.

Mr. Simonsen stated that the fence would fully enclose the swimming pool.

Mr. Ward expressed concern over changing the regulations so that a pool would be allowed right on a property line.

Mr. Rascoe stated that they would be allowed on the property line but a fence would still be required so that would move the actual pool off of the property line to allow room for the fence, apron surrounding the pool, etc.

Ms. Kersey asked if there were any other pools on Nixon’s Beach Road.
Ms. Krahenbill stated that there was but not on the water side.

Mr. Smith stated that he didn’t see a problem with it.

Mr. Leggett asked for any further discussion. 

Mr. Leggett asked if Nixon’s Beach Road was state road and what the speed limit was.

Mr. Rascoe stated that it was a state road and that he believed the speed limit was 45 mph.

Mr. Smith moved to recommend approval of the text amendment application amending language in Article VI, Section 6.03 (c), Encroachments into Required Setbacks.  Mr. Ward seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously. (5-0)

Mr. Rascoe stated that the application would be heard by the Chowan County Board of Commissioners at their June meeting.

Mr. Rascoe gave the Board an update on activities going on within the County.  He stated that a proposed budget has been submitted to the County Commissioners.  He stated that in the proposed balance budget there was a split in the departments of Planning & Inspections.  He stated that if the budget is passed as proposed, the Planning Technician/Administrative Assistant position would be shared between the two departments and there would be a part time Planner/Economic Developer.    He stated that there would also be some changes in Animal Control.  He stated that the enforcement role of Animal Control was unfunded as proposed and that the Sheriff’s office has proposed to take over the regulatory/enforcement role for the County.  He stated that under this scenario a deputy would act as the animal control officer.  He stated that the Town would have to fund its own Animal Control.  He stated that the shelter will continue in full force with no regulatory or enforcement officer.  He stated that the County has been meeting with Wildlife Resources regarding the coyote problem in Chowan County.  He stated that coyote pups have been escaping from commercial fox pens and that was a concern from a planning angle but so far there has been no solution.  He stated that there is renewed interest from coyote trappers to ease some legislation to allow them to not release caught fox pups when they are trapping coyotes.  He stated that the law right now is that you can sell a caught coyote pup as long as it came from NC.  He updated the Board on the subdivision Riversound and stated that Phase I infrastructure is not in place but is bonded.  Because of the toll they have extra time to get the infrastructure in place.  BB&T and the developer are in the process of closing on a new loan to finish all the infrastructure for Phase I and also complete the infrastructure for Phase II.  He stated that it was a lot more economically feasible to work with the developers than to try to take action against the bond.  He stated that the County made the decision 18 months ago to not accept any more bonds on anything.  He stated that 95% of lot owners in Riversound are speculative lot owners who bought to try and resell the property.  
Ms. Kersey asked if they could apply for a building permit if the septic was not installed.

Mr. Rascoe said that they could apply but a permit could not be issued until all infrastructure was in place.  

Ms. Kersey asked if the new position Planner/Economic Developer would be for the County and the Town.

Mr. Rascoe stated that position would be a dedicated County position.

Mr. Smith asked if there were any ordinances regarding wild dogs.
Mr. Rascoe stated the best thing in that situation would be to call the Sheriff but if he felt they were a threat to shoot them.

Mr. Ward asked if a collar was required.

Mr. Rascoe said that the animal could be picked up as a stray if it did not have a collar.

Ms. Williams asked if there had been any discussion on a possible traffic light at the intersection near the elementary schools.

Mr. Rascoe stated that, after the recent accident, he had made a call to the Department of Transportation but that they thought that if a traffic light was put there it would create more problems with congestion, accidents, etc.

Mr. Leggett stated that at intersections where there is congestion only a certain times of the day, like at a school, it made more sense to utilize flashers at the intersection or a crossing guard to direct traffic at just those times.
Mr. Rascoe stated that the Navy was attempting to locate an airport that is willing to shut down all air traffic for two hours a day or two hours at night for the touch and go exercises for E-2 Hawkeyes.  He stated that for planning purposes that was the Town’s jurisdiction.  He stated that the Navy has been in discussions with the Town on that issue.
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

