CITY OF WAYNESBORO PLANNING COMMISSION
Regular Meeting, Tuesday, September 21, 2021
7:00 pm
Council Chambers, 503 West Main Street, Waynesboro Virginia 22980


PLANNING
COMMISSIONERS
Shannon Boyle
Chair
Stephen Arey
Vice-chair
Michael Gibson
Noelle Owen

AGENDA
1. Call to order. Pledge of allegiance.
2. Adoption of agenda.
3. Review and approval of minutes of meeting held August 17, 2021.

Sarah Severs
W. Lowrie Tucker
Council Rep: Bobby
Henderson


FUTURE SCHEDULED
MEETINGS:
City Council
Business Meeting
Monday, September 27, 2021
7:00 pm

Planning Commission
Regular Meeting/
Public Hearing

4. Public comment period for items not on the agenda.
5. Public hearing on a request by the City of Waynesboro Planning Commission to
rezone the listed parcels from H-B (Highway Business) to L-B (Local Business).
6. Public hearing on a request by the City of Waynesboro Planning Commission to
rezone the listed parcels from RS-5 (Traditional Residential) to RG-5 (General
Residential).
7. Other Business/Commissioners’ Correspondence and Communication.
8. Adjournment.

Tuesday, October 19, 2021
7:00 pm

**Members of the public who do not wish to appear in person should submit written
comments beforehand to be read during the public hearing. Citizens can also stream the
meeting live via the City’s YouTube channel and call 540.241.2375 once the hearing is
opened: https://www.youtube.com/c/WaynesboroVAcity/

Thank you for attending. Citizen comments are invited and welcomed during the meeting’s citizen comment period.
For those with special needs, please contact the Planning Department at 540.942.6604 for any accommodations required
at least 3 days prior to the meeting you wish to attend. Assistive listening devices available.

The Planning Commission of the City of Waynesboro, Virginia, held a regular meeting on the 17th day of
August 2021, at 7:00 P.M., in Council Chambers, Charles T. Yancey Municipal Building, 503 West Main
Street, Waynesboro, Virginia:
PRESENT:

Commission Members:

City Planner &
Clerk of the Commission:
Associate Planner:

Shannon Boyle, Chair
Stephen Arey, Vice-chair
Bobby Henderson, Council Liaison
Noelle Owen
W. Lowrie Tucker
Michael Gibson
Sarah Severs
Luke Juday
Alisande Tombarge

1. Call to order. Pledge of Allegiance.
Mr. Arey called the meeting to order, and asked Mr. Gibson to lead the Pledge of Allegiance.
2. Adoption of agenda
Mr. Gibson made the motion to adopt the agenda; Mr. Tucker seconded. All voted in favor.
3. Review and approval of minutes of meeting held July 20, 2021.
Mr. Gibson made the motion to approve the minutes for the July 20, 2021 meeting; Ms. Severs
seconded. All voted in favor.
4. Public comment period for items not on the agenda.
Don Coffey, 305 Maple Avenue, spoke in opposition to the rezoning of Jacob Turner’s property
located at 1040 Reservoir Street. Mr. Coffey owns a house across the street from a property Jacob
Turner owns on Maple Avenue that is not well maintained. He stressed the other homes in the
neighborhood are very well maintained. He has made complaints to the Building and Zoning office
about Mr. Turner’s property, and has had conversations with Mr. Turner about issues including
mowing, trash, and rodents. Mr. Coffey shared pictures showing the current conditions of the
property. Mr. Coffey concluded his remarks by encouraging the planning commission to vote
against the rezoning.
5. Reconsideration of a request by Jacob Turner, to change the zoning of 1040
Reservoir Street (Tax Map # 47-1-215-5) from RG-5, General Residential, to R-MF,
Multi-Family Residential.
Mr. Juday provided a recap of the presentation of the staff report (see the agenda packet for the
August 17, 2021 meeting).
Mr. Tucker verified the locations of other townhomes and apartment buildings in the immediate
neighborhood and the current zonings with Mr. Juday.

Mr. Henderson confirmed the number of townhome units with the current zoning and with the
rezoning, and asked what the downsides were to rezoning to allow larger number of units. Mr.
Juday responded that they would want to consider the impact the additional density would have to
the neighborhood, and that generally you want larger areas to have consistent entitlements.
However, an argument could be made that this rezoning is not inconsistent with the neighborhood
because there is a multifamily structure across the street in Fairfax Hall. There are no concerns
about the traffic or utilities in this area for the city.
Mr. Tucker and Ms. Severs commented on the need for additional details about the townhomes and
the proffers offered by applicant.
Ms. Boyle invited the applicant forward to speak about the project. Jacob Turner, applicant,
addressed the comments made by Don Coffey about his property on Maple Avenue, stating that he
would be taking care of the landscaping. Mr. Turner then briefly described the current state of the
subject property including past problems with tenants and with people breaking in. The project
would include 15 units 1,500 to 1,800 square feet with two-stories and a third story that would be
a rooftop terrace, which would be the primary outdoor space. The units would be individual homes
to be sold in the $220,000 to $250,000 price point, though more research was needed.
Mr. Tucker clarified that the rooftop terraces would be private spaces for each of the units.
Ms. Severs asked what had been considered in regards to stormwater management. Mr. Turner
replied that its expense is a primary reason for the increased density and that the engineers still
need to design the stormwater management system. Mr. Juday mentioned that the stormwater
management would be reviewed during the site plan review process.
Mr. Arey asked if the rezoning was approved and the property changed hands, the next owner
could come in and build the full number of units allowed by-right. Mr. Juday responded that the
proffers, which include language limiting the number of units to 15, would pass with the property
after the rezoning. Anything that is not proffered and allowed by-right, however, could be possible.
Mr. Gibson stated that he drives past the property nearly daily and that the front door has been
wide open and there are a couple people living in the house. He asked when was the last time the
applicant had been to the property and if the door could be boarded up. Mr. Turner confirmed that
he had been by last week and earlier that day, that there had been multiple people living in the
house, and that he receives calls from the police a couple times a month about it.
Mr. Arey confirmed with the applicant that his intention is to sell the properties rather than rent.
Mr. Turner stated he was open to discussing the proffers further and giving them more detail.
Mr. Juday suggested that staff work with the applicant to clarify the proffer language. Mr. Turner
said he would aim to use brick or hardy plank for the siding. The rooftops would provide the
outdoor space and had done well in other localities. The landscaping would consist of buffers
between the units and surrounding neighbors. Mr. Juday confirmed that Mr. Turner would proffer
the rooftop decks.

Mr. Henderson asked if there would be a HOA associated with the residences. Mr. Juday said that
the ordinance doesn’t allow for separate land parcels that do not front on a public street so each
unit could not be on a separate lot. As a result, the units would be sold under a condo agreement
and be owned by a condo association. The city would review the condo agreement and verify it met
the zoning ordinance requirements.
Mr. Gibson said the proposed density does not match the current neighborhood despite the
townhouses and apartment nearby.
Mr. Henderson stated that City Council is hearing a lot about affordable housing and 15 more units
in the $220,000 to $250,000 price point in this area of Waynesboro would be a good thing.
Ms. Severs commented that she supported keeping the current zoning to allow for the 7-8 units and
this would be really good for the neighborhood. Mr. Gibson agreed.
Ms. Boyle stated that while she likes the current state of the neighborhood and understands that
people do not want more people in their back yard. However, there is a need to consider what
turning away development means for the city.
Mr. Tucker asked if the project was not feasible at the lower density. Mr. Turner confirmed it was
not in part because of construction costs.
Mr. Juday mentioned that he wanted to clarify that his recommendation against the rezoning was
not not strong because he was on the fence as well. More development means more nuisance to
neighbors, but as cities should gradually increase in density as they grow. However, his
recommendation was based on the fact that the neighborhood is still primarily single-family and it
did not need an increase in density to this degree yet.
By request of Mr. Tucker, Mr. Juday reviewed the proffers that the applicant had offered. The
proffers included limiting the development to 15 units, using materials like brick and Hardiplank
(fiber cement) for the siding but not vinyl, providing outdoor spaces, specifically the outdoor
rooftop terraces, and for landscaping and screening. He stated that staff would work with the
applicant to clarify if the landscape buffer would be a Class A, B, or C buffer.
The motion to consider a recommendation to City Council on the request by Jacob Turner, to
change the zoning of 1040 Reservoir Street (Tax Map # 47-1-215-5) from RG-5, General
Residential, to R-MF, Multi-Family Residential with the proffers as amended and any future
proffers was made by Mr. Henderson and seconded by Ms. Severs.
Ms. Boyle called for a roll-call vote and short commentary.
Ms. Severs: Nay
Ms. Severs stated that the additional density is out of character for the neighborhood. The
additional 7-8 units will not improve the housing in Waynesboro for that site, that less than an acre
for the number of proposed units is not reasonable, and that the proffers are still too vague and not
official yet.

Mr. Juday confirmed that he will be working with the applicant on the proffered items and will be
making them official.
Ms. Owens: Yay
Ms. Owns stated that she would not disagree with the concerns mentioned, but the benefits of the
development outweigh the concerns. She liked the additional information provided by the applicant
about the proffers, and that this type of development is needed to add to the housing stock in the
area and ensure general housing affordability.
Mr. Tucker: Yay
Mr. Tucker stated he does not want to take the risk of delaying something that would benefit the
city.
Ms. Boyle: Yay
Ms. Boyle stated that she is in favor [of the rezoning] because the city is very good about waiting for
the next thing to happen and here someone is willing to invest in the city. She did not think it
extended beyond the bounds of what is suitable for the neighborhood and adds to the housing
stock.
Mr. Arey: Nay
Mr. Arey stated he is voting no because of the proposed density; however, it will be nice to have
the house torn down.
Mr. Henderson: Yay
Mr. Henderson stated that the city has been working to bring that neighborhood up and this project
will help with that, and the price point is good.
Mr. Gibson: Nay
Mr. Gibson stated he was voting no because of the density and the number of units do not fit with
the feel of the neighborhood.
The motion carried on 4-3 vote.
6. Discussion of future city initiated rezonings.
Ms. Tombarge gave a brief presentation of potential areas that city may want to consider rezoning.
The first area discussed was the parcels with single-family residences on the west and east sides of
N. Poplar Avenue along Ohio Street, North Avenue, and New Hope Road. The identified parcels
are currently zoned H-B, highway business, which does not allow for single family residences. This
area also does not match the land use plan’s designation of medium density residential and high
density residential. This could cause potential future homeowners problems obtaining financing and
having the ability to rebuild if the residence was destroyed. After discussion, it was determined that
these parcels could be potentially rezoned to L-B, local business, to allow for the single-family
residences and future business use.
A motion to initiate a rezoning of certain parts of the city was brought by Mr. Arey and seconded
by Mr. Gibson.

Vote was 7-0 in favor.
The second area discussed was the area designated as Professional Office/Neighborhood Retail
from Rosser Avenue along Cedar Avenue, S. Laurel Avenue, S. Linden Avenue, and S. Magnolia
Avenue bounded by 13th Street on the south and 11th Street on the north. This area is a mix of zones
and uses including single-family residences, duplexes, apartments, businesses, and offices. After
discussion, it was decided this area needed further study because what it should be rezoned was
unclear.
The final area discussed was along 11th Street at the corners of Pine Avenue, Maple Avenue, Walnut
Avenue, and Chestnut Avenue. This area is made up of multiplexes, duplexes, offices, and a
church. Some of these parcels have already been rezoned RG-5, General Residential, from RS-5,
Traditional Residential and additional parcels in this immediate vicinity could be rezoned to RG-5
as well.
7. Planning Department updates.
Greenway Phase III public design hearing was held on August 4th and the public comments were
due on August 13th. The received comments were mix with many negative and some positive. A
summary of the comments will be provided to City Council.
Staff is working to get the consultant for the Port Republic neighborhood plan development under
contract.
The next Brownfields meeting will be held in September.
Mr. Tucker commented that his house is on the current path for the Greenway Phase III proposed
route along 14th Street. He voted for the 14th Street option as a resident of the area and feels the
people he’s talked to support the project and were surprised about the opposition it has faced.
8. Other Business/Commissioners’ Correspondence and Communication.
General discussion of the development projects around the city including the new hotel off of
Chicurel Lane, the former Ladd School site, and the new Dunkin Donuts.
Ms. Severs asked if there were any plans to do something about the fence located along Rosser in
front of the Day’s Inn and Wendy’s near the Interstate 64, exit 94 interchange, mentioning it
would be nice to beautify that area in some way. Mr. Juday said that there were not any plans he
was aware of and said it was something to keep in mind in the future should the parcels be
redeveloped at some point.
9. Adjournment.
Mr. Gibson moved to adjourn, and Ms. Owens seconded. All voted in favor. The meeting was
adjourned at 8:35 P.M.

CITY OF WAYNESBORO, VIRGINIA
STAFF REPORT
REZONING
ZMA 21-012
September 21, 2021

SUMMARY SHEET
Applicant:
Address/Legal
Description:
Total Acreage:
Tax Map Number:
Real Estate
Owner of Record:
Current Zoning:
Proposed Zoning:
Comprehensive Plan
Designation:
Attachments:
Flood Plain:
Enterprise Zone:
Action
Requested:
Authorizing
City Code Section(s):
Summary
Recommendations:

City of Waynesboro Planning Commission
Numerous properties, list attached
Numerous properties, list attached
Numerous properties, list attached
Numerous properties, list attached
H-B (Highway Business)
L-B (Local Business)
Medium Density Residential
1. Notice of public hearing listing all properties and owners.
No
Yes, Downtown Zone
A general rezoning of parcels on the east of N. Popular Avenue along North
Avenue, Ohio Street, and New Hope Road from H-B, Highway Business, to
L-B, Local Business.
City Zoning Ordinance Section 7.4.
City staff recommends approval of this rezoning.

1. Nature of Request
The Planning Commission of the City of Waynesboro is proposing a general rezoning of parcels on the
east side of N. Popular Avenue along portions of North Avenue, Ohio Street, and New Hope Road. The
rezoning would affect mostly residential uses, and would change the zoning from H-B (Highway
Business) which does not permit residential use, to L-B (Local Business) which does.
2. Background
The area in which the subject parcels are located was brought to the attention of the Planning Commission
during the public hearing considering the rezoning request for 1017 New Hope Road, ZMA 21-008, from
H-B (Highway Business) to L-B (Local Business) to allow for residential use. Several parcels adjacent to
this rezoning are also used primarily for residential use and do not conform with the Comprehensive Land
Use Plan’s designation as Medium Density Residential. The Planning Commission voted to direct the
Planning Department to initiate a rezoning of the subject parcels from H-B (Highway Business) to L-B
(Local Business) in order to allow the use of the subject parcels as single-family residential by-right but
not preclude potential future business uses.
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Surrounding Land Uses

Existing Zoning

Problems with the existing condition
Most of the parcels identified on the above map are being used for residential use. There is one business,
Debbie’s Hair Design, identified as well. The current zoning, H-B (Highway Business), does not permit
residential uses by-right with the exception of upper-story residential. As a result, most of these parcels
are non-conforming. This may cause the property owners problems when they need to sell their
residences, renovate, or re-build for residential use. These problems could include issues obtaining
financing by the owners or potential buyers if they are planning to continue using the property for
residential use. In addition, should the property be vacant for two or more years, the property owner could
not resume its use as a residence or rebuild the home if destroyed.
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Rezoning the subject parcels to L-B (Local Business) would remedy this issue. Multiple residential uses
are allowed by-right within the L-B district including single-family detached and duplexes. However, the
L-B zone would not prohibit businesses from locating on these parcels in the future, though the zone
would allow for less intense uses than the H-B (Highway Business) district.
3. Zoning Requirements
As noted above, the subject parcels are currently zoned H-B (Highway Business). This district was
established to provide for the development of offices, hotels, service uses and similar businesses relying
on close proximity to major transportation routes. Development in the H-B district is generally autooriented and the district is intended for parcels fronting on major arterials and highways like Broad Street.
The L-B (Local Business) district is meant to provide for small-scale commercial uses offering primarily
convenience shopping and services for adjacent and nearby residential uses. The district is meant for
lower intensity commercial operations that are unobtrusive and complement the surrounding
neighborhood. Development that does take place in these districts should place a low demand on public
services, transportation, and utilities. Since the subject parcels are not located on a major arterial or
highway, the L-B zoning designation would be more appropriate.
Proposed Zoning

4. Review with Respect to the Comprehensive Plan
This neighborhood is one of the largest areas in the city whose zoning does not match the City’s 2008
Comprehensive Land Use Plan’s designation. The Land Use Map designates this area as “Medium
Density Residential.” Nearly all of the subject parcels fall within the Medium Density Residential land
use type, which complies with the Land Use Map’s designation, but the entire area is zoning for H-B
(Highway Business). Rezoning the subject parcels to L-B (Local Business) brings these parcels closer to
conforming with the Land Use Map, by allowing residential uses by-right, and more appropriately zones
these parcels for potential future uses since they do not front on a major arterial or highway.
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Land Use Map

5. Analysis
Impacts to Adjacent Properties
This rezoning request would be considered a “downzoning” according to the Zoning Ordinance’s
hierarchy. Rezoning the subject parcels to L-B (Local Business) would lessen the intensity of allowed
uses. Though still a business district, the subject parcels are primarily residential with one business (on
Ohio Street). There is no anticipated impact on adjacent properties as a result of this rezoning.
Access and Traffic
There is no anticipated increase in traffic because this rezoning is not part of a proposed change of use or
new project. This rezoning does reduce the intensity of development possible on the subject parcels,
which results in a net decrease in the property owners’ entitlements to generate traffic.
Utilities
All necessary utilities are present in this location.
6. Conclusion and Recommendations
Staff recommends approval of this application. This rezoning addresses the non-conforming residential
uses that are currently present in this area bringing those parcels more in line with the 2008
Comprehensive Land Use Plan’s designation. Additionally, there are not any anticipated negative impacts
on the subject parcels or adjacent properties.
As noted, this area’s current uses and zoning do not align with the Land Use Map’s designations. Long
term, Planning Commission may want to reconsider the future land use designations and the long-term
vision of this area between Broad Street and the railroad tracks when the Land Use Map is next updated.

cc:

Shannon Boyle, Chair of the Planning Commission
D. James Shaw II, Deputy City Manager
Todd Wood, City Engineer
Laura Martin, Zoning Administrator
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List of Parcels
Tax Map No.
35-6-4A, 5
35-6-3, 4
35-6-2
35-2-17
35-2-16

Name
Karius M. and Ashley Kiracofe
Keith Cameron O'Hanlon
Harold A. Davies
Debra Langley
Olegario Yanez Duarte and
Yazmin Ceron Duarte

Physical Address
1216 North Ave
1200 North Avenue
1157 Ohio Street
1145 Ohio Street
1128 New Hope Road

35-2-19

Olegario Yanez Duarte and
Yazmin Ceron Duarte

1142 New Hope Road

35-2-18

Olegario Yanez Duarte and
Yazmin Ceron Duarte

1138 New Hope Road

35-6-1
35-9-40

William O. and Deborah C. Graves, II
Gerardo Reyes Lopez and
Stephanie Nicole Morris

1100 North Ave.
1149 New Hope Road

35-9-38, 39

Lois E. Bradby
c/o Lynn Fisher

1145 New Hope Road

35-9-37
35-9-36
35-9-35
35-9-34
35-9-33
35-9-32
35-9-31
35-9-30
35-9-29
45-14-28
45-14-27
45-14-26
45-14-25
45-14-24
45-14-23
45-14-22
45-14-21

Claude W. and Vera M. Gibson
Russell Lee Metz, Sr.
Donald E. Nicely
Sarah A. Barrack
Terry M. Brooks, II
Trader LLC
Larry D. and Francis L. Royer Sr.
Richard and Marcia Childress
April D. Drumheller
Wells Enterprises LLC
Joseph E. and Martha M. Taylor, Jr.
Galen A. and Alice A. Heatwole, Jr.
Marsha D. Noble
Bruse E. Stone
Henry W. and Patricia M. Barker, Jr.
W O Group LC
Jose Estrada Zurita and
Maria Guadalupe Almanza Cruz

1141 New Hope Road
1137 New Hope Road
1133 New Hope Road
1129 New Hope Road
1125 New Hope Road
1121 New Hope Road
1117 New Hope Road
1113 New Hope Road
1109 New Hope Road
1105 New Hope Road
1101 New Hope Road
1029 Ohio Street
1025 Ohio Street
1021 Ohio Street
1017 Ohio Street
1013 Ohio Street
1009 Ohio Street
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CITY OF WAYNESBORO, VIRGINIA
STAFF REPORT
REZONING
ZMA 21-013
September 21, 2021

SUMMARY SHEET
Applicant:
Address/Legal
Description:
Total Acreage:
Tax Map Number:
Real Estate
Owner of Record:
Current Zoning:
Proposed Zoning:
Comprehensive Plan
Designation:
Attachments:
Flood Plain:
Enterprise Zone:
Action
Requested:
Authorizing
City Code Section(s):
Summary
Recommendations:

City of Waynesboro Planning Commission
1. 618 W 11th Street
2. 313 Chestnut Avenue
1. 2,593.66 square feet
2. 12,338.53 square feet
1. 45-1-30-39, 40
2. 45-1-30-1, 2, 3, & 4
1. Jay A. DiCiccio
2. First Presbyterian Church
RS-5, Traditional Residential
RG-5, General Residential
Medium Density Residential and Institutional
None
No
No
A general rezoning of parcels on the corners of 11th Street and Walnut
Avenue and 11th Street and Chestnut Avenue from RS-5 (Traditional
Residential) to RG-5 (General Residential).
City Zoning Ordinance Section 7.4.
City staff recommends approval of this rezoning.

1. Nature of Request
The Planning Commission of the City of Waynesboro is proposing a general rezoning of six parcels on
11th Street. Two parcels, Tax Map Numbers 45-1-30-39 and 45-1-30-40, on the corner of 11th and Walnut
Avenue, and four parcels, Tax Map Numbers 45-1-30-1 through 4, on the corner of 11th and Chestnut
Avenue, from RS-5 (Traditional Residential) to RG-5 (General Residential). The purpose of the rezoning
would be to fix zoning inconsistencies found on this block of 11th Street.
2. Background
The subject parcels are located immediately adjacent to several parcels rezoned from RS-5 to RG-5
earlier this year as part of the rezoning request for 312 and 316 Walnut Avenue and 325 Chestnut
Avenue, ZMA 21-006. This rezoning disrupted the continuity of the district, and the Planning
Commission voted to direct the Planning Department to initiate a rezoning of the subject parcels from
RS-5 to RG-5 to fix these inconsistencies.
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Surrounding Land Uses

Existing Zoning

3. Zoning Requirements
As noted above, the subject parcels are currently zoned RS-5 (Traditional Residential). This district was
established to accommodate single-family residential neighborhoods on individual lots.
The purpose of the RG-5 (General Residential) District is to provide for the establishment of medium
density residential uses, including single-family detached dwellings, two-family houses, townhouses, and
multiplexes, compatible with traditional residential neighborhoods.
Rezoning the subject parcels to RG-5, fixes the inconsistency that resulted from the previous rezoning,
ZMA 21-006, and more accurately represents the housing types in this area. However, the chiropractor
Staff Report – ZMA 21-013 RS-5 to RG-5 rezoning corners of 11th Street at Walnut and Chestnut Avenues
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office/dwelling is a nonconforming, grandfathered use in zone RS-5 (Traditional Residential) and will
remaining a nonconforming grandfathered use if rezoned to RG-5 (General Residential). However,
rezoning these parcels will allow for the possibility of redevelopment into the medium density residence
types previously noted, fitting this area.
Proposed Zoning

4. Review with Respect to the Comprehensive Plan
The City’s 2008 Comprehensive Land Use Plan designates these parcels as Institutional with Medium
Density Residential bordering on the southern side.
Land Use Map
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5. Analysis
Impacts to Adjacent Properties
This rezoning would be considered an “upzoning” according to the Zoning Ordinance’s hierarchy,
meaning that the uses allowed in the RG-5 District may generate more negative impacts than those
allowed in the RS-5 District. The RG-5 District is still a residential zone, but it permits more and denser
housing types than the Traditional Residential District.
This area already contains many nonconforming housing types that include multiplexes, duplexes, and
townhomes, and, since this rezoning is not part of a proposed change of use or new project, there is no
anticipated impact on adjacent properties. Additionally, the infrastructure, proximity to downtown, and
subdivision pattern all suggest this area should accommodate higher densities than it does.
Access and Traffic
There is no anticipated increase in traffic because this rezoning is not part of a proposed change of use or
new project. While this rezoning does increase the intensity of development possible on the subject
parcels, the gridded subdivision pattern and alleyways are meant to accommodate more traffic and
parking than a suburban subdivision pattern.
Utilities
All necessary utilities are present in this location.
6. Conclusion and Recommendations
Staff recommends approval of this rezoning. Rezoning the subject parcels to RG-5 is consistent with the
uses already present in this area and creates more continuity with the rezoning previously approved. The
rezoning does not contradict the City’s Comprehensive Land Use Plan and there are not any anticipated
negative impacts on the subject parcels or adjacent properties.

cc:

Shannon Boyle, Chair of the Planning Commission
D. James Shaw II, Deputy City Manager
Todd Wood, City Engineer
Laura Martin, Zoning Administrator
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