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City of Washington 
Planning Board 

 

Regular Scheduled Meeting – Minutes 
Tuesday, December 22, 2020, 5:30pm 

Members Present 
D. Howell Miller – Chairman 
J. Herbert Schmitt – Vice-Chairman 
Jane Alligood 
Dot Moate 
Fred Scales 
John Wehrenberg  

Members Not Present 
Marie Barber 

 
Others Present 

Mike Dail, Director, Community and Cultural Services Director 
Glen Moore, Planning Administrator 
Dawn Maye, Administrative Support 

DUE TO COVID-19 MEETING WAS CONDUCTED VIA WEBEX. 
 
I. Opening of the meeting 

II. Invocation 

1. Chairman, D. Howell Miller, lead a moment of silence 

III. Roll Call 

1. A silent roll call was taken by staff.  All members are present except for Ms. Marie Barber. 

IV. Old Business 

1. Preliminary Subdivision Plat – A 51 lot preliminary subdivision plat has been submitted by 

Jim Wiley for Moss East, a 6.75-acre parcel of land located at 515 E. Water Street in 

Washington.  The property is identified by the Beaufort County Tax Office as parcel number 

5685-06-6420 

o Chairman, Howell Miller, this is a continuation from the meeting on November 24, 2020.  

Asked Staff if he would like at add any additional information.  Staff directed the question 

to Planning Director, Mike Dail.   

o Mr. Mike Dail, Director of Community and Cultural Services, Staff has received the same 

basic layout and a written response to the Technical Review Committee’s (TRC) that was 

drawn on map and an amended plan for a second review.  The Second Review has not 

occurred with the TRC. Currently, the plan is still under review.  During tonight’s meeting 

the Planning Board needs to focus on if the street pattern layout is generally acceptable to 

the subdivision.  There are technical issues that will need to be reviewed.  The applicant is 

also asking for variances from the Subdivision Ordinance, which can cause the review to 

take longer than normal.  City Council is authorized to make those variances if they deem 

necessary.  Recommendation from the Planning Department, if the Planning Board 

approves the plat and forward it to City Council, we (Planning Department) would ask for a 

condition.  The condition would be the following: Engineered or Surveyor drawn 

preliminary plat is resubmitted for review by the TRC and all technical issues not subject to 

the requested variances worked out prior to being forwarded to City Council. 

o Chairman Miller, asked for any questions or comments from the Planning Board. 



 

Revised: June 14, 2021  Page 2 of 6 

o Dot Moate, asking a question for Mr. Jim Wiley or Mr. Scott Murray, concerning the 

road at the end of Charlotte Street. Can you explain the end of Charlotte Street?  

Ms. Moate states that she is having problems understanding what is being 

proposed.  Mr. Wiley, would like a more specific questions.  Ms. Moate, Mr. Wiley’s 

property ends at the end of Charlotte Street Extension. Is there going to be a 

completed road to connect to Main Street?  Mr. Wiley, that is what we are 

proposing, with some final discussion with the City over the width and details of 

those streets.  Yes, it is the intention for this neighborhood to connect from Main 

Street to the existing right-of-way of Charlotte Street and into our property.  Ms. 

Moate, what will be happening on the left side? Her sister owned the property and 

knows that the property line is about 5-feet away from her house and Charlotte 

Street goes up that property. There is not enough room for cars to get by.  Mr. 

Wiley, with the current owner of the property, as well as the neighbor, there are a 

couple of beautiful trees that need to be preserved. We are taking that in 

consideration and how that detail would be in discussion with City Staff. 

o Jonathan Russell, City Manager, we have had that discussion concerning the width 

and the City right-of-way, but we are trying to work with neighboring property 

owners to make it accessible and as agreeable to connecting back to Main Street.  

Ms. Moate, because the house and the heating system that is being discussed, it 

just a few feet from the property line. 

o Chairman Miller, asked for any questions from the Board. 

o Mr. Fred Scales, there has been discussion of a cul-de-sac at the end of Charlotte 

Street. Is that still being considered?  Mr. Wiley, early consideration or questions, 

but it is our connectivity for pedestrian access that is more important, so we are not 

proposing a cul-de-sac. 

o Chairman Miller, asked for any additional questions from the Planning Board.  

There were no questions.  Chairman Miller asked for any questions from the public.  

There were no questions from the public.  Chairman Miller, asked if there was any 

additional discussion from the Board or Staff. 

o Chairman Miller, asked for a motion. 

 Jane Alligood, made the motion to recommend the applicant to provide an 

Engineer or Surveyor drawn Preliminary Plat that is resubmitted for review by 

the Technical Review Committee and all technical issues and not subject to 

requested variances are worked out prior to City Council.  Dot Moate 

seconded the motion 

o Mr. Wiley, asked Chairman Miller for a clarification on the motion.  The City 

provided a number of comments. We have made some adjustments based on 

some of the comments and are still working.  There were a lot of details to the 

project, engineering wise that need to be completed.  What is most important as 

we move forward is to get to the City Council. As you can imagine, putting together 

a Preliminary Plat with every angle and measurement done is quite an undertaking 

and is expensive.  We would prefer not to engage our surveyor in a lot of extensive 

redraw. If we get to City Council and then there are questions again, Mr. Wiley 

wants to make sure that we are on the same page. We are here to work out all 

technical questions.  Obviously, there will be some details even after Preliminary 

Plat that will have to do with construction permitting.  But the contingent is that we 

have satisfied City Staff of their questions.  Mr. Wiley questions if a complete 
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redraw is necessary prior going to the City Council.  Maybe an engineering drawing 

is what might need to be amended. 

o Chairman Miller asked Staff if they agreed with Mr. Wiley with what is needed for 

this to go forward.  Staff, we need an official Preliminary Plat to be resubmitted 

based on the comments that we gave Mr. Wiley for a second review.  The drawing 

has to be done by a Surveyor or Engineer.  Ms. Moate, before it can go to City 

Council?  Staff, correct.  

o Chairman Miller, asked Mr. Wiley if he had any further comment.  Mr. Wiley, I want 

to be clear. We will do whatever is needed to do that is reasonable to satisfy Staff 

and the TRC.  I would like for City Staff to have the latitude of what level of drawing 

is necessary.  It is very expensive to make changes.  For example, changes to 

several road widths will touch every single lot in the neighborhood.   

o Chairman Miller, do you think you have enough latitude Jim with City Staff or do 

you disagree with the motion?  Mr. Wiley, I am confused concerning survey 

preliminary plat verses an engineered drawing.  We have submitted a very detailed 

site map back to City Staff and I would be anticipating that our approval from City 

Council might have similar, like to basically say, subject to working out details with 

City Staff.  

o Jonathan Russell, City Manager, I think what we would need an amended plat to 

reflect the changes that have been made and some of the questions and concerns 

that have been answered at this time.  We would need an amendment to illustrate 

the changes that have been made up to this point.  We do know with the road 

changes that would affect every lot.  We need something to reflect the changes.  

Mr. Wiley, that is understandable, particularly for notes and things of that nature.  It 

is more redrawing every lot line prior to final platting I am trying to avoid as details 

are worked out.  We have submitted a revised drawing to Staff this morning.  There 

may be more notes regarding the preliminary plat that will be understandable that 

we provide to the City’s satisfaction. 

o Chairman Miller, question for Staff, the motion that was made, does that mean the 

redrawing of the plat has to be done after all items are resolved from the TRC?  

Staff, no, the way the process works is the following: (1) Applicant submits a 

Preliminary Plat based on the Subdivision Ordinance. (2) Staff makes comments 

and returned to the Applicant. (3) The Applicant has their Surveyor or Engineer 

make the changes. (4) The Applicant resubmits the Preliminary Plat for a Second 

Review. (5) The process continues until the subdivision can be approved.  Staff 

has never seen a process for a Preliminary Plat where the Applicant did not want 

to turn in a revised Preliminary Plat for a second review.  We have to have an 

official document based on what our code requires based in order to recommend 

approval or denial.  It cannot a partial document. We need an official document. 

o Chairman Miller, ask for a vote. We have a motion on the floor and a second. 

o Ms. Moate, after explanation from Staff, I am withdrawing my Second.  I agree with 

Staff. We have rules and regulations on how things are. I would like to give Mr. 

Wiley an exception, but in this case I am not able.  Mr. Wiley needs to provide the 

map that is required.  Chairman Miller, clarifies Ms. Moates withdrawal of her 

second to the motion. You are withdrawing second because?  Ms. Moate, we do 

not have the required map as stated by Staff.  Chairman Miller, the motion was to 

have the Applicant provide a revised plat from an engineer. We do not have it now 
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that is what the motion states, is that we have a plat revised by an engineer.  Ms. 

Moate, asked for the motion to be read again.   

o Staff, the motion to recommend the applicant to provide an Engineer or Surveyor 

drawn Preliminary Plat that is resubmitted for review by the Technical Review 

Committee and all technical issues and not subject to requested variances are 

worked out prior to City Council. 

o Chairman Miller, we are approving the forwarding to City Council for zoning 

request based on the condition that Staff just read.  Ms. Moate understands and 

will second the motion. 

 A vote was taken.  All voted 6 in favor and 0 opposed.  Record of vote below. 

 Record of vote. 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  D. Howell Miller  

X  J. Herbert Schmitt  

X  Jane Alligood Made the Motion 

  Marie Freeman Barber- Absent  

X  Dot Moate 2nd the motion 

X  Fred Scales   

X  John Wehrenberg  

V. New Business 

1. A Rezoning request by North Carolina Assemblies of God to rezone 169 Whichards 

Beach Road, Beaufort County, Parcel Number: 5675-32-4558, from RA-20 

(Residential) to B-2 (Business Commercial). 

o Staff read the Staff Report that was enclosed in the Agenda Packet for the 

December 22, 2020 meeting. 

o Chairman Miller asked if anyone was here to speak for the rezoning for the North 

Carolina Assemblies of God.  There was no one here to speak for the North 

Carolina Assemblies of God. 

o Staff told the Chairman to go ahead with the Public Hearing.  

o Chairman Miller asked if anyone from the public would like to speak?  There were 

no questions or comments from the public.  Chairman Miller asked Staff if we need 

to table the motion? 

o Staff, that is up to the Board, but there is not a requirement that the petitioner 

speak. We just have to have a Public Hearing for the public to be able to speak in 

favor or in opposition to the request. 

o Chairman Miller asked for any comments from the Board. 

o Ms. Dot Moate stated she drove by the property.  This is the only zoning for this 

property.  From both red lines (referring to the zoning map in the agenda packet for 

the meeting on December 22, 2020) there is nothing but water and trees.  The 

church has had problems with water and Ms. Moate recommend the rezoning. 
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o Chairman Miller, on the application it states that they are planning to sell the 

property.  Chairman Miller completely understands the petitioner’s reason for the 

rezoning. 

o Fred Scales, if it is going to be rezoned as the adjacent property, there is no 

question, ask for a vote. 

o Chairman Miller, ask for a motion. 

 Dot Moate made the motion to recommend approval of the proposed rezoning 

request, to advise that it is consistent with the comprehensive plan and other 

applicable plans, and to adopt the staff report which addresses plan 

consistency and other matters.  Jane Alligood seconded the motion.  All voted 

6 in favor and 0 opposed.  Record of vote below. 

 Record of vote. 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  D. Howell Miller Made the Motion 

X  J. Herbert Schmitt  

X  Jane Alligood 2nd the motion 

  Marie Freeman Barber- Absent  

X  Dot Moate  

X  Fred Scales   

X  John Wehrenberg  

VI. Other Business 

1. None 

VII. Approval of Minutes- November 24, 2020 

1. Correction to minutes. 

o Page 1 of 6 

a. II. Invocation, Item 1 Line 1: Chairman, Dot Moate, D. Howell Miller, lead a 

moment of silence 

o Page 3 of 6 

a. Bullet Point 1, Line 3:  homes.  dead deed is referring to ownership of boat slips.  

Chairman Miller, will fuel be sold on 

o Page 4 of 6 

a. Item 4, Line 2 and Line 3:  Property has a setback of 10-foot; variances will be 

being the setback down with variances the setback will be changed to zero.  Will 

the alleyway be part of the 10-foot setback? 

b. Item 5, Line 2:  Why is the property this property non-historical?  Staff, this track 

was not 

c. Item 5, Paragraph 2, Line 3: residence resident who live on Charlotte Street 

currently are not allowed to remove any 

d. Item 5, Paragraph 2, Line 9:  District all of the house houses built will have to 

follow a different set of rules.  The 

o Page 5 of 6 
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e. VII.  Approval of Minutes – October 27, 2020, Item 1, Line 1:  Dote Dot Mote 

made the motion to continue approval of the minutes until the next meeting 

o Page 5 of 6 – Record of Vote 

a. Dot Moate vote recorded as voting yes.  Dot Moate vote was corrected to NO. 

b. The second D. Howell Miller was removed from the record of vote. 

o Page 6 of 6 – Record of Vote 

a. The second D. Howell Miller was removed from the record of vote. 

2. Jan Alligood made the motion to approval of the minutes as corrected.  J. Hebert 

Schmitt, second the motion.  All voted 6 in favor and 0 opposed.  Record of vote 

below. 

 Record of vote. 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  D. Howell Miller  

X  J. Herbert Schmitt 2nd the motion 

X  Jane Alligood Made the Motion 

  Marie Freeman Barber  

X  Dot Moate  

X  Fred Scales - Absent  

X  John Wehrenberg  

 

VIII. Adjourn 

1. There being no other business: 

  Fred Scales made a motion to adjourn.  J. Herbert Schmitt seconded All 

voted 6 in favor and 0 opposed.  Record of vote below. 

 Record of vote. 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  D. Howell Miller  

X  J. Herbert Schmitt 2nd the motion 

X  Jane Alligood  

  Marie Freeman Barber- Absent  

X  Dot Moate  

X  Fred Scales  Made the Motion 

X  John Wehrenberg  

 


