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City of Washington 
Planning Board 

 
Regular Scheduled Meeting – Minutes 

Tuesday, February 25, 2020, 5:30pm 

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

Members Not Present 
Fred Scales 

Marie Barber 
Others Present 

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

 
I. Opening of the meeting 
II. Invocation 

1. Jane Alligood was asked to say a prayer. 

III. Roll Call 
1. A silent roll call was taken by staff.  Fred Scales and Marie Barber were not present. 

IV. Old Business 
1. Proposed Text Amendment for Electronically Illuminated Signs  

o Staff came forward.  At the last meeting on November 26, 2020, there were some 
questions regarding some of the Text Amendments that were presented.  At that 
time the Board decided to set up a subcommittee to investigate the Text 
Amendment for Electronically Illuminated Signs. 

o The following was discussed at that meeting:  Interested in the Morehead City 
ordinance, the measurements on how Morehead City regulated their signs.  
Morehead City uses a unit of measure called Nits.  Staff contacted the Morehead 
City to ask how they inforce this nit measurement.  At this time, they (Morehead 
City) do not have any equipment to measure the “nit”.  They have the property 
owner to provide a statement or from the sign company that states the sign 
meets the requirements of the sign ordinance.  The City of Washington is looking 
into purchasing a device for around $200.00 that would measure the “Nit”.  One 
(1) “Nit” equals to 1.34 lumens.  A “Nit” is the unit of measure or intensity of 
visible light.  “Nit” is also used to measure the brightness of LCD television 
screens, computer screens and the signs that are in question.  The average 
computer screen goes up to 2,000 “Nits” maximum.  Staff is proposing for the 
daytime 5,000 “Nits” or 7,500 “Nits” if the sign is equipped with an automatic 
dimmer.  Then from dusk to dawn the maximum allowed would be 250 “Nits”, 
which is adequate to view a sign at night.  The screen changing to once per 
every fifteen (15) seconds. 

o Staff, referring to the agenda packet, stated that everything that is highlighted in 
yellow indicates what will be proposed to add to the existing ordinances.  The 
size and height was already addressed at the last meeting and is currently 
address in the existing ordinance.  The following are the changes to the 
ordinance:  1) Changes every fifteen (15) seconds; change will be an instant  
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transition (no scrolling, fading, flashing will not be allowed); message will have to 
stay still for the entire fifteen (15) seconds (no scrolling, flashing or fading) 2) 
Brightness, which was taken from the Morehead City Sign Ordinance.  The City 
will be looking into purchasing a device that measure the brightness of the signs.  
With this purchase we will not have to rely on the sign owner or the sign 
company for a statement concerning the brightness of their sign. 

o Staff, stated that the above changes are only for new constructed signs.  Existing 
signs would be grandfather in, but the signs grandfathered in would have to meet 
the one (1) hour change. 

o Dot Moate, asking Staff, what was the last comment.  Staff, the old requirements 
that were not being enforced, the sign cannot change no more than in one (1) 
hour.  The new ordinance, the sign will be able to change every fifteen (15) 
seconds.  Staff feels that the grandfathered signs would like to change to the 
fifteen (15) seconds. 

o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for any questions. 
o Jane Alligood, is there a reason why the City of Greenville was not asked 

concerning their sign ordinance?  Staff, not familiar with Greenville’s sign 
ordinance.  Mike Dail, Director of Community Cultural Services, came forward 
and stated that their ordinance changes once per hour.  Ms. Alligood, asked 
about the ECU sign on Greenville Blvd and 10th Street.  Mr., Dail, that is located 
on state own property and is not regulated by local government.  Staff, that sign 
has had some brightness issues and has been toned down.  Ms. Alligood, is 
there anything in the ordinance concerning temporary rental signs?  Staff, 
temporary signs are allowed up to 30 days, but the temporary sign cannot be 
electrical sign.  An electronic illuminated sign is not allowed as a temporary sign. 

o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for any questions.  No one came forward and no 
questions from the Board.  Chairman, Moate, closed the Public Hearing. 

o Staff, read the last page of the Staff Report: Planning Board Action. 
o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked any comments or questions.  There were no 

comments or questions.  Chairman, Moate, asked for a motion. 

 D. Howell Miller made a motion to recommend approval of the proposed text 
amendment, 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.  Jan Alligood seconded the motion and all 
voted 5 in favor and 0 opposed.  The motion carried. 

o Chairman, Moate, thanked the board members that served on the subcommittee. 
V. New Business 

1. Rezoning request – Steve Fuchs requests to rezone a 4.98-acre parcel of land on 
Brick Kiln Road, just northeast of its intersection with Whootentown Road.  The 
property is identified by the Beaufort County Tax Office as parcel number 5685-76-
7123 and is currently zoned RA20 (Residential Agricultural).  The proposed zoning 
requested is for R15S (Residential).   

o Staff came forward and presented the rezoning request.  Staff, distributed 
information concerning the current uses for RA20 (Residential Agricultural 
District) and R15S (Residential District).  Staff, reminded the board is not to ask 
specific uses for the property, if the applicant would like to share the use that will 
be up to the applicant.  The Planning Board will be recommending or denying the 
rezoning for any use on the R15S.  We are not to limit any use in the R15S zone.  
At this time the Public Hearing opened. 
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o Chairman, Dote Moate, opened the Public Hearing. 
o Applicant, Steve Fuchs came forward and presented his request for rezoning a 

4.98-acre parcel of land on Brick Kiln Road, just northeast of its intersection with 
Whootentown Road.  The property is identified by the Beaufort County Tax Office 
as parcel number 5685-76-7123 and is currently zoned RA20 (Residential 
Agricultural).  The proposed zoning requested is for R15S (Residential).  The 
property was originally Wiley’s Lumber Mill.  Mr. Fuchs continued with presenting 
his request and then asked for questions. 

o J. Herbert Schmitt, asked what is your ultimate plan?  Mr. Fuchs, currently does 
not have a set plan.  Mr. Schmitt, would it be like single family dwellings?  Mr. 
Fuchs, it could possibly be single family dwellings, apartments or something else 
allowed under the R15S.  There are 5 acres to develop.  Dot Moate, is there 
sewer going to the property?  Mr. Fuchs, there is a 6-inch city water tap in front 
and a 15” gravity feed sewer taps on the property.  D. Howell Miller, is there 
natural gas on the property.  Mr., Fuchs, no.  John Wehrenberg, referring to the 
power point map, asked if there was a natural pond located on the property?  Mr. 
Fuchs, yes, the pond was dug by Mr. Wiley.  Army Corps of Engineers has 
looked at the property and there are no wetlands on the property except around 
the pond.  Residence on Hodges Road have complained about water build up in 
that area.  Mr. Fuchs, is planning to install a ditch at the rear of the property to 
help move some of the water away from those residences.  John Wehrenberg, 
does water run from East and not West?  Mr. Fuchs, according to the Army 
Corps of Engineering the water runs under the railroad tracks.  John 
Wehrenberg, so the water runs East.  (Both parties moved from microphone and 
is not audible.)  John Wehrenberg, visited the site today and there was not any 
standing water on the site other than in the pond.  Mr. Fuchs, it is only wet at the 
rear of the property.  Dot Moate, have you contacted the owner of the adjacent 
lot next to your property that is currently zoned the same as your property?  Mr. 
Fuchs, that is the Mack McCullough Heirs property, there is an old house located 
on the property and does not know why it is zoned R20.  Has spoken to other 
residences of the community concerning that property and he believes that they 
have plans to do something with the property.  Dote Moate, stated it would be 
good if that property was included into this zone change.  Mr. Fuchs, continued to 
state his case. 

o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked the audience if anyone would like to speak in favor 
to the proposed rezoning. 

o Ernest Moore, 109 Canterberry Road, came forward to speak in favor of the 
rezoning.  His concern is how the rezoning will affect the property taxes.  
Chairman, Dot Moate, stated that the Planning Board only makes a 
recommendation to the City Council and the Mr. Moore would have to go before 
the Council concerning this matter. 

o Joseph McCullough, representing Mack McCullough Heirs, came forward to 
speak in favor of the rezoning.  Mr. Mccullough, is concern with the drainage of 
the adjourning property owners if any development is allowed on the property in 
question.  He is also concern how the rezoning will affect the property taxes. 

o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked the audience if anyone would like to speak. 
o Dorothy Miller, 107 Hodges Road, came forward to speak against the rezoning.  

Ms. Miller has experienced flooding and is concern if any development to the 
property would increase flooding in the area.  Staff gave Ms. Miller the handout 
regarding the differences of R20 and R15S.  At this time the remaining audience 
was also given the two handouts. 
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o Staff, addressed Ms. Millers concerns, if the property is developed the developer 
will have to hire an engineer and site plans would have to be completed and 
submitted to the City for approval.   

o Chairman, Dot Moate, stated that if there is a two family dwelling built then Mr., 
Fuchs would have to come before the board for a Special Use Permit.  D. Howell 
Miller, stated, a Special Use Permit would have to go before the Board of 
Adjustment and is not the Planning Board.  Once the zoning is changed, then the 
property owner wants to develop something, the developer would have to have a 
specific plan that is designed by a licensed professional.  There are several steps 
in the process before any development can be started on the property. 

o Steve Fuchs, stated that the tax rate is set by the City Council and not set on the 
property. 

o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for anyone that wanted to speak against this 
request. 

o Nellie Moore, came forward to speak against the request.  Ms. Moore is 
concerned with the drainage of the adjacent property owners.   

o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for any questions.  No one came forward. 
o Chairman, Dot Moate, closed the Public Hearing. 
o Staff, the drainage concerns are not address at the rezoning but when the 

property is developed.  The differences concerning livestock, agricultural, etc. 
that could be done now that will not be allowed with the rezoning to R15S.  The 
area in question is a mixed use area.  This area is consistent with the Land Use 
Plan.  Reminding the audience that this vote is a recommendation to the City 
Council and will be heard at the next City Council meeting held March 9, 2020 at 
6:00PM in the City Council Chambers and the City Council will have the final 
ruling.  

o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for any questions.  There were no questions. 
o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for a motion. 
 John Wehrenberg made a motion to recommend approval of rezoning the 

property that is identified by the Beaufort County Tax Office as parcel number 
5685-76-7123 from the current zone of RA20 (Residential Agricultural) to 
R15S (Residential).  Jan Alligood seconded the motion and all voted 5 in 
favor and 0 opposed.  The motion carried 

2. Request by the Planning Staff for a Text Amendment to the City Code to clarify and 
distinguish between Private Clubs and Civic Type Clubs. 

o Staff, Planning is asking for a clarification in the definition for Civic Clubs or 
Lodges and to differentiate between Private Clubs.  Private Clubs are a Special 
Use in I1 and I2 (currently).  Civic Clubs or Lodges would be a Special Use in 
RA20, B1H, B2, B3 and B4 and a Permitted Use in O&I.  Previously Private 
Clubs, Clubs and Lodges are confusing for the public.  This will be for clarification 
for the future. 

o Chairman, Dot Moate, opened the Public Hearing. 
o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for questions.  No one came forward. 
o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for a motion 

 Jane Alligood made a motion to recommend approval of the proposed text 
amendment, 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.  D. Howell Miller seconded the motion and all 
voted 5 in favor and 0 opposed.  The motion carried 
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VI. Other Business 
1. D. Howell Miller asked that Councilman Doug Mercer, who passed away on February 

21, 2020, be remembered by the Planning Board for his service to the Planning 
Board and to the City of Washington. 

2. Staff, Flood Prevention Ordinance will be on the next agenda. 

VII. Approval of Minutes- November 26, 2019 
o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked any corrections or additions to the minutes.  There 

were no corrections or additions to the minutes. 
o Chairman, Dot Moate, asked for a motion 

 J. Herbert Schmitt made a motion to approve the November 26, 2019 
minutes.  John Wehrenberg seconded the motion all voted 5 in favor and 0 
opposed.  The motion carried 

VIII. Adjourn 
1. There being no other business: 

  D. Howell Miller made a motion to adjourn.  Jane Alligood seconded and all 
voted 5 in favor and 0 opposed.  Meeting was adjourned. 


