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COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT 7 __/__J_L/7&_
Petitioner: NRP Properties, LLC
Rezoning Petitions No. 2017-009

This Community Meeting Report is being filed with the Office of the City Clerk and the
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions of the City of Charlotte
Zoning Ordinance.

PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONTACTED:

A representative of the Petitioner mailed a written notice of the date, time, and location of the
Community Meeting to the individuals and organizations set out on Exhibit A-1 attached hereto
by depositing such notice in the U.S. mail on Wednesday, November 23, 2016. A copy of the
written notice for the Community Meeting is attached hereto as Exhibit A-2.

DATE, TIME AND LOCATION OF MEETING:

The Community Meeting was held on December 7, 2016 at 6:30 p.m. at the Hilton Garden Inn
Charlotte North, 9315 Statesville Road, Charlotte, North Carolina.

PERSONS IN ATTENDANCE AT MEETING (see attached copy of sign-in sheet):

The Community Meeting was attended by those individuals identified on the sign-in sheet
attached hereto as Exhibit B. The Petitioner’s representatives at the Community Meeting were:
Aaron Pechota and Cheryl Steigerwald (The NRP Group, LLC), Nicholas Bushon (Design
Resource Group), and John Carmichael and Ty Shaffer (Robinson, Bradshaw & Hinson, P.A.).
Also in attendance was Councilmember Al Austin (District 2).

SUMMARY OF ISSUES DISCUSSED:
The meeting began with the PowerPoint presentation that is attached as Exhibit C.

John Carmichael opened the meeting and explained that it was the official Community Meeting
for Petition No. 2017-009. He then introduced the Petitioner’s representatives and gave an
overview of the rezoning schedule:

e Public Hearing, January 17, 2017 at 6:30 pm at the Government Center
e Zoning Committee Meeting, January 25, 2017 at 4:30 pm at the Government Center
e City Council Decision, February 20, 2017 at 5:30 pm at the Government Center

Mr. Carmichael gave an overview of the site and its location (including zoning designations for
surrounding parcels). The site is currently zoned NS (CD), like the Walgreens parcel, but
because it is a conditional zoning there is a specific site plan associated with the site that governs
use and development. That current site plan calls for up to 16 for-sale townhome units.
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The Petitioner is seeking a site plan amendment that would allow for a max three story
multifamily building containing up to 75 units that would be restricted to residents age 55 and
older, and with an affordable housing component.

Mr. Carmichael introduced Aaron Pechota of NRP Group, who introduced himself and NRP
Group. He explained that it is a national multifamily developer that owns and manages
apartments across the nation. It has been in existence since the mid-1990s and acts as developer,
builder, and owner of projects. It is a vertically integrated company, meaning it runs projects
from conception to management after completion. Currently, NRP Group’s footprint is primarily
concentrated in the Midwest, Texas, and Florida. NRP Group manages around 15,000 units
across the nation. For a development with an affordable housing focus, which is proposed for
these parcels, NRP Group would own the property for the long term. The company’s senior
housing projects are restricted to ages 55 and older, but the average age typically is over 70 years
old. These projects are also built to be adaptable and to serve the needs of residents as they age,
until they require a higher level of care. Mr. Pechota then reviewed NRP Group’s “Core Values”
as shown on the slides, and offered to answer any questions.

Nicholas Bushon reviewed the site plan and its adjacency to the Walgreens store. He explained
the Petitioner’s desire to preserve internal drive connectivity through the site. The site plan
pushes the building up toward W. W.T. Harris Blvd. to facilitate this, which also eases the
structure away from the existing residential uses along the rear of the property. Mr. Bushon
explained the proposed BMP area, and that this location is driven by the topography of the site,
which drops in that direction. They will work with that natural flow and use of the BMP in this
site also allows for preservation of good green space. The BMP will be a sand filtered detention
and release structure that will not hold water.

Mr. Bushon explained that there are few existing trees on the site, which has largely been
cleared. The Petitioner wants to preserve existing hardwoods and to add plantings in the 22’
landscape buffer to meet the Class C requirements.

Mr. Carmichael explained that the development will be age-restricted, and that a note to that
effect on the site plan means that this requirement must be kept. He showed the attendees
proposed architectural renderings and explained that these will be submitted along with the
revised site plan on December 19,

Cheryl Steigerwald gave more detail on the renderings and explained the mix of proposed vinyl
and brick masonry. The structure will have a pitched roof and architectural shingle. The main
entrance to the building will be in the rear. Units will be a mix of one and two bedroom units.
Mr. Pechota noted that the community will be contained because it is meant for seniors. There
will be modest outdoor amenities (e.g. gazebo) and internal amenities, but the petitioner is still
finalizing all of this as part of the development process. Ms. Steigerwald noted that the three
story structure likely will be 48” tall to the peak of the roof.

In response to a question, Mr. Pechota explained that the units are all independent living, not
assisted living. Each will have its own kitchen and bathroom and be in the 700-900 SF range.
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The price range likely will be between $600-800/mo., though 10% of the units will have to be
lower due to the specific financing for this type of project. All the units will be rentals.

An attendee asked about NRP Group’s other developments in Charlotte. Mr. Pechota noted the
Loft 135 project south of Uptown on Morehead St., which is a very different type of
development. NRP Group has not built a senior housing community in Charlotte.

An attendee raised a number of questions about traffic flow and the impact of this development
on traffic in the area. There was a general concern among the neighbors about right turn exits
from the Walgreens and U-turns to change direction, which presents safety concerns. Additional
traffic concerns revolve around back-ups and the absence of lights at exits in the area. Mr.
Pechota noted that the Petitioner is meeting with Planning Staff to discuss traffic and other
issues. He noted that in early conversations with the City, the internal connectivity currently
depicted was something the City wanted included in the site plan. Mr. Pechota is not sure
whether there are alternatives to the depictions on the current site plan. Mr. Bushon noted the
same points, and that the exit location at Forest Drive seeks to meet the CDOT’s goal of avoiding
staggered roads.

In response to a question about parking Mr. Pechota noted that 96 spaces are shown on the
current plan (1.6 per unit). Because the mix of units will be 60% two bedroom and 40% one
bedroom, with a large majority of the two bedroom units still having a single resident, NRP
Group’s experience suggests that 1 space per unit would actually be adequate. Mr. Pechota also
noted that dumpsters will be internal to the building (with trash chutes).

A neighbor raised additional concerns about traffic and the inadequacy of the existing road
network, including plans to make W. W.T. Harris Blvd. a four lane road up to the Mt. Holly-
Huntersville Road intersection. Mr. Bushon explained that the right-of-way dedication at 100’
would allow for expansion of the road to this level, but that the Petitioner has no information
about CDOT or NCDOT plans. Ultimately, Mr. Bushon noted that the State would decide on
any future road projects.

A neighbor inquired about the adequacy of proposed parking, and whether the number of
handicapped spaces and possible need for wider spaces, given the residents, would be required.
Mr. Pechota noted that NRP Group’s experience has been that the standard parking is adequate,
both in number and size. The current site plan actually calls for more parking than is typical for
NRP Group’s senior housing developments. Mr. Bushon added that the Petitioner is providing
more spaces than typically seen for senior developments.

An attendee asked whether it would be possible to use the proposed internal street to access
Walgreens. Mr. Pechota explained that there is an existing easement agreement with Walgreens
and the Petitioner will not be eliminating that access (though it likely will implement speed
control measures).

In response to a request to elaborate on his discussion of the affordable component of this

development, Mr. Pechota explained that approximately 10% of the units would be targeted to
residents at 30% of Area Median Income (AMI, a measurement built on Charlotte area income
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data to derive a maximum rent burden for those residents), and that those units likely will rent in
the $300-400/mo. range. He explained that this will not be HUD or Section 8, government
subsidized, housing. The affordable housing component is made possible by tax credits that are
awarded to the developer by the state, which are then sold to investors. The estimated median
income range for residents likely will be $25,000-30,000/year. The entire development will be
affordable housing (i.e. no market rent units).

When asked about the meaning of the “55 and older” designation, Mr. Pechota explained that the
age restrictions will be imposed by deed restriction and fair housing practices. The only
exception will be for married couples no more than 2 years apart in age, where only one spouse
is older than 55. Otherwise, the Petitioner will not make exceptions because fair housing rules
require the same options be afforded to all residents. There will be policies and procedures put
into place by the Petitioner to ensure grandchildren and children are not living in the
development. ‘

The Petitioner was then asked about lighting on the site. Mr. Bushon noted that the lighting
would be pedestrian scale all directed at the parking lot with full cutoff (no glare into adjacent
properties). Mr. Carmichael explained that this is a typical zoning requirement.

A neighbor asked about fencing and buffers. Mr. Bushon said the site plan currently calls only
for buffer plantings. The Petitioner has discussed fencing, and Mr. Bushon noted that a Class C
buffer can be reduced by fencing. However, the Petitioner is likely to maintain the 22’ buffer
called for on the current site plan, and is open to adding a screen. The neighbor noted that the
current approved site plan calls for 40’ buffers and fencing, and that he is troubled by this
reduction in size and design. Mr. Carmichael agreed with the neighbor’s description of the
changes called for in this site plan amendment, and offered for the Petitioner to discuss with
neighbors ways to mitigate their concerns.

The neighbor explained that his concerns also extended to the height (which was restricted in the
current approved plan) and increased number of units, and wondered why the Petitioner was
attracted to this site. Mr. Pechota explained that access and visibility make this location
attractive, along with the proximity to retail, restaurants, and the interstate system.

When asked if the Petitioner had considered making the building lower, Mr. Pechota explained
that this would cause a reduction in the number of units and, given the tight financing for
affordable housing projects, that would make this project infeasible. The attendee noted
concerns that there will be a 40°+ high building looking directly down into neighboring
properties, with only a 20 +/- buffer. Ms. Steigerwald noted that rear renderings/elevations
haven’t yet been prepared. She did note, however, that there will not be any balconies on this
development and there will be fewer windows on the rear of the property. Mr. Bushon pointed
out the green space provided on the plan, and added that Charlotte Urban Forestry will provide
feedback on replanting, given that the existing site does not meet tree coverage requirements. He
explained that the distance from the building to the adjoining property lines will be 80 to the
rear properties and 200” across the BMP and green space.
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An attendee asked about the restrictions in place that will prevent deviations from the site plan,
including with respect to storm water and runoff concerns. Mr. Carmichael explained the nature
of conditional zoning districts, and that the Petitioner will be limited to doing what is depicted on
the approved rezoning plan unless it goes back through the entire rezoning process. Mr. Bushon
added that Code requires the Petitioner to ensure that the post-construction release rate for storm
water matches the existing conditions.

A neighbor expressed concern that all of the concessions made by the owner during the previous
rezoning process for this site, which resulted in the existing approved site plan, are being thrown
out. He expressed frustration that there is nothing to prevent a subsequent owner from pursuing
the rezoning process and changing the status quo. He also was concerned about the move to a
smaller buffer and more units, noting that the neighbors fought hard to obtain the large buffer on
the existing approved plan. Mr. Carmichael expressed his understanding, and noted that the
attendee is correct that what the Petitioner is proposing is very different from the 16-unit for sale
townhome development approved for the site. Mr. Pechota stated that the Petitioner has no plans
for the site other than what it is proposing as part of this rezoning. Mr. Carmichael added that
the Petitioner could discuss including notes that limit encroachment into the passive open space,
BMP, and the like, and also is willing to discuss screening concerns. Mr. Pechota confirmed a
neighbor’s suggestion that carrying over the larger buffer width from the existing approved site
plan would encroach into the proposed parking area and make the Petitioner’s project infeasible.

An attendee asked about sidewalks and noted that there is inconsistent sidewalk access along W.
W.T. Harris Blvd. at the site. He worries that pedestrians will simply continue on the path and
walk across grass on properties without sidewalk access. Mr. Pechota explained that the
Petitioner will install internal sidewalks and some sidewalks built along W. W.T. Harris Blvd.,
though not the complete length of W. W.T. Harris Blvd. Mr. Bushon noted that CDOT has
discussed Petitioner connecting its sidewalk project into the existing network. The attendee
suggested that this is now the time to address sidewalk continuity along W. W.T. Harris Blvd.

A resident asked about security measures for the development, and added there have been
random car break-ins in the area. Mr. Pechota noted that for this type of development the
Petitioner would not have on-site security, though there will be access restrictions (key
fobs/cards) and video cameras, which give the residents some comfort even if it is not necessary.
The resident suggested that the break-ins have been common enough that the Petitioner might
want to consider enhanced security measures.

An attendee noted that he would like to see a fence included with the planted buffer. Mr.
Pechota said the Petitioner is willing to consider that. The same attendee noted that a masonry
fence would be preferable. Mr. Bushon explained what a Class C buffer is, and how the width is
derived from the table provided in the Zoning Ordinance. The same attendee noted that he
understands a buffer to mean “I cannot see you,” and wants to see more detail on what exactly
will be blocked from view. Another resident noted that it will take 10-15 years before the
plantings proposed in the plan actually mature enough to provide a screen. Mr. Bushon noted
that it is very unfortunate that the site already has been cleared by a prior owner, and agreed that
it will be necessary to give the trees in the buffer time to grow.
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Mr. Pechota responded to a question about maintenance for the landscaping by explaining that
the Petitioner will use third party contract landscape professionals. He also added that Petitioner
is committed to taking a careful look at additional screening and a fence.

A neighbor noted that from the perspective of an adjoining property owner, the buffer is a
significant issue, but there are also real concerns about traffic flow and congestion. This
includes traffic flow out of the property to Mt. Holly-Huntersville Road and the U-turns
previously discussed. Mr. Pechota noted that he understands that issue is not an ideal situation.

Mr. Pechota and Ms. Steigerwald explained, in response to a question, that all utilities meters
will be interior to the building, except for an exterior transformer and typical exterior access
boxes that you would see on any property.

A neighbor asked whether the Petitioner had considered the impact on the value of his and other
neighboring properties once this is developed, because of the affordable housing component.
Mr. Pechota noted that many studies have analyzed this question, and there is no definitive link
between a project like this and the value of neighboring properties, one way or another. The
neighbor added that he wouldn’t be interested in purchasing his property because of the parking
lot adjacent to his lot. Mr. Pechota noted that he understands the neighbor’s concerns.

An attendee asked about HVAC unit placement. Ms. Steigerwald noted that the building would
have “thorough the wall” units, with grills on the exterior placed in indentions on the fagade as
much as possible. There will not be a row of air conditioner units. Mr. Pechota noted that there
may be 3 or 4 units outside of the community center portion of the building, but no cooling
towers or chillers.

When asked to expand on light pollution issues, Mr. Bushon noted that all lights will be angled
interior to the site, and screens will be utilized to keep the lighting targeted. A neighbor noted
skepticism and concern that the lighting would still be visible. Ms. Steigerwald offered to
prepare a photometric plan to show the light distribution and offered to look at keeping the 15’
height for lighting on the current approved site plan.

Mr. Carmichael noted that the Petitioner is keeping a list of questions and will communicate with
residents about them going forward.

An attendee commented that it seems like the only thing that cannot be “fixed” is traffic.
Between 4:30pm-6:30pm it’s nearly impossible to move at this intersection and this will be a
continued problem until W. W.T. Harris Blvd. is fully developed and the state makes road
improvements. Mr. Bushon noted that the state will have to address this issue in the future,
though timing and the availability of funding is a real issue.

Mr. Bushon noted that there is nothing the Petitioner can to do restrict left turns out of the
Walgreens property. However, in his experience, the traffic impact of senior communities is
slight, in part because the residents are operating on different (i.e. non-peak) schedules and
exiting less often. Mr. Pechota said because the average age will be north of 70 years old, the
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majority will not be working and trip generation for this type of development is substantially less
than for a typical apartment project.

A neighbor asked about whether Petitioner will offer busses or other transportation to residents,
like in other senior communities. Mr. Pechota noted that this will be independent living, so there
will not be a dedicated bus, but that they do help to schedule and to facilitate bringing busses and
other transportation on site for the residents to use. This is something the community’s on-site
manager will schedule, including helping the residents access public/social services they are
entitled to because of their income range.

A resident noted a concern that residents of the community will want to walk across W. W.T.
Harris Blvd. to access the Food Lion and other properties. Mr. Bushon noted that the Petitioner
is discussing this very concern with CDOT and Planning Staff, and that a pedestrian refuge
island is often required at a site like this. Mr. Pechota echoed these comments and noted that
although the Petitioner is not pitching the development as a mixed use or pedestrian
neighborhood, they understand the way residents are likely to take advantage of this proximity to
retail establishments.

Mr. Carmichael was asked to summarize the rezoning process and communication going
forward. He noted that a revised site plan will be submitted on December 19. The Petitioner is
scheduled to meet with Planning Staff on December 8 and would then make internal decisions
about revisions to be submitted on the 19™. Mr. Carmichael said the Petitioner could share the
revised site plan with attendees (if they have provided their e-mail address on the sign-in sheet)
and then offered to return to a meeting with neighbors to discuss those changes. A resident noted
that Wedgewood Neighborhood would be meeting at 6:30 pm on January 12, 2017 and
suggested the Petitioner might want to attend that meeting. The Petitioner will await an
invitation to that meeting. After the revised site plan is submitted, Planning Staff will review and
give its recommendation. There will be a Public Hearing on January 17, 2017; a zoning
committee review session on January 25, 2017; and City Council will vote on the plan February
20. 2017.

A resident asked if the City has any concerns about the site plan. Mr. Carmichael explained that
Planning Staff’s site plan comments had not yet been received. CDOT has raised the issue of
construction of a pedestrian refuge. Mr. Bushon explained what a pedestrian refuge is (safety
zone for pedestrians in the right of way).

Ms. Steigerwald added that the Petitioner will be submitting to the state an application package
for the affordable housing tax credits on January 20, 2017, and will be required to submit full
renderings/elevations at that time.

The Community Meeting then adjourned and informal discussions continued between the
Petitioner, its representatives, and attendees.
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CHANGES MADE TO THE PETITION AS A RESULT OF THE COMMUNITY
MEETING AS OF THE DATE HEREOF:

None at this time. &
Respectfully submitted, this & day of December, 2016.

NPR Properties, LLC, the Petitioner
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Pet._No,
2017-009
2017-009
2017.009
2017-009
2017-009
2017.009
2017000
2017009
2017-009
2017009
2017009

FirstName
Bi
Mike
Pam
L&
Bonnle
Gall
Fatricla
Donald
Charles
Charlle
Alsfi

LastName
lones
Cimbottl
Massey
Lute
Sampsan
Erawford
Drawn
Wandard
Kiper
Kiper
latobson

Orglabol
Melntyre HOA

Wedgewood Norih HOA, Inc.
Treyburn Towne Meadows
Trayburn Towne Meatdows
Towne Meadows at Braemar
Braemar at Treyburn

Hally Ridige HOA

Holly Ridge HOA
Wedgawood North
Wedgewood North
Wedgewood North HOA

MailAddres

9510 Bayview Parkway
BO21 MeCartaey Way
8030 Cinnabay Drive
29021 Cinnabay Drive
BA1S Clnnabay Drive
016 Sheningtan Place
10191 Reindeer Way Lane
#308 Rudelph Road
#413 Londanshire Dive
8413 Londanshire Dilve
8400 Londanshife Dive

MallCity
Charlote

Charlotte
Chariotte
Charlotta
Charlotta
Charlotte
Charlotte
Charlotte
Charloite
Charlotte
Charlotte

M Mallzip
N 28216
NC 28216
NEC 28216
NC 28216
NC 28216
NEC 28216
NC 28216
N 28216
NC 28216
NE 28216
NC 28126



PET_ND. TAXPID OWNERLASTH
2017009 02521231 ALLISON

2017009 02510526 AVERY

2017-009 02515211 DANKER

2017-009 02521229 DENNITT

2017009 02521215 DETTGE

2017009 02515115 BROWN

2017009 02521214 BURKINSHAW

2017009 02515112 CAIN

2017-009 02515301 CATHEY

2017009 02521216 CHUMMEY

2017.009 02515108 DEATON

2017-000 02521200 DRAKIFORD

2017000 02529122 GREENE

2017009 02521222 HILL

2017009 02515110 KRYSTYNAK

2017009 02515103 LEE HOLDINGS COMPANY INC
2017009 02515109 LORUSSO

2017-009 02521224 MCCULLOUGH

2017009 01521220 MONTGOMIRY

2017009 01571220 MORROW

2017000 02515117 NORTHLAKE SOUTHSTAR LLC
2017009 02515108 OWENS

2017009 0515106 OWENS

2017009 02510201 PECAN RIDGE OF CHARLOTTE LLE
2017-009 02510202 PECAN RIDGE OF CHARLOTTE LLC
2017-000 02521227 RATLIFF

2017-009 02515201 RHODES

2017009 02521223 RICE

2017009 02510527 RICHARDSON

2017009 02510530 SKINNER

2017009 02510520 SKINNER

2017009 07510233 51 & E INVESTMENTS (L€
2017009 02515213 SOUTHERLAND

017-000 02521217 STEOLE

2017000 02521221 TAPIA

2017-009 02521225 THALHEIMER

2017009 02515111 TURBYFILL

2017009 02515107 WICKER

2017009 02521226 WILLOCKS

2017.009 JBHN CARMICHAEL {ROBINSON BRADSHAW)
2017-000 AANDN PECHOTA

QWNERFIRST
LUTHER M
ALVINL
JACKLIR
KENNETH
RAYMOND G
DEBORAH M
MATTHEW |
MicHALLP
EDGAR M
DANIELD
BARBARA WHITE
APRILL

IUNE M B SYLVIA M
KUTHE

DANIIL

DAVID G
ANDREW B
CHARLES
DEREK

BARRY F
KAY MECLUNG

LEE )
BOVEE WILLIAM
CHIN FENG
MARY ANN
IANINE €

IANINE ENGHAM

SHELLY LYNN
IOHN IRVIN, 11
IUDITHE
BENS
IGHNNY A
SYDILA
SANDRA J

COWNERFIRE
CARDLYN &
MARY £

CHRISTIAN
VIRGINIA R

KATHLEEN L

DORIS M
RUGAN M

EVAJ
CORALIA
AKIKO UMEHARA

KRISTIN

MARK J

STEPHANIE LYNH

GLORIA E

TOWIN D

COWNERLAST
ALLSON
AVERY

BENNETT
BETTGE

BURKINSHAW
CATHEY
CRUMMEY

DY INT

SYLVIA M SMITH
HILL

LORUSSO
MECULLOUGH
MORROW

/O TRIBEK PROPERTIES INC
KAY MOCLUNG

MARY LOU

SKINNER

STEELE

TURBYFILL
WILLOCKS

WP PROPERTIES, LLC/THE DRAKEFORD COMPANY

MAILADDRL MAILADDRZ
9417 LAKE SPRING AVE

9626 WOODLAND CIR

533 WILLIAMSBURG CR
8401 LAKE SPRING AVE

8703 HIGHLAND RIDGE LN
BA1D W WT HARRIS BLVD
8701 HIGHLANG RIGOT LN
628 WILLIAMSDURG CIRt
8532 WILLIAMSBURG CIR
8709 HIGHLAND RIDGE LN
B7L8 WILLIAMSBURG CIR
404 LAKE SPRING AVE

PO DOX 220924

9425 LAKE SPRING AVE

644 WILLIAMSBUNG Ct
2020 BAYSHORE DR STE 3507
B652 WILLIAMSBURG CR
B704 HEATHER VIEW CT
713 HEATHER VIEW CT
9313 LAKE SPIING AVE

2070 SELWYN AVE STE 425
3420 MT HOLLY-HNTSVL R
9420 MT HOLLY-HUNTERSVILLE AD
PO BOX 36799

PO 60X 36799

705 HEATHER VIEW CT
9324 MT HOLLY-HUNTERSVL R
B710 HEATHER VIEW CT
9520 FOREST DR

1502 VERDICT RIDGE RO

PO BOX 1797

7935 COUNCIL PLACE

8725 WILLIAMSBURG CIR
715 HIGHLAND RIDGE LN
9319 LAKE SPRING AVE

8702 HEATHER VIEW €T
GG WILLIAMSDURG CIR
B726 WILLAMSIURG CIR
700 HEATHER VIEW €T

101 N. TRYON STREET

5309 TRANSPORTATION BOULEVARD

ATTENTION: SYLVIA LEE

STE 200 ATTN SAMI | NAFIS!

5TE 1900

any
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
HUNTERSVILLE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
HUNTERSVILLE
HUNTERSVILLE
CHARLOTTE
HUNTERSVILLE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
MIAMI
HUNTERSVILLE
CHALOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
HUNTERSVILLE
HUNTERSVILLE
CHARLOTTE
CHANLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
HUNTERSVILLE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
DENVER
DENVER
MATTHEWS
WUNTERSVILLE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
HUNTERSVILLE
HUNTERSVILLE
CHARLOTTE
CHARLOTTE
CLEVELAND,

STATE ZIPCODE
NC 28216
NC 28216
NC 20078
NC 28216
HC 28216
NC 78216
NC o 28210
NC 2007
HC 20078
NC 28216
NC 28078
NC 28216
NE 2820
NC 28216
NC 28218
L3
NC 28078
NC 28216
NC 28216
NE 28216
NG 28200
NC 28078
NC 20078
NE 28236
NC 28236
NE 28216
NC 28078
NE 28216
NC 28216
NG 28087
NC 28087
HC 78305
NC 28078
NE 28216
NC 28216
NC 28216
NC 20078
NC 20078
NC 28216
HE 8246
oH 44125
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NOTICE TO INTERESTED PARTIES
OF COMMUNITY MEETING

Subject: Community Meeting -- Rezoning Petition No. 2017-009 filed by NRP
Properties, LLC and The Drakeford Company to request the rezoning of an
approximately 2.97 acre site located on the west side of West W.T. Harris
Boulevard between Mt. Holly-Huntersville Road and Lake Spring Avenue from
the Neighborhood Services zoning district to the Neighborhood Services Site
Plan Amendment zoning district

Date and Time

of Meeting: Wednesday, December 7, 2016 at 6:30 p.m.
Place of Meeting: Conference Room at the Hilton Garden Inn Charlotte North
9315 Statesville Road

Charlotte, NC 28269

We are assisting NRP Properties, LLC and The Drakeford Company (the “Petitioners™) in
connection with a Rezoning Petition they have filed with the Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning
Department requesting the rezoning of an approximately 2.97 acre site located on the west side of West
W.T. Harris Boulevard between Mt. Holly-Huntersville Road and Lake Spring Avenue from the
Neighborhood Services zoning district to the Neighborhood Services Site Plan Amendment zoning
district. The purpose of this site plan amendment request is to accommodate the development of an age
restricted, multi-family residential community on the site that could contain up to 75 dwelling units. This
residential community would provide high quality housing for seniors at or below 60% of the area median
income.

The Petitioners will hold a Community Meeting prior to the Public Hearing on this Rezoning
Petition for the purpose of discussing this rezoning proposal with nearby property owners and
organizations. The Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Department’s records indicate that you are either a
representative of a registered neighborhood organization or an owner of property that adjoins, is located
across the street from, or is near the site.

Accordingly, on behalf of the Petitioners, we give you notice that representatives of the
Petitioners will hold a Community Meeting regarding this Rezoning Petition on Wednesday,
December 7, 2016 at 6:30 p.m. in the Conference Room at the Hilton Garden Inn Charlotte North
located at 9315 Statesville Road in Charlotte. Representatives of the Petitioners look forward to
sharing this rezoning proposal with you and to answering your questions.

In the meantime, should you have any questions or comments, please call John Carmichael at
(704) 377-8341.

Robinson, Bradshaw & Hinson, P.A.
o: Mr. Al Austin, Charlotte City Council District 2 (via email)
Ms, Tammie Keplinger, Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Department (via email)

Ms. Claire Lyte-Graham, Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Department (via email)
Mr. Richard Hobbs, Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Department (via email)

Date Mailed: November 23, 2016
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