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To: Steve Schuster, Chairperson  
 Members of the Planning Commission 
 
From:  Travis R. Crane, Planning and Zoning Administrator    
 
Date: 6 October 2014 
 
Re: Z-27-14/Citywide UDO Zoning Map 
 
 
Planning and Development is pleased to present the citywide Unified Development Ordinance zoning map to the 
Planning Commission for review. This zoning map represents years of staff work, performed by many members 
of the Department. The citywide rezoning map is the third phase of a larger project that began in 2007 with the 
drafting of the 2030 Comprehensive Plan. When the Plan was adopted in 2009 staff began to work on a new 
zoning code, the Unified Development Ordinance. The UDO was adopted in 2013.  
 
The citywide zoning map encompasses approximately 30% of the City’s land area. The existing “legacy” zoning 
districts will be replaced with UDO districts. The Residential districts of R-1, R-2, R-4, R-6 and R-10 are not 
included in this rezoning request. Even without the remaining 70% of residential districts, this is the largest city-
initiated rezoning in recent history. The citywide zoning map would implement the UDO throughout the entirety 
of the City. Once the citywide rezoning map is adopted, the Part 10 Zoning Code will be retired and the UDO will 
be fully implemented throughout the City. 
 
Summary of UDO zoning 
The UDO contains mixed use districts that have three components: use, height and frontage. The use table in 
chapter 6 specifies the permitted uses in the zoning districts. Height is expressed in total number of stories. 
There are seven categories for height, beginning with three stories up to 40 stories. Each height category 
contains a maximum number of stories with a corresponding maximum measurement in feet.  Every mixed use 
district must contain the use and height category.   
 
The frontage category is optional. This category provides regulations for how the building interacts with the 
street right-of-way. Many of the frontages contain a “build-to” which specifies a minimum and maximum 
setback for the building.  
 
Resource Information 
Staff has assembled background information for use during the Commission’s review. A notebook is provided to 
each Planning Commissioner, with the following contents: 
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• Staff methodology for remapping 
• Pertinent code language related to zoning districts 
• Comprehensive Plan map 
• Citywide maps showing base zoning district, height and frontage 
• Public comments received between May and September 

 
Conditional Use Zoning 
The City has almost 1,000 customized conditional use districts. These zoning conditions were debated through a 
public process involving the most affected stakeholders. A vast majority of the zoning conditions remain intact.  
Staff reviewed each of these conditional use districts. There are instances where conditions have either been 
deemed illegal, fully implemented or in violation with a code standard. Out of the 902 conditional use districts, 
only 78 were converted to general use.  The City does not have the option to remove or alter a portion of a 
conditional use district. There are two options for conditional use properties: keep all of the conditions intact 
and apply to the UDO base district or remove all conditions.  
 
UDO Changes 
Through the remapping process, staff identified a number of potential text change topics. Some of these topics 
relate to the permitted uses in the mixed use zoning districts. These changes have been discussed with the City 
Council, and staff is preparing a package of UDO amendments. These potential changes are germane to the 
remapping process, and are as follows: 
 

• Add language to the UDO that states application of a frontage through the citywide remapping does not 
create a non-conformity 

• Permit hotels in the OP district (currently a special use permit is required) 
• Permit bars and nightclubs in the NX district, with limitations (currently not allowed) 
• Permit office uses in the IH district (currently not allowed) 
• Permit gas stations in the NX district, with limitations (Currently no limitations) 

 
Review Process 
This citywide remapping is one large zoning request, known as Z-27-14. Each week, the Planning Commission 
will receive a new staff report to be inserted into the notebook. Staff will present the property-specific public 
comments to the Planning Commission, organized by geographic region of the City. The work session agendas 
will be comprised of property-specific public comments, a staff response to the comment and a recommended 
action. The City received more than 1,700 comments on the UDO rezoning map. Not all of these comments are 
related to a specific property. Staff has divided the property-specific comments into one of three categories: 
 

Comment Type Description Number 
Type 1 Staff agrees with the request 59 
Type 2 Staff requests additional public conversation 247 
Type 3 Staff disagrees with the request 249 

TOTAL 555 
 
 
The Type 1 comments will be treated as consent agenda items. Planning Commission members can ask to 
discuss any of the Type 1 comments. Barring any discussion, the Planning Commission can make a 
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recommendation on the entire list of Type 1 comments with one motion. The Type 2 and 3 comments will 
dominate the bulk of the discussion.  
 
The Planning Commission will receive additional comments during the course of the work sessions. Planning 
Commission members may generate additional comments not included in the public comment list. Staff 
suggests that these additional comments be referred to staff for review and analysis, to be presented at a later 
meeting.  Staff will also suggest that the Commission communicate a clear ending date for public comment.  

 
At the conclusion of the review, the Planning Commission must make a recommendation to the City Council. The 
typical starting point for discussion with a rezoning request is the staff evaluation. Given the size and scope of 
the rezoning, it is not possible to provide a lot-by-lot analysis of consistency with the Comprehensive 
Plan. There will be properties contained in this request that are not consistent with the future land use 
map designation, but are compatible with eth surrounding area and existing zoning district. The 
resolution for property-specific comments and any additional comments received will be communicated to the 
City Council.   
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Section 1: Resources 
These materials are included as a reference point. Many of these documents were 
created for staff during the initial creation of the zoning map and distributed to the 
public as information. They contain guidance and unifying principles for decision 
making.   
 
a. Zoning Fundamentals 

b. Guidance for Remapping 

c. Conditional Use District Guidance 

d. Part 10 and UDO District Comparisons 

e. Application for Z-27-14 

 



ZONING FUNDAMENTALS
Zoning is a legal instrument to regulate the use of land and 
building size, height and setbacks. Zoning is intended to 
promote an orderly pattern of development and to separate 
or buffer land uses that are incompatible such as industrial 
uses and homes. The State of North Carolina provides local 
governments the authority to regulate land use and develop-
ment. All local zoning ordinances in North Carolina must be 
consistent with State statutes. Local zoning codes are adopted 
by the governing body, which is the Raleigh City Council, and 
administered by City staff and special appointed boards and 
commissions, such as the Board of Adjustment.

The legal basis for zoning is called the “police power,” which 
is the ability of a local government to establish order within 
its territory and manage the use of land. The police power, 
through zoning, is used to promote the public welfare, security 
and safety. In the United States the most common use of 
police power over real estate is the adoption and enforcement 
of zoning and subdivision regulations, building codes and 
environmental protection regulations.

The History of Zoning in Raleigh 
In 1915, the 38-story Equi-
table Building was erected 
in New York City in a way 
that cut off natural light 
and ventilation from near-
by residences in an era be-
fore the widespread use of 
air conditioning. As a result 
of this and other controver-
sial developments, the first 
zoning ordinance in the 
United States was adopted 
in New York in 1916. 

With other cities start-
ing to follow New York 
City’s example, the need 

arose for proper enabling legislation. The U. S. Department 
of Commerce, under the leadership of Commerce Secretary 
Herbert Hoover, played a key role in speeding the adoption of 
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zoning across the United States by drafting and promulgating 
the Standard State Zoning Enabling Act from 1921 to 1926. 
Language from this act can be found in the statutes of most 
states. North Carolina’s zoning enabling statute in particular 
still bears a strong resemblance to the original model law.

Raleigh adopted its first zoning ordinance in 1923, the same 
year that North Carolina adopted enabling legislation. This 
ordinance regulated land use and building height and estab-
lished the following use districts: residence, neighborhood 
business, business, industrial, and unrestricted. The first Ra-
leigh zoning ordinance was about as thick as a pamphlet and 
contained basic zoning information. 

The current zoning regulations have evolved since 1923. 
Today’s Unified Development Ordinance replaces a zoning 
framework that first took form in 1954. It became more com-
plex and unwieldy as it was amended during a 50-year period 
of rapid growth and development and as new regulations were 
added dealing with landscaping, tree preservation, signs, and 
other topics. With the adoption of a new Comprehensive Plan 
in 2009, it was time to modernize the development code as 
well. The UDO is “unified” in that it combines zoning, subdi-
vision, stormwater, and other regulations into a single docu-
ment, eliminating redundancies. 

The Unified Development Ordinance
The Unified Development Ordinance is the portion of the City 
Code that establishes zoning districts and implements the 
zoning framework. The UDO uses illustrations, tables and text 
to improve readability. In addition to zoning, it includes devel-
opment standards such as parking, landscaping and screen-
ing, signs, lighting, and outdoor display and storage. Other 
standards protect natural resources such as tree conservation, 
stormwater, flood prone areas, erosion and sedimentation, 
and water supply watershed protection areas. It also integrates 
subdivision and site planning standards and the building and 
housing code.

Photo: New York City, Lower Manhattan, Financial District, Broadway Av. : Equitable Building 1915 by (vincent desjardins) on flickr (licensed CC-BY)
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Guidance Document on UDO Mapping 
The following document is intended to provide guidance on how to choose the best UDO zoning district 

for a particular property. The guidance is based on the following broad principles from the state 

enabling statute, namely that zoning districts should be drawn: 

 

• Consistent with a comprehensive plan; 

• With consideration for the character of the district: 

• And the peculiar suitability of the property for particular uses. 

 

This document does not address the mechanics of drawing the map. Carter Pettibone, as project 

manager, is in charge of the overseeing the technical aspects of map drafting and production. 

District Overview 

The UDO contains four different types of districts, summarized in the table below: 

 

Residential Mixed-Use Special Overlay 

R-1 

R-2 

R-4 

R-6 

R-10 

RX  Residential 

OX  Office 

OP Office Park 

NX Neighborhood 

CX  Commercial 

IX  Industrial 

DX Downtown 

AP  Agriculture 

CM  Conservation 

R-MP  Manufactured Housing 

CMP  Campus 

IH  Heavy Industry 

PD       Planned Development 

SHOD-1,2 

HOD-G 

HOD-S 

NCOD 

MPOD 

UWPOD 

FWPOD 

SWPOD 

SRPOD 

AOD 

TOD 

 

 

The residential districts are lightly modified from the existing R-zones, with the most major change 

being the elimination of townhouses and multifamily as a principal permitted use in R-6 for sites less 

than 10 acres in size. These districts will not be altered during the remapping project. They have all 

been brought into the UDO as of September 1st, with townhouse and multifamily developments 

currently located in R-6 grandfathered in the UDO text. 

 

The mixed-use districts are intended to be the workhorse districts of the ordinance. Most of the city’s 

commercial and denser multifamily areas will be placed within one of these districts. The mixed-use 
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districts also have modifiers to regulate height and type of frontage treatment. All mixed-use districts 

will have a specified height limit, and some will also have a frontage type. 

 

Five of the special districts—AP, CM, R-MP, PD and IH—match up with existing and similarly named 

districts in the current ordinance. Campus is to be used on public or institutional campuses such as 

colleges and hospitals. 

 

Lastly, the overlay districts all exist in the current ordinance and are to be mapped one-to-one based on 

the extent of these districts on the current zoning map. Overlay districts to be eliminated in the UDO 

are SHOD-3 and 4, PBOD, PDD and DOD. Features of these districts are incorporated into other tools 

such as frontages or into new base districts such as DX. 

 

All mapping team members should be familiar Chapters 2, 3 and 6 of the UDO and should spend some 

time familiarizing themselves with the permitted use table. 

Guiding Principles 

The citywide map amendment proposed for the new UDO will have different impacts on different 

properties, with some seeing few changes in their existing entitlement, and others experiencing larger 

impacts, which may be positive or negative. The UDO will in general not preserve all the options 

present in the current zoning, but it will often provide new options. Perhaps the biggest issue will be 

how to remap the City’s extensive IND-1 and 2 areas, much of which are either vacant or developed for 

non-industrial purposes. The following guiding principles should apply: 

 

• Within the bounds of good planning, the new zoning map should maintain or enhance existing 

property value. Downzonings engender controversy and negatively impact the City’s tax base.  

• The new zoning map should reflect uses on the ground and avoid the creation of use-based 

nonconformities, unless doing so creates spot zones. 

• Where there is no conflict with the existing use of property and the character of the area, the 

new zoning map should implement the Comprehensive Plan. 

• The new zoning map, particularly with regards to the application of height and frontage, should 

be sensitive to context, and not create jarring transitions in height, use or intensity. 

Detailed Methodology 

Screens 

The detailed methodology that follows provides an order for translating the existing zoning map into 

the new map. Embedded within the individual steps, however, is the concept of screens. Screens are a 

way of narrowing down choices based on tests and criteria. In general, the screens for the remapping 

exercise are, in order: 
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• The existing zoning of the property. Each existing zone has one or more corresponding zones in 

the UDO. 

• The existing use of the property, which further refines the choices. 

• Where the first two screens result in a choice of two or more districts, the Future Land Use Map 

should be used to choose among districts. 

• For the mixed-use districts, heights should be chosen based on existing heights, the height 

context, or valid approvals for specific height. In some cases, the Comprehensive Plan 

(including any Area Plan) provides specific height guidance. 

• Frontages should be based on the Urban Form Map designations, as well as the existing 

context. In the Downtown element boundaries, the application of Shopfront should be guided 

by the designated Primary Retail Streets. 

Step 1: Base Information 

The first step is to gather base information necessary for the mapping effort. In general, the data 

needed to choose an appropriate district for a particular property consists of the following: 

 

• The draft UDO.  

• Existing zoning. 

• The existing use of the site and surrounding properties. 

• The proposed Future Land Use for the property in the Comprehensive Plan. 

• Recently completed area plans and corridor studies, such as Jones Franklin, Blue Ridge Road, 

New Bern Avenue, and Capital Boulevard. 

• Other Comprehensive Plan designation, including the recently-adopted Urban Form Map; TOD 

locations; and, in the downtown, specific maps including Edge Areas, Green Streets, Retail 

Priority Streets, and Parking Constraints. 

• Pending development plan approvals may be useful in some circumstances, particularly with 

regards to Council-approved plans for additional height. 

 

The above information can either be in the form of printed maps, or computerized map access. In 

general, access to both iMaps and Google Maps in the workspace is desirable. 

 

There is an existing land use layer in the City’s GIS system that is in the process of being updated. In 

general, this layer should be reliable. However, if there is ever any doubt about the current use of a 

property, field visits are recommended. 

Step 2: Base Mapping 

The base map for drawing the new districts should likely be limited to showing parcels and basic 

planimetrics for reference purposes. However, to speed the process, the base map should show those 

zoning features that will not change with the new UDO. These include the following: 
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• The RR, R-2 R-4, R-6, SpR-6 and R-10 districts in their current extent. 

• All PDDs. 

• The AP, MH, and CM districts in their current extent. 

• Overlay districts except for SHOD-3 and 4, DOD and PBOD. 

 

Coloring in these districts will show how much of the zoning map—anticipated to be well over 60 

percent—is not changing as part of the mapping exercise. 

Step 3: Existing Residential Districts 

New zoning designations will need to be considered for the following residential districts: R-15, R-20, R-

30 and SpR-30. The following correspondence table provides guidance on how to select the appropriate 

base districts. 

 

Current 

District(s) 

Proposed 

district(s)  

Notes 

R-15, R-20, R-30 R-10, RX In theory, all areas zoned for densities in excess of 10 

units per acre should be placed within the RX 

category. In reality, there are many single-family 

neighborhoods, primarily in southeast Raleigh, that 

are zoned R-20 even though the development 

pattern is more akin to R-10. R-10 zoning should be 

used for these areas. RX can be used along major 

street and other areas where denser development is 

appropriate.  

SpR-30 R-10, RX w/ NCOD Special R-30 is currently mapped over many areas 

where single-family is the predominant use. These 

areas should be remapped R-10, which has a similar 

minimum lot size. If there are any SpR-30 areas 

where built densities exceed 10 DU/acre, they 

should be placed within the RX district unless the 

result is a spot zone. 

 

The contextual standards in SpR-30 will be 

superseded by the new contextual infill standards in 

the UDO, and/or will be replaced by an NCOD. 

 

Choosing the appropriate height for RX-districts 

All RX districts need to have a height attached. In general, the appropriate height will be determined by 

a combination of the existing building height on the property and the height of nearby properties (this 
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will be the determining factor for undeveloped properties). Most RX districts translated from existing R-

zones will be limited to 3 stories, although a few may be mapped for 4 or 5 stories.  

Step 4: Campus Uses 

Campus uses are typically easy to identify, and consist of all large institutions of higher learning; big 

hospital complexes such as Wake Med and Rex (but not smaller, stand-alone walk-in centers and 

clinics); and office or research parks that function as a campus under centralized management (there 

may not be any of these in Raleigh). These uses are generally located within O&I districts. 

 

The appropriate zoning for most campuses is either CMP or a flavor of OX. For CMP zoning to function 

well, an associated campus Master Plan is needed. An outreach effort to the two major hospitals and all 

the colleges and universities needs to be undertaken to determine their interest in adapting their 

existing master plan, if they have one, to serve as the regulating plan for the CMP district. If not, then 

OX district should be used with the appropriate height standard. 

Step 5: Existing Industrial Districts 

IND-1 and 2, along with Thoroughfare District, present some of the thorniest mapping issues, and 

therefore have their own step. Current industrial zoning permits most uses except for residential, and 

industrial is widely mapped over areas extending north and south from downtown along Capital, 

Atlantic, and South Saunders. A wide variety of non-industrial uses are found in the I-zones, including 

retail, office, and hotel development. Some judgment will be required when remapping these areas. 

 

The new UDO has two industrial districts proposed: IH heavy industrial district reserved for high-impact 

uses such as manufacturing, quarries, and large-scale distribution; and the IX industrial mixed-use 

district. IH does not permit most retail. Like the current I-zones, IX does broadly permit retail, but unlike 

the current district is also permits limited housing under certain circumstances. It differs from the 

similar CX district in permitting a wider variety of light-industrial and auto-related uses, including self 

storage. 

 

Choosing the Base Districts 

Potential districts to replace specific I-zones include IH, IX, CX, OX and OP. The specific choice should 

take into account the following factors: 

 

• IH should be reserved for heavy industrial users such as quarries, Pepsi and Mallencrot. The IH 

district may also be used in areas where the future land use map recommends industrial use, 

and where retail is not a preferred future use. 

• IX is appropriate for light-industrial areas, flex parks, auto-oriented sales and services, and big-

box retail such as home improvement stores. There will likely be a lot of IX zoning along places 

such as Capital Boulevard, Atlantic Avenue and New Bern Avenue. IX also corresponds to the 

Future Land Use designation of Business and Commercial Services. 
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• CX should be used where retail is the predominant use, or where a broad range of commercial 

uses including retail are contemplated. 

• OP or OX are appropriate where the prevailing character is similar to an office park or is 

otherwise predominately office in use. The decision to use OX or OP rather than CX over office 

development will be based in part on whether retail is not appropriate for the area, such as in 

transitional locations or where traffic is a concern. The decision to use OP instead of OX should 

depend on the character of the area, and whether it is currently mapped for employment on the 

Future Land Use Map. Highwoods is an example of an IND-1 area that would be appropriate for 

OP. 

 

Choosing an Appropriate Height 

In general, most of these areas will be given a maximum height of three stories unless in a TOD location 

or if the existing condition includes additional height. Additional height may also be assigned to 

encourage redevelopment, if consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.   

Step 6: Small-Scale Mixed-Use Districts (RB, NB, BC) 

These existing districts permit varying levels of commercial development, and residential development 

to a maximum density of 10 units per acre. These districts therefore pose an issue because the only new 

district which is similar in terms of residential density (R-10) does not permit commercial development, 

and the new mixed-use categories do not regulate density. 

 

Most of these areas should be remapped to a combination of R-10, OX-3, and NX-3, depending on the 

current use pattern. OX will generally be preferred for BC and RB areas, and NX will be more 

appropriate for NB areas. R-10 should only be used to the extent that properties are developed for 

exclusive residential use and mixed-use redevelopment is not contemplated.  

 

Additional height over 3 stories is not appropriate for most of these areas given the prior 10 unit per 

acre cap, but may be contemplated in areas such as near Glenwood South where these districts may 

intersect with a PBOD. In these cases CX may be a more appropriate district. CX should only be used 

instead of NX where consistent with the Future Land Use Map. 

Step 7: PBODs 

Speaking of PBODs, most of these should be remapped NX or CX with an Urban General or Shopfront 

frontage.  NX is appropriate for PBODs such as Hillsborough Street or Person Street. CX would be 

appropriate for Glenwood South. OX or RX may be appropriate in limited circumstances where retail is 

not contemplated in the Comprehensive Plan, such as near Cameron Park. Heights should reflect to the 

extent possible the underlying streetscape plan—NX-3 for Hillsborough and Person, CX-5 or 7 for 

Glenwood, etc. 

 

The Cameron Village PBOD should also be placed in a CX district, but may require a wider variety of 

frontages based on existing conditions and proposed redevelopment. In general, CX-3 to 5 should be 
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used, although additional height may be allocated to the corner of Clark and Oberlin consistent the 

recent rezoning for the Crescent and 401 Oberlin projects. 

 

Glen Lake will not need to be a PBOD under the new UDO. OX or OP zoning would be appropriate. 

Step 8: Office & Institution Areas 

O&I-1 and 2 are commonly used for office development, multi-family complexes, and institutional uses. 

Corresponding districts will include RM, CX, OX, OP, and Campus. 

 

The most common translation will be to remap O&I areas to either RX-3 or OX-3, based on the current 

use of the property.  Frontages will be applied in a later step based on context, the Comprehensive 

Plan, or the draft Urban Form Map. 

 

Some O&I areas correspond to office parks. OP zoning is appropriate for these areas when they are 

mapped for employment on the Future Land Use Map (an example of an office park that is not so 

mapped is National Drive off of Glenwood Avenue—this area should be mapped OX). Examples of OP 

areas include Highwoods, the Forum on Six Forks, and Corporate Center Drive in West Raleigh. 

 

O&I-2 permits additional height to be approved by the City Council. The most significant such approval 

is recent years was the Soleil Center next to Crabtree Valley Mall. Preserving this height would require 

that this site be mapped OX-40. This would be very unusual, since the surrounding mapping is likely to 

call for 5 to 7 stories maximum. Likely, Council and Commission guidance should be sought for this site. 

 

The new UDO has no district similar to O&I-3, which permits offices but not residential. Depending on 

the use, OX-3 or Campus may be appropriate districts. 

Step 9: The Remaining Mixed-Use Districts (SC, TD) 

These are two of the most liberal zoning districts in the current code. Accordingly, CX and IX will be the 

most common replacements for these districts.  

 

TD has special frontage requirements that can best be duplicated through the use of the Parkway 

frontage. Most TD areas should have a frontage applied. Low-scale shopping centers may be left 

without a frontage. Parking Limited should be chosen where there is a need for a more pedestrian-

friendly pattern. 

 

Heights should generally be three to five stories (note that 50 feet is permitted within the three-story 

height limit, consistent with the base height in TD). Additional height over three stories should be 

provided in TOD areas, in PBODs, or where consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 
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Step 10: Special Considerations for Downtown 

Downtown today is a mixed of BUS, Industrial, and O&I zoning, with much of it covered by a special 

overlay, the DOD, that will be retired with the new UDO. Currently, the proposal is to replace much of 

the current zoning with DX combined with appropriate heights and frontages (this likely includes the 

State Government facilities). OX may be used in some areas where the Comprehensive Plan calls for 

retail to be limited. 

 

Heights will taper to as low as 3 stories at the edge of special neighborhoods, such as Cameron Park, 

although four or five stories should be used wherever appropriate. (The Downtown West Gateway and 

West Morgan plans provide detailed height guidance for the west site of Downtown). Heights in the 

core will be 20 or 40 stories, and Urban General and Shopfront will be the most common frontages. 

Shopfront should only be applied on Priority Retail Streets as designated in the Comprehensive Plan, or 

if retail is mandated by existing zoning (such as the West Morgan area). 

Step 11: Frontages 

The application of frontages is called out as a separate step, even though some frontages may have 

already been applied as part of earlier steps. Applying appropriate frontages will be one of the most 

complex steps, requiring the greatest use of planning judgment. Where significant doubts exist, a 

frontage should not be applied. 

 

As per the Comprehensive Plan and existing zoning policy, the priority areas for frontages are: 

 

• Downtown and pedestrian business districts 

• Urban and multi-modal corridors 

• Mixed-use community centers 

• TOD locations 

• TD-zoned areas 

• SHOD-3 and 4 areas 

 

Frontages also depend on context. Urban General, Urban Limited, and Shopfront are intended for 

pedestrian-oriented streets, and generally should not be mapped along major streets lacking on-street 

parking or significant pedestrian volumes. The Parking Limited frontage will be most applicable to retail 

and office development fronting along thoroughfares. The Parkway frontage can be applied in 

suburban contexts where landscaping is the dominant urban design feature, but its use should be 

deprecated along urban corridors and in more transit-rich locations. The Green frontage will be 

primarily useful for office and multifamily residential areas. 

 

The Urban Form Map brings all the adopted frontage guidance together on one map. It indicates where 

suburban and urban approaches to frontage are recommended. This map should serve as a guide to 

frontage application in the remapping process. The Transit Emphasis corridors on this map show future 
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transit-intensive routes and are therefore contiguous, even though portions of these corridors have a 

more parkway-like development pattern. Frontages along these corridors should respect such context, 

but Parking Limited or urban frontage types are appropriate at important nodes and intensely 

developed areas. 
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Supporting Guidance 

Heights in the Future Land Use Map 

The current Comprehensive Plan does not provide specific height guidance, but rather recommends 

density ranges for specific future land use categories. These categories will need to be revised following 

the adoption of the new UDO, which emphasizes height rather than density for the mixed-use area. 

The following table provides a draft of how height guidance is proposed to be introduced into the 

Comprehensive Plan.  

 

 Recommended Building Heights 

Category Core/Transit General Edge 

Medium Density Residential 5 stories 3 – 4 stories 3 stories 

High Density Residential 7 – 12 stories 3 – 5 stories 3 – 4 stories 

Neighborhood Mixed Use 5 stories 3 – 4 stories 3 stories 

Community Mixed Use 7 – 12 stories 3 – 5 stories 3 – 4 stories 

Regional Mixed Use 12 – 20 stories 5 – 7 stories 3 – 4 stories 

Central Business District 20 – 40 stories 5 – 12 stories 3 – 4 stories 

Office-Residential Mixed Use 5 – 7 stories 3 – 5 stories 3 – 4 stories 

Office/Research & Development 7 – 12 stories 5 – 7 stories 3 – 4 stories 

 

Zoning District Correspondence Table 

Current 

District(s) 

Proposed 

district(s)  

Notes 

Residential Districts 

R-15, R-20, R-30 RX-3, 4, 5 All areas zoned for densities in excess of 10 units per 

acre should be placed within the RX category. RX-3 

would be used for nearly all of these areas, unless 

there is precedent or policy for taller buildings. 
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Current 

District(s) 

Proposed 

district(s)  

Notes 

SpR-30 R-10, RX-3 Special R-30 is currently mapped over many areas 

where single-family is the predominant use. These 

areas should be remapped R-10, which has a similar 

minimum lot size. If there are any SpR-30 areas where 

build densities exceed 10 DU/acre, they should be 

placed within the RX district. 

 

The contextual standards in SpR-30 will be 

superseded by the new contextual infill standards in 

the UDO and/or replaced with an NCOD. 

Mixed-Use Districts 

RB R-10, OX-3, NX-3 Use OX unless there is retail in the area, or a desire for 

retail. Use R-10 for multi-family if additional density is 

not desired. 

O&I-1 RX-3, 4, 5; OX-3, 4, 

5; OP-3,4, 5; IX-3,4, 

5; Campus 

Height based on context. Use RX for multi-family 

developments, OX or OP for office, and IX for flex 

parks or R&D. Campus is appropriate for colleges and 

hospitals if a master plan exists. 

O&I-2 RX-3, 4, 5; OX-3, 4, 

5; OP-3,5; IX-3, 4, 5; 

Campus 

Height based on context. Use RX for multi-family 

developments, OX or OP for office, and IX for flex 

parks or R&D. Campus is appropriate for colleges and 

hospitals if a master plan exists0. 

BC R-10, NX-3, OX-3 Use NX unless there is a specific need to prohibit 

retail. Use R-10 for multi-family if additional density is 

not desired. 

SC CX-3, 4, 5, 7; IX-3, 4, 

5, 7 

CX should generally be used unless IX is a better fit 

with existing uses patterns. 

NB R-10, NX-3, CX-3 Use R-10 for multi-family if additional density is not 

desired; otherwise, use NX (or CX if the sites are large 

and/or well-buffered from adjacent neighborhoods). 

Additional height is appropriate if also in a PBOD that 

permits additional height. 

BUS DX-3, 4, 5, 7, 12, 20, 

40 

OX-3, 4, 5, 7, 12, 20, 

40 

Use DX except in areas where retail is not 

contemplated, such as in certain edge areas near 

particular neighborhoods. 
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Current 

District(s) 

Proposed 

district(s)  

Notes 

TD Various Refer to narrative guidance; district selection should 

be based on current use or Comprehensive Plan. 

I-1 IX-3, OP, IH Use IH where retail is not desired or for heavy uses. 

I-2 IX-3, IH Use IH where retail is not desired or for heavy uses. 

Other Zoning Districts 

O&I-3 OX-3 Closest available match, although it permits 

additional uses and height compared with O&I-3. 

  



Additional Guidance for Conditional Use Districts 

Overview 
The goal of the remapping is to replace every legacy district on the zoning map with a UDO district. In 
the case of Conditional Use Districts, this task is somewhat complicated by the presence of zoning 
conditions that impose additional restrictions over and above the base ordinance requirements. When 
remapping a conditional use district, there are three legal options: 

1. Replace the conditional use zoning with general use zoning. This is the cleanest method, and 
there is no ambiguity regarding the City’s authority to do this. However, in many cases this 
approach may result in a substantial upzoning in terms of use, height and intensity, which could 
have adverse impacts on the neighbors. 

2. Replace the base district but leave the conditions intact. The City Attorney’s Office has 
determined that this is a legal exercise of the City’s zoning power. This will be the approach used 
for the majority of conditional use districts. 

3. Leave the current zoning intact. It is our hope that this option will never be necessary. However, 
if there is some bizarre interaction between the conditions and the base district that makes a 
base district swap untenable, then this is the only remaining option. 

What is not an option is altering even one word of the zoning conditions. The alteration of a condition 
requires a rezoning with the assent of the property owner. 

Methodology 
The methodology for remapping conditional use districts is the same as the rest of the remapping effort, 
save for one additional step: reading and pondering the zoning conditions. Analyzing the 
appropriateness of individual conditions is not a remapping task. Rather, the review of the conditions 
needs to produce answer to two questions: 

1. Could the conditions be eliminated through a general use rezoning without substantial impact 
on neighboring properties or infrastructure capacity? 

2. If not, is there some reason why the conditions could not achieve their intent in conjunction 
with a UDO district? 

If the answer to question 1 is yes, then general use zoning is preferred. If no, then option 2 is preferred, 
but only if the answer to question 2 is no. If the answer to question 2 is yes, then a decision will need to 
be made between options 1 and 3. 

Replacing Conditional Use with General Use 
As stated earlier, this is a preferred solution, but will likely only be used for a small minority of cases. 
Based on a review of past zoning cases, most sets of conditions will need to be retained because they 
address one or more of the following: 



• Permitted uses. 
• Building height and bulk. 
• Setbacks. 
• Buffers.  
• Density or floor area. 

Removing such conditions will in most cases result in a potential increase in development intensity, 
which should only occur through a rezoning process involving more direct neighborhood involvement. A 
potential exception would be a height limitation that is no longer needed under the UDO. However, if 
even one of the other conditions (say, density) needs to be retained, then they all do. Further, the fact 
that a project has been built on the site is not a sufficient reason for removing the conditions through 
general use rezoning. 

The types of conditions that would be acceptable to eliminate would be conditions that (1) address a 
matter now adequately regulated in the UDO, such as maximum building height; or, (2) relate to a 
particular circumstance that has now been resolved. The sidebar below provides an example. 

 

Sidebar: Obsolete Zoning Conditions 

The following conditions are taken from case Z-37-94, and were applied to a property impacted by 
the planned extension of Edwards Mill Road. Now that the road is built, conditions 3 – 5 no longer 
serve a meaningful purpose. Condition 1 predates the current stormwater ordinance, and 
condition 2 is now considered to be legally invalid. Condition 6, concerning access, is adequately 
regulated in the UDO. General use rezoning would be preferred in this case. 

1. Stormwater runoff following development of this property will not exceed runoff that 
would occur in an R-4 zoning district as per CR 7107. 

2. For purposes of reimbursement, right-of-way and construction easement values will 
remain at R-4 values for Duraleigh Road. 

3. If Edwards Mill Road extension has not been constructed by the time this property is 
submitted for site plan approval, the owner of the property shall be permitted to 
construct a two lane roadway in the right-of-way of Edwards Mill Road extension, said 
roadway to be used for access until such time that the completion of Edwards Mill Road 
extension has occurred. 

4. The 115' right-of-way proposed for Edwards Mill Road extension will be dedicated to the 
City of Raleigh thirty days after the property has received site plan approval or subdivision 
approval, whichever first occurs, from the City of Raleigh. 

5. The alignment of Edwards Mill Road extension through the property will be as shown on 
Exhibit "A" which is attached and made a part of this condition. Said alignment is as 
approved by the North Carolina Department of Transportation. 

6. No more than one full access driveway will be permitted on Edwards Mill Road extension 
as indicated on Exhibit "A" which is attached and made part of this condition. 



Verifying District-Condition Consistency 
In reviewing past zoning cases, we have yet to uncover an instance in which the conditions could not 
work with a UDO district. However, reviewers need to be alert to the possibility and flag any issues for 
resolution. One potential issue would be a district with such a restrictive list of permitted uses that the 
list no longer works with the permitted uses in the corresponding UDO district. The work-around here 
may be to choose a different UDO district with a more expansive permitted use list. If, during the course 
of evaluation, conditions are identified that have some conflict with the UDO districts such that 
remapping is considered impractical, such conditions should be brought to the attention of Ken and 
Travis for further discussion. 

Thoroughfare District “Master Plans:” Brier Creek, Riverside, Etc. 
On a large tract, Thoroughfare District permits most any use, and as a result there are examples of large 
tracts of land “mass-zoned” to TD that were later developed for a variety of uses, including residential 
communities. The most significant of these is Brier Creek (Z-65-96, Z-86-98). A smaller but still significant 
example, known as the Riverside subdivision, is located east of Capital Boulevard and north of Perry 
Creek Road (Z-35-89, Z-62-95). There are other, smaller examples, mostly off of US 70 in northwest 
Raleigh. 

These cases are problematic as the current zoning would permit the development of incompatible uses 
in these areas. However, replacement of the current TD zoning with something more reflective of the 
current use pattern theoretically represents a significant downzoning. Rezoning these areas may, in 
some cases, best be done through a general use rezoning that removes conditions. Because of these 
considerations, additional targeted outreach is necessary to determine the best course of action.  

Outreach to both the HOAs of these areas as well as their respective CACs should be undertaken prior to 
embarking on the remapping of these neighborhoods. Two meetings are suggested: an initial meeting to 
discuss the topic and present the options, and a second meeting to present an actual remapping 
proposal for feedback. Preparation for the first meeting should include the presentation of background 
information including maps of the prior zoning cases, a summary of the conditions, and some analysis as 
to why remapping to a set of UDO districts is better than simply substituting CX for TD.  

Problems 
There are various problems that may be encountered during the remapping process for conditional use 
district cases. The following is a running list which may be added to over time: 

1. Missing exhibits: Many cases, particularly those where a large area was rezoned TD and 
conditions tied to a map were used determine permitted uses and densities, cannot be 
understood without the accompanying exhibit. However, some exhibits were never digitized 
and loaded onto the P drive. These exhibits will have to be recovered from the paper files. For 
cases older than 2000, that means pulling records from dead storage. These exhibits should be 
scanned and added to the P drive so that we don’t have to pull records again. 

2. Nonsensical boundaries: Some large tracts were rezoned repeatedly over time as either land 
was assembled piecemeal, or conditions were adjusted. Post-development, the lot pattern now 



bears no relationship to the CUD boundaries. This is evident in several developments off of US 
70 in the western part of the City. General use rezoning, where appropriate, should be strongly 
considered as one option to repair these defective boundaries. 

There will likely be many more problems that are encountered in the course of the condition use district 
rezoning team’s work. Frequent meetings with Christine, Ken, Ira and Travis may be necessary to resolve 
these issues as they arise. 

Documentation of Decisions 
We will be making hundreds of decisions at a staff level as part of the remapping. Planning Commission 
and City Council might ask tough questions about any of them. We must take the steps necessary to 
have real, substantive answers at our fingertips. 

Any decision to replace a conditional use district with a general use district requires particularly careful 
documentation, including a justification of why each condition is no longer necessary. If the choice is 
between a bad zoning boundary and the removal of seemingly outdated conditions, then the reasoning 
as to why the general option was chosen, and the balancing that was done in making that 
determination, needs to be put down in writing. We must be able to account for every conditional to 
general use rezoning. 

In addition, a running Problem Log should be kept for any issues that remain unresolved. Regular 
meetings to go through the problem log and resolve outstanding issues will be held and the resulting 
decisions further documented in writing. 

 

 

 



R-15, R-20, R-30 & Special R-30 Districts: Comparison with RX  

OVERVIEW 

The existing residential areas zoned for densities in excess of 10 units per acre should be placed within 
the Residential Mixed Use (RX) category.  Special R-30 is currently mapped over many areas where 

single-family is the predominant use.  These single-family areas in Special R-30 should be remapped R-
10.  A Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District could be applied to address specific built 

environmental conditions. 

PERMITTED USES 
The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is not exhaustive. For more 

detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

Use (continued on 

next page) 

Current Development Code New Development Code 

R-15 R-20 R-30 SpR-30 RX R-10 

Single-Unit living P P P P P P 

Two-unit living L L L L P P 

Multi-unit living L L L L P P 

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L L L L L L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L L L L 

GROUP LIVING 

EXCEPT AS LISTED 

BELOW 

S S S S L S 

       Boardinghouse S S S S L L 

       Congregate Care L L L L L L 

        Frat./Sorority  P P L L  

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
    L  

Special care facility S S S S S S 

Civic, except as listed 

below: 
P P P P P P 

     Cemetery L L L L L L 

    College/University       



    School: Public or    

    Private (K-12) 
P/S P/S P/S P/S L L 

Use (continued 

from previous page) 

Current Development Code New Development Code 

R-15 R-20 R-30 SpR-30 RX R-10 

Parks  & Open Space P P P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P P P 

Telecom. Tower L/S L/S L/S L/S L S 

Family Child Care 

Home 
L L L L L L 

Day Care Facility S S S S S S 

Bed & Breakfast S S S S L L 

Restaurant/Bar L L L L L  

Retail Sales & 

Service 
L L L L L  

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

R-15 R-20 R-30 SpR-30 RX R-10 

Lot area (square 

feet) 

5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 Detached 

House: 4,000 

Attached 

House: 

6,000 

Townhouse: 

n/a 

Apartment: 

10,000 

Civic:  n/a 

Detached 

House: 4,000 

Attached 

House: 

6,000 

Townhouse: 

n/a 

Apartment: 

15,000 

Civic: 4,000 

Lot width 45’ 45’ 45’ 45’ Detached 

House: 45’ 

Attached 

House: 50’ 

Townhouse: 16’  

n/a: Other 

Open Lot: 50’ 

Detached 

House: 45’ 

Attached 

House: 50’ 

Townhouse: 16’  

Apartment:100’ 

Civic: 45’ 

Lot depth 

 

70’ 70’ 70’ 70’ No minimum No minimum 

Building Setbacks Current Development Code New Development Code 



 R-15 R-20 R-30 SpR-30 RX R-10 

Primary street 20’ 

10’ 

(streets 

platted 

after 

1991) 

20’ 

10’ 

(Streets 

platted 

after 

1991) 

20’  

10’ 

(streets 

platted 

after 

1991) 

> of 15’ 

or 10% 

of 

median 

Detached House: 10’ 

Attached House: 10’ 

Townhouse: 10’ 

Apartment: 30’ 

Civic: 10’ 

10’ 

Side street 20’ 

10’ 

(streets 

platted 

after 

1991) 

20’ 

10’ 

(streets 

platted 

after 

1991) 

20’ 

10’ 

(streets 

platted 

after 

1991) 

Triang-

ulation 

of 20’ 

from 

inter-

section  

Detached House: 20’ 

Attached House: 20’ 

Townhouse: 6’ 

Apartment: 6’ 

Civic: 20’ 

10’ 

Side lot line 5’ 5’ 5’ 5’ Detached House: 5’ 

Attached House: 5’ 

Townhouse: 6’ 

Apartment: 6’ 

Civic: 5 

Detached House: 5’ 

Attached House: 5’ 

Townhouse: 0’ or 6’ 

Apartment: 0’ or 6’ 

Civic: 10’ 

Rear lot line 20’ 20’ 20’ 20’ Detached House: 20’ 

Attached House: 20’ 

Townhouse: 6’ 

Apartment: 6’ 

Civic: 20’ 

 

Detached House: 20’ 

Attached House: 20’ 

Townhouse: 20’ 

Apartment: 20’ 

Civic: 20’ 

 

Aggregate Side Yard 15’ 15’ 10’ 10’ 10’ 10’ 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

40’ 

 

40’ 

 

40’    n/a 

Accessory Structures Setbacks 

Primary street     50’ 50’ 

Side street     20’ 20’ 

Side lot line     5’ 5’ 

Rear lot line     5’ 5’ 

Alley n/a n/a n/a  4 or 20’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4’ or 20’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Height1 Current Development Code New Development Code 

Building Type: R-15 R-20 R-30 SpR-30 RX R-10 

Detached House 40 feet 

+ 1 foot 

for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

40 feet 

+ 1 foot 

for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

40 feet + 

1 foot for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

Max.12’ 

higher 

than 

other 

resident 

bldg. 

w’in 30’  

Principal Building:  

40’/3 stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

Principal Building:  

40’/3 stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

Attached House 40 feet 

+ 1 foot 

for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

40 feet 

+ 1 foot 

for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

  Principal Building:  

40’/3 stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

Principal Building:  

40’/3 stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

Townhouse 40 feet 

+ 1 foot 

for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

 40 feet + 

1 foot for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

 Principal Building:  

45’/3 stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

Principal Building:  

45’/3 stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

Apartment   40 feet + 

1 foot for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback 

 Principal Building: 

Set by District 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

Principal Building:  

45’/3 stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

Civic Building   40 feet + 

1 foot for 

every 

foot of 

added 

setback5

0’(Streets 

platted 

after 1989) 

 Principal Building: 

Set by District 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

Principal Building: 

40’/3 Stories 

Accessory structure: 

25’ 

 

 

Notes: 

1. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 



 



Residential Business (RB):  Comparison with R-10, OX and NX 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Residential Business District will generally be re-mapped to Office Mixed Use (OX) unless 
there is retail in the area, or a desire for retail as indicated on the Future Land Use Map, in which case 

Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX) would be appropriate. Existing multi-family developments may be re-
mapped to R-10 if no additional density is desired as indicated on the Future Land Use Map.  

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 
not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 

Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

RB R-10 OX NX 

Single-unit living P P P P 

Two-unit living L P P P 

Multi-unit living L P P P 

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L L L L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
L S L L 

Boardinghouse S L L L 

Congregate Care L L L L 

Fraternity/Sorority P  L  



Use (continued) Current 

Development Code 
New Development Code 

RB R-10 OX NX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

  S  

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
  S  

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
  L  

Special Care Facility L S L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
p P P P 

Cemetery L L L  

College/University   P  

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
 L/S S L L 

Commercial Parking L  P  

Family Child Care 

Home 
L L   

Day Care Facility P S L L 

Indoor recreation 

except as listed 

below: 

   P 

Adult Establishment     

Health Club   P P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
  P P 

Medical P  P P 

Office P  P P 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

  P  

Bed and Breakfast S 

 
 L L 



Use (Continued) Current 

Development Code 
New Development Code 

RB R-10 OX NX 

Animal Care (indoor)    L 

Eating 

Establishment 
L  L P 

Retail sales &  

service 
L  L P 

Research and 

Development 
P  P P 

     

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

RB R-10 OX NX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 4,000 Detached  

6,000 Attached  

n/a Townhouse 

15,000 Apartment 

4,000 Civic & Open  

4,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

n/a Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

n/a General 

n/a Mixed Use 

n/a Civic 

5,000 Open Lot 

4,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

n/a  Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

n/a General 

n/a Mixed Use 

n/a Civic 

5,000 Open Lot 

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

45’ Detached  

50’ Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

100’ Apartment 

45’ Civic & Open 

45 Detached 

50 Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

50’ Open 

n/a Other 

45’ Detached 

50’ Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

50’ Open 

n/a Other 

Lot depth 70’  

 

No minimum No minimum No minimum 

Minimum setback requirements  

Primary 

street 

0’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 10’ 

Side street 0’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 10’ 

Side lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

5’ Residential 

5’detached/attached 

0’ or 6’ Townhouse 

0’ or 6’ Apartment 

10’ Civic & Open 

5’ detached/attached 

10’ Open Lot 

0’ or 6’ all others 

5’detached/attached 

10’ Open Lot 

0’ or 6’ all others 

 

Rear lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

20’detached/attach 

20’ Townhouse 

20’ Apartment 

20’ Civic & Open 

20’Detached/attach 

20 Townhouse/Apt. 

0’ or 6’ Other 

20’detached/attached 

20’ Townhouse/Apt. 

0’ or 6’ Other 

Alley n/a 4’-20’ Townhome 4 or 20 Townhouse 

4’ or 20’ Apt 

5’ Other 

4’-20’Det/Att/Twnhs  

5’ Other 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

0’ Non-Residential 

40’ Residential  

n/a n/a n/a 

Aggregate 0’ Non-Residential 10’ 10’ detached/attach 10’ detached/attached 



side yard 10’ Residential 

 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

 RB R-10 OX NX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

n/a n/a No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

N/a n/a No maximum  No maximum 

Height (By Building Type)2 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 Stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’  

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 Stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’  

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 45’  3 stories or 45’  3 stories or 45’  

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 45’  Set by District Set by District 

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

  Set by District  Set by District 

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

 Set by District Set by District 

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 45’  Set by District Set by District 

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

10 Units per acre 10 Units per acre No maximum No maximum 

Notes:  

1. Yard requirements for R-10, RX and OX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for 

an overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum 

and maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

2. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Buffer Commercial (BC):  Comparison with R-10, OX and NX 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Buffer Commercial District will generally be re-mapped to Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX) 
unless there is a specific need to prohibit retail in the area.  Residential-10 may be used for existing 

multi-family developments if additional density is not desired as indicated on the Future Land Use Map.  
Office Mixed Use (OX) may be used if office research and development is indicated on the Future Land 

Use Map.   

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 

not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 
Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

 

 

 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

BC R-10 OX NX 

Single-unit living P P P P 

Two-unit living L P P P 

Multi-unit living L P P P 

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L L L L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
L S L L 

Boardinghouse  L L L 

Congregate Care L L L L 

Fraternity/Sorority P  L  



Use (continued) Current 

Development Code 
New Development Code 

BC R-10 OX NX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

  S  

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
  S  

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L  L  

Special Care Facility L S L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P P 

Cemetery L L L  

College/University P  P  

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/S L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P/L/S S L L 

Commercial Parking P  P  

Family Child Care 

Home 
L L   

Day Care Facility P S L L 

Indoor recreation 

except as listed 

below: 

P   P 

Adult Establishment     

Health Club L  P P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
L  P P 

Medical P  P P 

Office P  P P 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

P  P  

Bed and Breakfast 

 
  L L 



Use (Continued) Current 

Development Code 
New Development Code 

BC R-10 OX NX 

Animal Care (indoor) P   L 

Restaurant/Bar L/P  L P 

Retail sales &  

service 
P/L  L P 

Research and 

Development 
P  P P 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

BC R-10 OX NX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 4,000 Detached  

6,000 Attached  

3,300 Townhouse 

15,000 Apartment 

4,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

3,300 Townhouse 

10,000 Other 

4,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

3,300 Townhouse 

10,000 Other 

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

45’ Detached  

50’ Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

100’ Apartment 

45’ Civic 

45’ Detached 

50’ Attached  

44’ Townhouse 

100’ Other 

45’ Detached 

50’ Attached  

44’ Townhouse 

100’ Other 

Lot depth 70’  

 

No minimum No minimum No minimum 

Minimum setback requirements  

Primary 

street 

30’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 10’ 

Side street ½ depth of front yard of the 

lot which adjoins the rear 

yard (not less than 10 nor 

more than 20’) 

10’ Residential 

20’ 10’ 10’ 

Side lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

5’ Residential 

5’detached 10’ 

attached 

0 or 6’ all others 

5’  

 

5’ 

Rear lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

20’ 10 Detached/attach 

6’ Townhouse/Apt. 

6’ Other 

10’detached/attached 

6’ Townhouse/Apt. 

6’ Other 

Alley n/a 4’-20’ 4-20 Det/Att/Twnhs 

5’ Other 

4’-20’Det/Att/Twnhs  

5’ Other 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

30’ Non-Residential 

40’ Residential 

n/a n/a n/a 

Aggregate 

side yard 

0’ Non-Residential 

10’ Residential 

 

 

 

 

n/a n/a n/a 



 Current Development Code New Development Code 

 BC R-10 NX OX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

n/a n/a No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

N/a n/a No maximum  No maximum 

Height (By Building Type)2 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 Stories or 40’  3 stories or 50’  

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 Stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’  

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

10 Units per acre 10 Units per acre No maximum No maximum 

Notes:  

1. Yard requirements for R-10, NX and OX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for 

an overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum 

and maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

2. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 



Neighborhood Business (NB):  Comparison with R-10, CX and NX 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Neighborhood Business District will generally be re-mapped to R-10 for existing multi-family 
developments if additional density is not desired:  Otherwise Commercial Mixed Use (CX) will be the 

default replacement unless the context warrants it, in which case Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX) might 
be selected.   

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 
not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 

Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current 

Development Code 

New Development Code 

NB R-10 CX NX 

Single-unit living P P P P 

Two-unit living L P P P 

Multi-unit living L P P P 

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L L L L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
L S L L 

Boardinghouse  L L L 

Congregate Care L L L L 

Fraternity/Sorority P  L  



Use (continued) Current 

Development Code 
New Development Code 

NB R-10 CX NX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

  S  

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
L  S  

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L  L  

Special Care Facility L S L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P P 

Cemetery L L L L 

College/University P  P  

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P/L/S S L/S L/S 

Commercial Parking P  P P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
L L L L 

Day Care Facility P S L L 

Indoor recreation 

except as listed 

below: 

P  P P 

Adult Establishment S  S  

Health Club P  P P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P  P P 

Medical P  P P 

Office P  P P 

Outdoor Recreation   P  

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

P  P  

Bed and Breakfast   P P 



Use (Continued) Current 

Development Code 
New Development Code 

NB R-10 CX NX 

Personal Service 

except as listed 

below: 

P  P P 

Animal Care (indoor) S  L L 

Bar/Nightclub P  P  

Eating 

establishment 
  P P 

Retail sales &  

service 
P  P P 

Light Manufacturing L  P  

Research and 

Development 
P  P P 

Vehicle Service, 

Except as listed 

below: 

P  L L 

Vehicle Repair 

(minor) 
P  L L 

Vehicle Repair 

(major) 
P  P  

Car Wash L  L  

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

NB R-10 CX NX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 4,000 Detached  

6,000 Attached  

3,300 Townhouse 

15,000 Apartment 

4,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

3,300 Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

n/a others 

4,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

3,300 Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

n/a others 

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

45’ Detached  

50’ Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

100’ Apartment 

45’ Civic 

45’ Detached 

50’ Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

n/a Others 

45’ Detached 

50’ Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

n/a Others 

Lot depth 70’  

 

No minimum No minimum No minimum 

Minimum setback requirements  

Primary 

street 

30’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ detached, 

attached and 

townhouse 

5’ Others 

10’ detached, attached 

and townhouse 

5’ Others 

Side street ½ depth of front yard of the 

lot which adjoins the rear 

yard (not less than 10 nor 

more than 20’) 

10’ Residential 

10’ 10’ detached, 

attached, 

townhouse 

5’ Others 

10’ detached, attached, 

townhouse 

5’ others 

Side lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

5’ Residential 

5’detached/attached 

0’ or 6’ 

Townhouse/Apt. 

5’ detached/attached 

0’ or 6’ all others 

5’detached/attached 

0’ or 6’  all others 

Rear lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

20’detached/attach 

20’ 

Townhouse/Apt. 

10’ 

Detached/attached 

20’ Townhouse  

0’ or 6’ All Others 

10’detached/attached 

20’ Townhouse 

0’ or 6’ Other 

Alley n/a 4’-20’ 4-20 Det/Att/Twnhs 

5’ All Others 

4’-20’Det/Att/Twnhs  

5’ Other 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

30’ Non-Residential 

40’ Residential 

n/a n/a n/a 

Aggregate 

side yard 

0’ Non-Residential 

10’ Residential 

n/a n/a n/a 



 

 

 

 

 Current Development Code New  Development Code 

 NB R-10 CX OX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

n/a n/a No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

N/a n/a No maximum  No maximum 

Height (By Building Type)2 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 Stories or 40’  3 stories or 50’  

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 Stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’  

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

10 Units per acre 10 Units per acre No maximum No maximum 

Notes:  

1. Yard requirements for R-10, RX and OX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for 

an overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum 

and maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

2. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Office and Institutional-1 (O&I-1) and O&I-2 Developed for 

Multi-Family: Comparison with RX and OX 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Office & Institutional-1 and 2 Districts have been a popular choice for multifamily 
developments, and many properties so zoned are developed for exclusive multi-family use. The 

corresponding districts for such properties in the new UDO are Residential Mixed Use (RX) and  Office 
Mixed-Use (OX) . Which option will be proposed depends on context; specifically, whether or not the 

introduction of office uses through infill or redevelopment would be consistent with both neighborhood 
character and the City’s Future Land Use Map. Both districts provide similar lot and bulk standards but 

differ in terms of permitted uses. Where residential is the preferred use, RX is appropriate. Where office 
and mixed-use are equally preferred to residential, OX provides greater flexibility. 

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 
not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 

Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current Development Code New Development Code 

O&I-1 O&I-2 RX OX 

Single unit living P P P P 

Two-unit living L L P P 

Multi-unit living L L P P 

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L L P L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
P  L L 

Boardinghouse S  L L 

Congregate Care L L L L 

Fraternity/Sorority P P L L 



Use Current Development Code Current Development Code 

O&I-1 O&I-2 RX OX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

   S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
   S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L L L L 

Special Care Facility L L S L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P P 

Cemetery L L L L 

College/University P P  P 

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L P/L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P P L L 

Commercial Parking P P  P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
L L L  

Day Care Facility P P S L 

Health Club L L  P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P P  P 

Medical L L  P 

Office L L  P 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

 P/L  P 

Bed and Breakfast S  L L 

Restaurant/Bar P P L L 

Retail sales &  

service 
L L L L 

Research and 

Development 
   P 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

O&I-1 O&I-2 RX OX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 5,000 4,000 Detached  

4,000 Attached  

2,000 Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

6,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

1,700 Townhouse 

10,000 Other 

Lot width 45’ (residential 

only) 

60’ for corner lots 

45’ (resid. only) 

 

60’ for corner lots 

(resid. only) 

45’ Detached  

45’ Attached house 

24’ Townhouse 

100’ Other 

50’ Detached 

50’ Attached family 

20’ Townhouse 

100’ Other 

Lot depth 70’ (residential 

only) 

70’ (residential only) No minimum No minimum 

Minimum setback requirements  

Primary 

street 

30’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

30’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential  

10’ 10’ 

Side street 5’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

5’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 

Side lot line 5’ Non-Residential 

5’ Residential 

5’ Non-Residential 

10’ Residential 

5’detached/attached 

6’ Townhouse/Apt. 

5’detached/attached 

6’ Townhouse/Apt. 

6’ Other 

Rear lot line 20’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

20’Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’detached/attached 

6’ Townhouse 

 

10’detached/attached 

6’ Townhouse/Apt. 

6’ Other 

Alley n/a n/a 4’-20’Det/Att/Twnhs 4’-20’Det/Att/Twnhs  

5’ Other 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

50’ Non-Residential 

40’ Residential 

50’ Non-Residential 

40’ Residential 

n/a n/a 

Aggregate 

side yard 

20 Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

20 Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

n/a n/a 



 O&I-1 O&I-2 RX OX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

0.75 1.0 n/a No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

25% 30% n/a No maximum 

Height (By Building Type)3 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’  

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’  

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

40 feet + 1 foot for 

every foot of added 

setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

15 (Admin.) 

25 (Planning 

Commission) 

15 (Admin.) 

40 (Planning 

Commission) 

No maximum No maximum 

Notes:  

1. Reduced setbacks and/or additional height may be approved by the City Council in the O&I-2 district. 

2. Yard requirements for RX and OX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for an 

overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum and 

maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

3. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 



Office & Institutional-1 (O&I-1): Comparison with RX, OX, OP, IX  

OVERVIEW 

The existing O&I-1 District has been a popular choice for multifamily developments, and many 
properties so zoned are developed for exclusive multi-family use. The corresponding districts for such 

properties in the new UDO are Residential Mixed Use (RX) and  Office Mixed-Use (OX) . Which option 
will be proposed depends on context; specifically, whether or not the introduction of office uses through 

infill or redevelopment would be consistent with both neighborhood character and the City’s Future 
Land Use Map. Both districts provide similar lot and bulk standards but differ in terms of permitted uses. 

Where residential is preferred, RX is appropriate. Where office and mixed-use are equally preferred to 
residential, OX provides greater flexibility.  OX or Office Park (OP) are the choices for office 

developments, with OP being more restricted to primarily office uses whereas OX allows more of a mix 
of uses.  IX is the appropriate new district for most existing flex-parks or research and development use. 

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is not 

exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in Chapter 6 of the 

UDO. 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

Use Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

O&I-1 RX OX OP IX 

Single unit living P P P   

Two-unit living L P P  P 

Multi-unit living L P P   

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L P L  L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L  L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
P L L  L 

Boardinghouse S L L   

Congregate Care L L L  L 

Fraternity/Sorority P L L  L 



Use (continued) Current Development Code Current Development Code 

O&I-1 RX OX OP IX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

  S  S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
  S  S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L L L  S 

Special Care Facility L S L L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P P P 

Cemetery L L L  L 

College/University P  P P P 

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P P 

Major Utilities     S 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P L L L L 

Commercial Parking P P P  P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
L L    

Day Care Facility P S L L L 

Indoor Recreation, 

except as listed 

below: 

    P 

Adult Establishment     S 

Health Club L  P P P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P  P  P 

Medical L  P P P 

Office L  P P P 

Outdoor Recreation     L 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

  P P P 

Bed and Breakfast S L L  L 



Use (Continued) Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

O&I-1 RX OX OP IX 

Passenger Terminal     P 

Personal Service, 

Except as listed 

below: 

    P 

Animal Care (indoor)     L 

Restaurant/Bar P L L  P 

Retail sales &  

service 
L L L  P 

Vehicle Sales/Rental     P 

Light Industrial     P 

Light Manufacturing     P 

Research and 

Development 
  P P P 

Self-Service Storage     P 

Vehicle Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

    P 

Vehicle Repair 

(minor) 
    P 

Vehicle Repair 

(major) 
    P 

Vehicle Repair 

(commercial vehicle) 
    P 

Car Wash     P 

Warehouse & 

Distribution 
    P 

Outdoor Storage 

Yard for Vehicles 
    S 

Wholesale Trade     P 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

O&I-1 RX OX OP IX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 4,000 Detached  

4,000 Attached  

2,000 Twnhse. 

10,000 Apt. 

6,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

1,700 Townhouse 

10,000 Other 

10,000  10,000 

Lot width 45’ (residential 

only) 

60’ for corner lots 

45’ Detached  

45’ Attached 

24’ Townhouse 

100’ Other 

50’ Detached 

50’ Attached family 

20’ Townhouse 

100’ Other 

100’ 100’ 

Lot depth 70’ (residential 

only) 

No minimum No minimum No minimum No minimum 

Minimum setback requirements 

Primary 

street 

30’ Non-

Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 10’ 10’ 

Side street 5’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 10’ 10’ 

Side lot line 5’ Non-Residential 

5’ Residential 

5’det./attached 

6’ 

Townhouse/Apt 

5’det./attached 

6’ Townhouse/Apt. 

6’ Other 

6’ 6’ 

Rear lot line 20’ Non-

Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’detached/att

ached 

6’ Townhouse 

10’det./attached 

6’ Townhouse 

6’ Other 

6’ 6 

 

Alley n/a 4’-20’Det/Att 

4’ 

townhouse/apt. 

5’ Others 

4’-20’Det/Att 

4’ townhouse/apt. 

5’ Others 

5’ 5’ 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

50’ Non-

Residential 40’ 

Residential 

n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Aggregate 

side yard 

 

20 Non-

Residential 

20’ Residential 

 n/a   



 

 Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

 O&I-1 RX OX OP IX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

0.75 n/a No maximum No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

25% n/a No maximum No maximum No maximum 

Height (By Building Type)2 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’    

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’    

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’    

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’    

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

 

 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

15 (Admin.) 

25 (Planning 

Commission) 

No maximum No maximum 0 Units per acre No maximum 

Notes:  



1. Yard requirements for RX and OX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for an 

overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum and 

maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

2. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Office & Institutional-2 (O&I-2): Comparison with RX, OX, OP, IX  

OVERVIEW 

The existing O&I-2 District has been a popular choice for multifamily developments, and many 
properties so zoned are developed for exclusive multi-family use. The corresponding districts for such 

properties in the new UDO are Residential Mixed Use (RX) and Office Mixed-Use (OX) . Which option will 
be proposed depends on context; specifically, whether or not the introduction of office uses through 

infill or redevelopment would be consistent with both neighborhood character and the City’s Future 
Land Use Map. Both districts provide similar lot and bulk standards but differ in terms of permitted uses. 

Where residential is the preferred use, RX is appropriate. Where office and mixed-use are equally 
preferred to residential, OX provides greater flexibility.  OX or Office Park (OP) are the choices for office 

developments, with OP being more restricted to primarily office uses whereas OX allows more of a mix 
of uses.  IX is the appropriate new district for most existing flex-parks or research and development use. 

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is not 

exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in Chapter 6 of the 

UDO. 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

Use Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

O&I-2 RX OX OP IX 

Single unit living P P P   

Two-unit living L P P  P 

Multi-unit living L P P   

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L P L  L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L  L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
 L L  L 

Boardinghouse  L L   

Congregate Care L L L  L 

Fraternity/Sorority P L L  L 



Use (continued) Current Development Code Current Development Code 

O&I-2 RX OX OP IX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

  S  S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
  S  S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L L L  S 

Special Care Facility L S L L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P P P 

Cemetery L L L  L 

College/University P  P P P 

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P P 

Major Utilities     S 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P L L L L 

Commercial Parking P P P  P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
L L    

Day Care Facility P S L L L 

Indoor Recreation, 

except as listed 

below: 

    P 

Adult Establishment     S 

Health Club L  P P P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P  P  P 

Medical L  P P P 

Office L  P P P 

Outdoor Recreation     L 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

P/L  P P P 

Bed and Breakfast  L L  L 



Use (Continued) Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

O&I-2 RX OX OP IX 

Passenger Terminal     P 

Personal Service, 

Except as listed 

below: 

    P 

Animal Care (indoor)     L 

Restaurant/Bar P L L  P 

Retail sales &  

service 
L L L  P 

Vehicle Sales/Rental     P 

Light Industrial     P 

Light Manufacturing     P 

Research and 

Development 
  P P P 

Self-Service Storage     P 

Vehicle Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

    P 

Vehicle Repair 

(minor) 
    P 

Vehicle Repair 

(major) 
    P 

Vehicle Repair 

(commercial vehicle) 
    P 

Car Wash     P 

Warehouse & 

Distribution 
    P 

Outdoor Storage 

Yard for Vehicles 
    S 

Wholesale Trade     P 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

O&I-2 RX OX OP IX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 4,000 Detached  

6,000 Attached  

3,300 Twnhse. 

10,000 Apt. 

6,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

3,300 Townhouse 

10,000 Apt. 

n/a other 

10,000  n/a 

Lot width 45’ (residential 

only) 

60’ for corner lots 

45’ Detached  

50’ Attached 

16’ Townhouse 

n/a Other 

45’ Detached 

50’ Attached family 

16’ Townhouse 

n/a Other 

100’ n/a 

Lot depth 70’ (residential 

only) 

No minimum No minimum No minimum No minimum 

Minimum setback requirements 

Primary 

street 

30’ Non-

Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 10’ 10’ 

Side street 5’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ 10’ 10’ 10’ 

Side lot line 5’ Non-Residential 

5’ Residential 

5’det./attached 

6’ 

Townhouse/Apt 

5’det./attached 

6’ Townhouse/Apt. 

6’ Other 

6’ 6’ 

Rear lot line 20’ Non-

Residential 

20’ Residential 

20’detached/ 

attached/ 

townhouse 

0’ or 6’ others 

20’det./attached/ 

Townhouse 

0’ or 6’ other 

6’ 6 

 

Alley n/a 4’-20’Det/Att 

4’ 

townhouse/apt 

5’ others 

4’-20’Det/Att 

4’ townhouse/apt  

5’ others 

5’ 5’ 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

50’ Non-

Residential 40’ 

Residential 

n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Aggregate 20 Non-  n/a   



side yard 

 

 

Residential 

20’ Residential 

 Current 

Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

 O&I-2 RX OX OP IX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

1.0 n/a No maximum No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

30% n/a No maximum No maximum No maximum 

Height (By Building Type)3 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’    

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3  stories or 40’  3 stories or 40’    

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’    

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’    

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

 

 

40 feet + 1 foot 

for every foot of 

added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

15 (Admin.) 

40 (Planning 

Commission) 

No maximum No maximum 0 Units per acre No maximum 



 

 

 

Notes:  

1. Reduced setbacks and/or additional height may be approved by the City Council in the O&I-2 district. 

2. Yard requirements for RX and OX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for an 

overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum and 

maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

3. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Office & Institutional-3 (O&I-3):  Comparison with OX 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Office & Institutional-3 District will generally be re-mapped to Office Mixed Use (OX). 

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 

not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 
Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current Development Code New Development Code 

O&I-3 OX 

Single-unit living  P 

Two-unit living  P 

Multi-unit living  P 

Multi-unit supportive housing 

residence 
 L 

Supportive housing residence  L 

Group Living, except as listed 

below: 
 L 

Boardinghouse  L 

Congregate Care  L 

Fraternity/Sorority  L 

Social Service, except as 

listed below: 
 S 

Emergency Shelter Type A  S 

Emergency Shelter Type B  S 

Special Care Facility L L 

Civic, except as listed below: P P 

Cemetery L L 

College/University P P 

School: public / private (K-12) P/L L 

Parks & Open Space P P 

Minor Utilities P P 



Use (continued) Current Development Code New Development Code 

O&I-3 OX 

Telecommunication Tower P/L/S L 

Commercial Parking P P 

Family Child Care Home   

Day Care Facility P L 

Indoor recreation except as 

listed below: 
P  

Adult Establishment   

Health Club L P 

Indoor Sports Academy  P 

Medical P/L P 

Office L P 

Overnight Lodging, except as 

listed below: 
 P 

Bed and Breakfast  L 

Restaurant/Bar L L 

Retail sales &  service L L 

Research & Development P P 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

O&I-3 OX 

Minimum Lot Requirements 

Lot area (square feet) 5,000 4’000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

3,300 Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

n/a others 

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

45’ Detached 

50’ Attached 

16’ Townhouse 

n/a Other 

Lot depth 

 

 

 

 

70’ No minimum 



 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

O&I-3 OX 

Minimum Setback Requirements 

Primary street 50’ if adjoining or across from  a 

residential district or dwelling 

30’ Otherwise 

10’ detached/attached/townhouse 

5’ apartment 

n/a others 

Side street 50’ if adjoining or across from  a 

residential district or dwelling 

30’ Otherwise 

10’ detached/attached/townhouse 

5’ others 

Side lot line 10’ or 

50’ if adjacent to a residential     

district or dwelling 

5’ detached/attached 

0’ or 6’ Other 

Rear lot line 50’ when adjacent to or across from 

a dwelling 

30’ Otherwise 

20’ detached/attached/townhouse 

0’ or 6’ Other 

Alley n/a 4’-20’  detached/attached/townhouse 

4’ apartment 

5’ other 

Aggregate front/rear 50’-100’ n/a 

Aggregate side yard 20’100’ n/a 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area ratio n/a No maximum 

Building coverage N/a No maximum 

Height (By Building Type)1 

Detached House  3 stories or 50’ 

Attached House  3 stories or 50’ 

Townhouse  3 stories or 50’ 

Apartment  3 stories or 50’ 

General Building 25’ 3 stories or 50’ 

Mixed use Building 25’ 3 stories or 50’ 

Civic Building 25’ 3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential density 

(DU/Acre) 

0 Units per acre No maximum 

Notes:  

1. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Shopping Center (SC):  Comparison with CX and IX 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Shopping Center District will generally be re-mapped to Commercial Mixed Use (CX) unless 
the existing use patterns make Industrial Mixed Use (IX) a better fit  

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 
not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 

Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

SC CX IX 

Single-unit living P P  

Two-unit living L P  

Multi-unit living L P P 

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L L L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
L L L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
L L L 

Boardinghouse  L  

Congregate Care L L L 

Fraternity/Sorority P L L 



Use (continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

SC CX IX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

 S S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
 S S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L L L 

Special Care Facility L L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P 

Cemetery L L L 

College/University P P P 

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P 

Major Utilities P/L  S 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
S L L 

Commercial Parking P P P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
L   

Day Care Facility P L L 

Indoor recreation 

except as listed 

below: 

P P P 

Adult Establishment S S S 

Health Club P P P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P P P 

Medical P P P 

Office P P P 

Outdoor Recreation 

 

 

 

L L L 



Use (Continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

SC CX IX 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

P P P 

Bed and Breakfast  L L 

Passenger Terminal P P P 

Personal Service 

except as listed 

below: 

P P P 

Animal Care (indoor) S L L 

Restaurant/Bar P P P 

Retail sales &  

service 
P P P 

Vehicle Sales/Rental P P P 

Light Industrial   P 

Light Manufacturing L P P 

Research & 

Development 
P P P 

Self-Service Storage L  P 

Vehicle Service, 

Except as listed 

below: 

P P P 

Vehicle Repair 

(minor) 
P P P 

Vehicle Repair 

(major) 
P P P 

Vehicle Repair 

(commercial vehicle) 
P  P 

Car Wash P P P 

Warehouse & 

Distribution 
  P 

Outdoor storage 

yard for vehicles 
  S 

Wholesale Trade 

 
  P 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

SC CX IX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 4,000 Detached  

6,000 Attached  

n/a Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

n/a other Building Types 

n/a 

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

45’ Detached  

50’ Attached  

16’ Townhouse 

n/a All Others 

n/a 

Lot depth 70’  

 

No minimum No minimum 

 

Primary 

street 

15’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

10’ Detached & Attached 

10’ Townhouse 

5’ Apartment 

5’ General Building 

5’ Mixed Use Building 

10’ Civic & Open Lot 

3’ General Building 

5’ Mixed Use Building 

10’ Civic and Open Lot 

Side street 15’ Non-Residential 

10’ Residential 

10’ Detached & Attached 

10’ Townhouse 

5’ Apartment 

5’ General Building 

5’ Mixed Use Building 

10’ Civic & Open Lot 

3’ General Building 

5’ Mixed Use Building 

10’ Civic and Open Lot 

Side lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

5’ Residential 

5’ Detached & Attached 

10’ Open Lot 

0’ or 6’ All others 

 

10’ Open Lot 

0’ or 6’ Other 

Rear lot line 0’ Non-Residential 

20’ Residential 

20’Detached & Attached 

20’ Townhouse 

10’ Open Lot 

0’ or 6’ All Others 

10’ Open Lot’ 

O’ or 6’ Other 

    

Aggregate 

front/rear 

30’ Non-Residential 

40’ Residential 

n/a n/a 



Aggregate 

side yard 

0’ Non-Residential 

10’ Residential 

 

n/a 

 

n/a 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

 SC CX IX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

n/a No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

N/a No maximum No maximum  

Height (By Building Type) 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 40’ w/out frontage 3 Stories or 40’ w/out frontage 

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 40’ w/out frontage 3 Stories or 40’ w/out frontage 

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 3 stories or 50’ w/out frontage 

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

40 Units per acre No maximum No maximum 

Notes:  

1. Yard requirements for CX and IX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for an 

overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum and 

maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 



Business (BUS):  Comparison with DX and OX 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Business District will generally be rezoned Downtown Mixed Use (DX) except in areas where 
retail is not contemplated, such as in certain edge areas near neighborhoods.   

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 
not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 

Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

BUS DX OX 

Single-unit living P  P 

Two-unit living L  P 

Multi-unit living L p P 

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

P L L 

Supportive housing 

residence 
P L L 

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
P L L 

Boardinghouse  L  

Congregate Care L L L 

Fraternity/Sorority P  L 



Use (continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

BUS DX OX 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

L  S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
L S S 

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L L L 

Special Care Facility L L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P 

Cemetery L L L 

College/University P P P 

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L L 

Parks & Open Space P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P/L/S S L 

Commercial Parking P P P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
L   

Day Care Facility P P L 

Indoor recreation 

except as listed 

below: 

P P  

Adult Establishment S S  

Health Club P P P 

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P P P 

Medical P P P 

Office P P P 

Outdoor Recreation 

 

 

 

 

 L  



Use (Continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

BUS DX OX 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

P P P 

Bed and Breakfast  L L 

Passenger Terminal P P  

Animal Care (indoor) S L  

Restaurant/Bar P P L 

Retail sales &  

service 
P P L 

Vehicle Sales/Rental P P  

Light Manufacturing L P  

Research & 

Development 
L P P 

Self-Service Storage L   

Vehicle Service, 

Except as listed 

below: 

P   

Vehicle Repair 

(minor) 
P P  

Vehicle Repair 

(major) 
P P  

Vehicle Repair 

(commercial vehicle) 
P   

Car Wash L/P   

Warehouse & 

Distribution 
P   

Wholesale Trade 

 
P   

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

BUS DX OX 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area 

(square 

feet) 

5,000 n/a 4,000 Detached 

6,000 Attached 

3,300 Townhouse 

10,000 Apartment 

Others n/a 

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

n/a 45’ Detached 

50’ Attached 

44’ Townhouse 

100’ Other 

Others n/a 

Lot depth 70’  

 

No minimum No minimum 

Minimum setback requirements 

Primary 

street 

0’ 5’ detached, attached, 

townhouse, apartment 

3’ general, mixed use 

 

10’ detached/attached/townhouse 

5’ apartment/general/mixed use 

 

Side street 0’ 5’ detached, attached, 

townhouse, apartment 

3’ general, mixed use 

10’ detached, attached, townhouse 

5’ apartment, general, mixed use 

Side lot line 0’ 3’ 

 
5’ detached/attached 

 0 or 6’ all others 

Rear lot line 0’  3’ 10’ detached/attached 

20’ Townhouse 

0’ or 6’ Other 

Alley 0’ 4’-20’ Townhome 

5’ All Others 

4’-20 Detached/Attached 

4’ townhouse/apartment 

5’ Other 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

n/a  n/a n/a 

Aggregate 

side yard 

 

 

0’  

 

 

 

n/a 

 

 

 

n/a 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

 BUS DX OX 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

n/a No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

N/a No maximum No maximum  

Height (By Building Type)2 

Detached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 40’ 3 Stories or 50’  

Attached 

House 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 40’ 3 Stories or 40’  

Townhouse 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Apartment 40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

10 Units per acre No maximum No maximum 

Notes:  

1. Yard requirements for DX and OX assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for an 

overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum and 

maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

2. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Industrial-1 (I-1):  Comparison with IX, OP and IH 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Industrial-1 District will generally be re-mapped to Industrial Mixed Use (IX) unless primarily 
used for offices today.  In those areas with a predominately office use, Office Park (OP) may be the best 

replacement district.  In areas where retail is not desired or where there are existing heavy-industrial 
uses, the properties will be re-mapped to Heavy Industrial (IH).  

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 
not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 

Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

I-1 IX OP IH 

Single-unit living     

Two-unit living     

Multi-unit living  P   

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

P L   

Supportive housing 

residence 
 L   

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
 L   

Boardinghouse     

Congregate Care  L   

Fraternity/Sorority  L   



Use (continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

I-1 IX OP IH 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

P S   

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
L S  L 

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L L  L 

Special Care Facility L L L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P P 

Cemetery L L  L 

College/University P P P  

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L L  

Parks & Open Space P P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P P 

Major Utilities P S  S 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P/L/S L L L 

Commercial Parking P P  P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
    

Day Care Facility P L L  

Indoor recreation 

except as listed 

below: 

P P   

Adult Establishment S S  S 

Health Club P P P  

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P P   

Medical P P P  

Office P P P  

Outdoor Recreation 

 

 

 

P L  L 



Use (Continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

I-1 IX OP IH 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

P P P  

Bed and Breakfast  L   

Passenger Terminal P P  P 

Personal Service 

except as listed 

below: 

P P   

Animal Care (indoor) P L  L 

Animal Care 

(outdoor) 
P   L 

Restaurant/Bar P P  P 

Retail sales &  

service 
P P   

Vehicle Sales/Rental P P  P 

Heavy Industrial    P 

Light Industrial P P  P 

Light Manufacturing P P  P 

Research & 

Development 
P P P P 

Self-Service Storage P P  P 

Vehicle Service, 

Except listed below: 
P P  P 

Vehicle Repair 

(minor) 
P P   

Vehicle Repair 

(major) 
P P   

Vehicle Repair 

(commercial vehicle) 
P    

Car Wash P P  L 

Warehouse & 

Distribution 
P P  P 

Waste-Related 

Service 
P    

Outdoor storage 

yard for vehicles 
S   S 



Use (continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

I-1 IX OP IH 

Wholesale Trade 

 
P P  P 

Agriculture, except 

as listed below: 
P   P 

Restricted 

Agriculture 
P   P 

Resource Extraction P   S 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

I-1 IX OP IH 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area (sq. 

feet) 

5,000 No minimum No minimum No minimum  

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

No minimum No minimum No minimum 

Lot depth 70’  No minimum No minimum No minimum 

 

Primary 

street 

0’ 3’  5’ 50’ 

Side street 0’ 3’ 5’ 50’ 

Side lot line 0’ 0 or 6’ 0’ or 6’ 0’  

Rear lot line 0’ 0’ or 6’ 0’ or 6’ 0’  

Alley 0’ 5’  5’ n/a’ 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

0’ n/a n/a 70’ 

Aggregate 

side yard 

0’ 

 

n/a n/a 40’ 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

n/a No maximum No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

N/a No maximum No maximum No maximum  

Height (By Building Type)2 

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

0 Units per acre No maximum 

(residential only 

permitted in mixed 

use building) 

0 Units per acre 0 Units per acre 

 



 

Notes:   

1. Yard requirements for IX and IH assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for an 

overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum and 

maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

2. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Industrial-2 (I-2):  Comparison with IX and IH 

OVERVIEW 

The existing Industrial-2 District will generally be re-mapped to Industrial Mixed Use (IX).  In areas where 
retail is not desired or where there are existing heavy-industrial uses, the properties will be re-mapped 

to Heavy Industrial (IH).  

PERMITTED USES 

The following table provides an overview of common permitted uses in each district. The list below is 

not exhaustive. For more detailed information regarding permitted uses, consult the use table in 
Chapter 6 of the UDO. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Limited Use subject to standards     S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 

Use Current Development 

Code 

New Development Code 

I-2 IX IH 

Single-unit living    

Two-unit living    

Multi-unit living  P  

Multi-unit 

supportive housing 

residence 

L L  

Supportive housing 

residence 
 L  

Group Living, except 

as listed below: 
 L  

Boardinghouse    

Congregate Care  L  

Fraternity/Sorority  L  



Use (continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

I-2 IX IH 

Social Service, 

except as listed 

below: 

 S  

Emergency Shelter 

Type A 
L S L 

Emergency Shelter 

Type B 
L L L 

Special Care Facility L L L 

Civic, except as 

listed below: 
P P P 

Cemetery L L L 

College/University P P  

School: public / 

private (K-12) 
P/L L  

Parks & Open Space P P P 

Minor Utilities P P P 

Major Utilities P S S 

Telecommunication 

Tower 
P/L/S L L 

Commercial Parking P P P 

Family Child Care 

Home 
   

Day Care Facility P L  

Indoor recreation 

except as listed 

below: 

P P  

Adult Establishment S S S 

Health Club P P  

Indoor Sports 

Academy 
P P  

Medical P P  

Office P P  

Outdoor Recreation 

 

 

 

P L L 



Use (Continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

I-2 IX IH 

Overnight Lodging, 

except as listed 

below: 

P P  

Bed and Breakfast  L  

Passenger Terminal P P P 

Personal Service 

except as listed 

below: 

P P  

Animal Care (indoor) P L L 

Animal Care 

(outdoor) 
P  L 

Restaurant/Bar P P P 

Retail sales &  

service 
P P  

Vehicle Sales/Rental P P P 

Heavy Industrial P  P 

Light Industrial P P P 

Light Manufacturing P P P 

Research & 

Development 
P P P 

Self-Service Storage P P P 

Vehicle Service, 

Except listed below: 
P P P 

Vehicle Repair 

(minor) 
P P  

Vehicle Repair 

(major) 
P P  

Vehicle Repair 

(commercial vehicle) 
P   

Car Wash P P L 

Warehouse & 

Distribution 
P P P 

Waste-Related 

Service 
P   

Outdoor storage 

yard for vehicles 
S  S 



Use (continued) Current Development 

Code 
New Development Code 

I-2 IX IH 

Wholesale Trade 

 
P P P 

Agriculture, except 

as listed below: 
P  P 

Restricted 

Agriculture 
P  P 

Resource Extraction P  S 

P = Principal permitted use     L = Permitted subject to conditions      S = Permitted via Special Use Permit 

 



LOT, BULK AND DENSITY STANDARDS 

 Current Development Code New Development Code 

I-2 IX IH 

Minimum lot requirements 

Lot area (sq. 

feet) 

5,000 10,000  No minimum  

Lot width 45’ 

60’ corner 

100’  No minimum 

Lot depth 70’  No minimum No minimum 

 

Primary 

street 

0’ 10’  

 

50’ 

Side street 0’ 10’ 50’ 

Side lot line 0’ 6’ 0’ 

Rear lot line 0’ 6’ 0’ 

Alley 0’ 5’  n/a’ 

Aggregate 

front/rear 

0’ n/a 70’ 

Aggregate 

side yard 

0’ 

 

n/a 

 

40’ 

Floor area ratio and building coverage for office buildings 

Floor area 

ratio 

n/a No maximum No maximum 

Building 

coverage 

N/a No maximum No maximum  

Height (By Building Type) 

General 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Mixed use 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Civic 

Building 

40 feet + 1 foot for every 

foot of added setback 

3 stories or 50’  3 stories or 50’  

Density                                                                                                   

Residential 

density 

(DU/Acre) 

0 Units per acre No maximum 0 Units per acre 

Notes:   



1. Yard requirements for IX and IH assume no frontage is applied. See the Frontage Quick Guide for an 

overview of how the different frontage options impact yard requirements, including both minimum and 

maximum setbacks for parking areas and buildings. 

2. Greater height is achieved in the mixed use districts through the application of height categories. 

 



Planning & 
Development 

Rezoning Application 

Development Services 
Customer Service Center 

One Exchange Plaza 
1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400 

Raleigh, North Carolina 27601 
Phone 919-996-2495 

Fax 919-516-2685 

· Rezoning Request OFFICE USE ONLY 

[8l General Use D Conditional Use D Master Plan 

Existing Zoning Classifications: 

Certain districts permitting high-density and non-residential uses, as described in Chapter 10 of the City of 
Raleigh Code of Ordinances: 

Residential-15, Residential-20, Residential-30, Special Residential-30, Residential Business (RB), Office & 
lnstitution-1 (O&l-1), Office & lnstitution-2 (0&1-2), Office & lnstitution-3 (O&l-3), Buffer Commercial 
(BC), Shopping Center (SC), Neighborhood Business (NB), Business (B), Thoroughfare District (TD), 
lndustrial-1 (1-1), lndustrial-2 (1-2) 

Certain Overlay Districts as described in Chapter 10 of the City of Raleigh Code of Ordinances: 

Downtown Overlay District (DOD), Historic Overlay District (HOD), Pedestrian Business Overlay District 
(PBOD), Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay District (PDD), Special Highway Overlay District-
3 (SHOD-3), Special Highway Overlay District-4 (SHOD-4) 

Proposed Zoning Classification Base Districts: 

Certain residential, mixed-use, and special districts as described in the City of Raleigh Unified Development 
Ordinance: 

Residential Mixed Use (RX), Office Park (OP), Office Mixed use (OX), Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX), 
Commercial Mixed Use (CX), Downtown Mixed Use (DX), Industrial Mixed Use (IX), Heavy Industrial (IH), 
Planned Development (PD), or Campus (CMP), as delineated online at the remapping viewer: 
http:Umaps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; also on file at the City of Raleigh Department of Planning & 
Development 

Proposed Height Classifications (pertaining to Mixed Use Districts): 

3, 4, 5, 7, 12, 20, or 40 stories; as defined in UDO Article 3.3, and as delineated at the online remapping 
viewer: http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; also on file at the City of Raleigh Department of Planning 
& Development 

Proposed Frontage Classifications (pertaining to Mixed Use Districts): 

Parkway, Detached, Parking Limited, Green, Urban Limited, Urban General, or Shopfront; as delineated 
at the online remapping viewer: http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; also on file at the City of Raleigh 
Planning Department 

If the property has been previously rezoned, provide the rezoning case number. 

Multiple cases (1959 to 2013) 

' 

Transaction Number 

409990 
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Provide all previous transaction numbers for Coordinated Team Reviews, Due Diligence Sessions or 
Pre-Submittal Conferences. 

409990 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Property Addresses: 

Multiple, as delineated at remapping viewer: http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; 

also on file at the City of Raleigh Department of Planning & Development 

PINs: Deed Reference (Book/Page): 

Date: 

October 9, 2014 

Multiple, as delineated at remapping viewer: 
http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; 

Multiple, as delineated at remapping viewer: 
http:Umaps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; 

also on file at the City of Raleigh Department of Planning & 
Development 

also on file at the City of Raleigh Department of Planning & 
Development 

Nearest Intersections: 

Multiple, as delineated at remapping viewer: http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; 

also on file at the City of Raleigh Department of Planning & Development 

Property Owners/Addresses: 

Delineated at remapping viewer: 
http:Umaps.raleighnc.gov/remapping; 

also on file at the City of Raleigh Department of Planning & 
Development 

Project Contact Person/Address: 

Ken Bowers 

Interim Planning and Development Director 

Department of Planning and Development 

PO Box 590 

Raleigh, NC 27602 

Phone 

Email 

Phone: (919) 996-6363 

Email: rezoning@raleighnc.gov 

Email: rezoning@raleighnc.gov 

Page 2 of 5 www.raleighnc.gov 

Property size (in acres) 
Varies 

Fax 

Fax: (919) 516-2684 
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Planning & 
Development 

Development Services 
Customer Service Center 

One Exchange Plaza 
1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400 

Raleigh, North Carolina 27601 
Phone 919-996-2495 

Fax 919-516-2685 

Rezoning Application Addendum 

Comprehensive Plan Analysis~:; 
- ~ " Si\~ ~ 

The applicant is asked to analyze the impact of the rezoning request. State Statutes require that the 
rezoning either be consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan, or that the request be reasonable 
and in the public interest. 

, STATEMENT OF CONSISTENCY 

OFFICE USE ONLY 

Transaction Number 

409990 

Zoning Case Number 

Z-27-14 

Provide brief statements regarding whether the rezoning request is consistent with the future land use designation, the urban form map and 
any applicable policies contained within the 2030 Comprehensive Plan. 

1. The proposed rezoning seeks specifically to implement Ordinance (2013) 151 TC 357, adopted by the Raleigh City Council on 
February 18, 2013, which recognizes that: 

The City of Raleigh adopted a new Comprehensive Plan in 2009 calling for more of the City's growth to be directed away 
from rural and environmentally sensitive lands, and towards major transit corridors and walkable mixed use settings; 

The City has not undertaken a major revision to the development code in over 40 years; the current development code 
does not provide the necessary tools to implement the land use and development policies of the Comprehensive Plan; 
Modern development codes are producing better development outcomes by focusing more on the form of buildings than 
on use and density; 

The Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) incorporates the best of the existing code with contemporary best practices, 
and is consistent with the vision, goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan. 

2. Assignment of the respective proposed districts has been guided by defined Principles, which specifically reference 
implementing the Comprehensive Plan. 
The other Principles include: 

Maintaining or enhancing existing property value. 
Putting existing land uses in districts only where they are permitted. 

Being sensitive to context; avoiding jarring transitions in height, use or intensity. 
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PUBLIC BENEFITS 

Provide brief statements regarding the public benefits derived as a result of the rezoning request. 

1. Rezoning to new UDO districts will simplify City administration of development activity. Part 10 Chapter 2 of the City Code 
can only be repealed in its entirety from the City's Code only when there are no legacy zoning districts remaining on the 
Official Zoning Map. Until then, both Chapter 10 and the UDO are in effect, respective of previous district designation. 
Residential districts from R-1 to R-10, and all properties already rezoned the UDO mixed use districts through privately-
initiated rezoning, are already subject to UDO zoning provisions. Full rezoning will eliminate complexity and potential 
confusion resulting from the present ned to rely on two sets of standards for governing City growth. 

2. Rezoning affords the opportunity for fixing past problems with zoning designations, including: 

Disconnects between zoning boundaries and development/lot patterns 

Poorly/erroneously drawn boundaries 

Over-zoned neighborhoods 

URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES 

If the property to be rezoned is shown as a "mixed use center'' or located along a Main Street or Transit Emphasis Corridor as shown on the 
Urban Form Map in the Comprehensive Plan, the applicant must respond to the Urban Design Guidelines contained in the 2030 
Comprehensive Plan. 

Adherence to each of the Guidelines below shall be applied as required, in accordance with the respective design and use 
standards of the Unified Development Ordinance, Chapters 1 through 12. 

1. All Mixed-Use developments should generally provide retail (such as eating establishments, food stores, and banks), and other such uses as 
office and residential within walking distance of each other. Mixed uses should be arranged in a compact and pedestrian friendly form. 

2. Within all Mixed-Use Areas buildings that are adjacent to lower density neighborhoods should transition (height, design, distance and/or 
landscaping) to the lower heights or be comparable in height and massing. 

3. A mixed use area's road network should connect directly into the neighborhood road network of the surrounding community, providing multiple 
paths for movement to and through the mixed use area. In this way, trips made from the surrounding residential neighborhood(s) to the mixed 
use area should be possible without requiring travel along a major thoroughfare or arterial. 

4. Streets should interconnect within a development and with adjoining development. Cul-de-sacs or dead-end streets are generally discouraged 
except where topographic conditions and/or exterior lot line configurations offer no practical alternatives for connection or through traffic. Street 
stubs should be provided with development adjacent to open land to provide for future connections. Streets should be planned with due regard 
to the designated corridors shown on the Thoroughfare Plan. 

5. New development should be comprised of blocks of public and/or private streets (including sidewalks). Block faces should have a length 
generally not exceeding 660 feet. Where commercial driveways are used to create block structure, they should include the same pedestrian 
amenities as public or private streets. 

6. A primary task of all urban architecture and landscape design is the physical definition of streets and public spaces as places of shared use. 
Streets should be lined by buildings rather than parking lots and should provide interest especially for pedestrians. Garage entrances and/or 
loading areas should be located at the side or rear of a property. 

7. Buildings should be located close to the pedestrian-oriented street (within 25 feet of the curb), with off-street parking behind and/or beside the 
buildings. When a development plan is located along a high volume corridor without on-street parking, one bay of parking separating the 
building frontage along the corridor is a preferred option. 

8. If the site is located at a street intersection, the main building or main part of the building should be placed at the comer. Parking, loading or 
service should not be located at an intersection. 

9. To ensure that urban open space is well-used, it is essential to locate and design it carefully. The space should be located where it is visible 
and easily accessible from public areas (building entrances, sidewalks). Take views and sun exposure into account as well. 
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10. New urban spaces should contain direct access from the adjacent streets. They should be open along the adjacent sidewalks and allow for 
multiple points of entry. They should also be visually permeable from the sidewalk, allowing passersby to see directly into the space. 

11. The perimeter of urban open spaces should consist of active uses that provide pedestrian traffic for the space including retail, cafes, and 
restaurants and higher-density residential. 

12. A properly defined urban open space is visually enclosed by the fronting of buildings to create an outdoor "room" that is comfortable to users. 

13. New public spaces should provide seating opportunities. 

. 14. Parking lots should not dominate the frontage of pedestrian-oriented streets, interrupt pedestrian routes, or negatively impact surrounding 
developments. 

15. Parking lots should be located behind or in the interior of a block whenever possible. Parking lots should not occupy more than 113 of the 
frontage of the adjacent building or not more than 64 feet, whichever is less. 

16. Parking structures are clearly an important and necessary element of the overall urban infrastructure but, given their utilitarian elements, can 
give serious negative visual effects. New structures should merit the same level of materials and finishes as that a principal building would, care 
in the use of basic design elements cane make a significant improvement. 

17. Higher building densities and more intensive land uses should be within walking distance of transit stops, permitting public transit to become a 
viable alternative to the automobile. 

18. Convenient, comfortable pedestrian access between the transit stop and the building entrance should be planned as part of the overall 
pedestrian network. 

19. All development should respect natural resources as an essential component of the human environment. The most sensitive landscape areas, 
both environmentally and visually, are steep slopes greater than 15 percent, watercourses, and floodplains. Any development in these areas 
should minimize intervention and maintain the natural condition except under extreme circumstances. Where practical, these features should be 
conserved as open space amenities and incorporated in the overall site design. 

20. It is the intent of these guidelines to build streets-that are integral components of community design. Public and private streets, as well as 
commercial driveways that serve as primary pedestrian pathways to building entrances, should be designed as the main public spaces of the 
City and should be scaled for pedestrians. 

21. Sidewalks should be 5-8 feet wide in residential areas and located on both sides of the street. Sidewalks in commercial areas and Pedestrian 
Business Overlays should be a minimum of 14-18 feet wide to accommodate sidewalk uses such as vendors, merchandising and outdoor 
seating. 

22. Streets should be designed with street trees planted in a manner appropriate to their function. Commercial streets should have trees which 
complement the face of the buildings and which shade the sidewalk. Residential streets should provide for an appropriate canopy, which 
shadows both the street and sidewalk, and serves as a visual buffer between the street and the home. The typical width of the street landscape 
strip is 6-8 feet. This width ensures healthy street trees, precludes tree roots from breaking the sidewalk, and provides adequate pedestrian 
buffering. Street trees should be at least 6 114" caliper and should be consistent with the City's landscaping, lighting and street sight distance 
requirements. 

23. Buildings should define the streets spatially. Proper spatial definition should be achieved with buildings or other architectural elements 
(including certain tree plantings) that make up the street edges aligned in a disciplined manner with an appropriate ratio of height to width. 

24. The primary entrance should be both architecturally and functionally on the front facade of any building facing the primary public street. Such 
entrances shall be designed to convey their prominence on the fronting facade. 

25. The ground level of the building should offer pedestrian interest along sidewalks. This includes windows entrances, and architectural details. 
Signage, awnings, and ornamentation are encouraged. 

26. The sidewalks should be the principal place of pedestrian movement and casual social interaction. Designs and uses should be complementary 
to that function. 
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Section 2: UDO Excerpts 
This section contains excerpts from the Unified Development Ordinance for reference. 
These reference sheets will be helpful in reaching a decision regarding zoning districts, 
where a clear choice may not be obvious.  
 
The table of permitted uses from the UDO is included. Where a use is designated with a 
“P” in the table, it is a permitted use. Where the use is designated with an “L” additional 
standards are required. These standards are enumerated in chapter 6 of the UDO. 
Where a use is designated with an “S” a special use permit is required. If the cell is 
blank, the use is not permitted in the district.  
 
Also included are reference materials for height categories and frontages. These two 
components are new tools in the zoning code. There are seven height districts that 
provide a maximum number of stories and measurement in feet.  
 
a. UDO Table of Permitted Uses 

b. Height and Frontage Standards 
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Section 2b: Height and Frontage 
Height and frontage are two new tools contained in the UDO. These are a part of the 
zoning district. Every mixed use district must contain a base mixed use district and a 
height district. The frontage is optional, with guidance found on the Urban Form Map in 
the Comprehensive Plan.  Below are some basic facts regarding height and frontage. 
 
Height 

• Height standards are found in section 3.3 of the UDO 
• There are seven height districts that provide a maximum number of stories and 

measurement in feet.  
• Any building in excess of seven stories must provide a stepback.  
• Properties zoned with a -7 or -12 story district must contain a building with at 

least two stories.  
• Properties zoned with a -20 or -40 story district must contain a building with at 

least three stories.  
 

Frontage 
• Frontage standards are found in section 3.4 of the UDO and in the building type 

standards in Chapter 3. 
• Frontages specify the relationship between the building and right-of-way 
• The Urban frontages are Shopfront, Urban General, Urban Limited and Green 
• Properties with an Urban Frontage may not have a ground-level exposed parking 

garage 
• The Parking Limited frontage cannot contain buildings taller than 7 stories 
• Almost all frontages require a street-facing entrance 
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Section 3: Comprehensive Plan 
This section includes a custom map that combines the future land use map and the 
urban form map. The future land use map provides policy guidance for the base zoning 
district; the urban form map provides policy guidance for applying frontages.  
 

a. 2030 Comprehensive Plan Map 
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Section 4: Recommendations 
This section contains large-scale maps to be used as a resource during review. This 
rezoning request would remap approximately 30% of the City’s land area, distributed 
throughout the entirety of the City jurisdiction. The maps contain property-specific 
zoning information and policy guidance. The Comprehensive Plan map includes 
information related to future land use designation and urban form map information. 
The District, Height and Frontage maps are separated to provide clear boundaries for 
the various components of zoning.  
 

1. Comprehensive Plan Map 

2. UDO District Map 

3. UDO Height Map 

4. UDO Frontage Map 
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Section 5: Public Comments 
This section contains a map for each geographic comment with the existing zoning, 
proposed staff zoning, commentors requested district and staff recommendation. Staff 
received over 1,700 comments during the public comment period; however, not every 
comment requested a change to the zoning district. Staff has focused on the comments 
where a change in district has been requested.  
 

a. Side-by-Side Comment Maps 

b. Total List of Comments Received 
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Moderate Density Residential
CC1-0026

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 40

TRYON
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RM

AN

I 40

Vi
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ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CM

OX-3-PL

OX-3-PL-CU

R-4
SNELLING RD

W MILLBROOK RD
Proposed

CM

O&I-1

R-4

CUD
O&I-1

SNELLING RD

W MILLBROOK RD
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

2
O&I-1

OX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
CC1-0058

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

MILLBROOK

SIX
 FO

RK
S

MILLBROOK

SIX
 FO

RK
S

SNELLINGCOVENTRY

MO
NT
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R

SNELLINGVi
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ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

IX-3 MH

R-6

PONY CHASE LN

FR
EE

DO
M 

DR

MI
MO

SA
 G

RO
VE

 D
R

RHYNE CT

PA
TR

IO
T D

R

Proposed

MHIND-1

R-6

PONY CHASE LN

FR
EE

DO
M 

DR

MI
MO

SA
 G

RO
VE

 D
R

RHYNE CT

PA
TR

IO
T D

R

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

3
IND-1

IX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IH
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
CC1-0063,64

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

KIN
GS
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IO
T
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AN

CR
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3

OX-3

R-10

R-10

R-4

R-6

RX-3

BRIDGEPORT DR

CREEDMOOR RD

BRISBAYNE
CIR

PETWORTH
PL

FAIRLAWN DR

KENTFIELD DR

CONDOR CT

CHICHESTER CT

BLUFFRIDGE DR

STONECLIFF DR

FALCONREST CIR

Proposed

SC

R-20

R-10

R-6

R-10

R-4

O&I-3

BRIDGEPORT DR

CREEDMOOR RD

BRISBAYNE
CIR

PETWORTH
PL

FAIRLAWN DR

KENTFIELD DR

CONDOR CT

CHICHESTER CT

BLUFFRIDGE DR

STONECLIFF DR

FALCONREST CIR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

4
R-20

RX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
CC1-0191

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CREEDMOOR

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
HO

D-G
HO

D-G
HO

D-G HOD-G HOD-G

HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G

HO
D-G

DX-3-DE

DX-3-UG

DX-7-UG

DX-7-UG

DX-20-SH

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

RE
GA

N 
LN

E CABARRUS ST

S B
LO

UN
T S

T

Proposed

DODDODDODDODDODDOD

DO
D

DO
D

DO
D

DOD DOD DOD DOD DOD DOD

HOD-GHOD-GHOD-GHOD-GHOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G HOD-G HOD-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G HOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G

HOD-G HOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

BUS

RB

RB

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

RE
GA

N 
LN

E CABARRUS ST

S B
LO

UN
T S

T
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

5
RB

DX-3-UG

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-4-UG
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
CC1-0232; CC5-0124

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

W
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GT
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OU

NT

PE
RS

ON

BL
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Public Comment - Change Request:

R-4

RX-3

NOWELL RD

Proposed

R-4

TD

NOWELL RD
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

6
TD

RX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Office/Research & Development
CC2-0078

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

NOWELL

SANDWELL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

AOD

SHOD-2

AOD SHOD-2

AOD

SHOD-2

AOD

SHOD-2

AOD

IX-3-PK

PRECISION DR FO
CA

LP
T

ACC BLVD

540

540

Proposed

SHOD-2

AOD

SHOD-2

AOD SHOD-2

AOD

SHOD-2

AOD

SHOD-2

AOD

TD

PRECISION DR FO
CA

LP
T

ACC BLVD

540

540

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

7
TD

IX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-5-PK
Further Conversation
Business & Commercial Services
CC2-0144

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 540

MT
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I 540
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ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3

IX-3

OX-3

R-10

R-6

WESTERN BLVD

WESTERN BLVD

PO
WE

LL
D R

GR
OV

E A
VE

HE
AT

HE
R D

R

Proposed

R-6

R-10

O&I-1 NB

WESTERN BLVD

WESTERN BLVD

PO
WE

LL
DR

GR
OV

E A
VE

HE
AT

HE
R D

R

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

8
R-6

R-6

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
CC3-0086

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

WESTERNWESTERN WESTERN

PO
WE

LL

CAROLINA

GR
OV

E

HE
AT

HE
RHUNT CLUB
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EL

AN
D

BREWSTER

ALERCIA
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD NCOD

R-10

RX-3

HE
CK

 ST

Proposed
NC

OD
NC

OD

NCOD NCOD

R-10

R-20HE
CK

 ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

9
R-10

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Not Staff Supported
Medium Density Residential
CC3-0097; WEB-38091

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

EDENTON EDENTON
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WI
LD
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PLCX-3-PL

CX-3-PL

CX-4-PL
CX-5-PL-CU

IX-3-PL

R-6

BRENTWOOD RD

CAPITAL BLVDCAPITAL BLVD 1
1

Proposed

IND-2

IND-1IND-1

CUD
O&I-2

NB

R-6

BRENTWOOD RD

CAPITAL BLVDCAPITAL BLVD 1
1

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

10
NB

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5-PL
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
CC5-0089

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CAPITAL

CAPITAL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SH
OD

-1
SH

OD
-2

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SH
OD

-1
SH

OD
-2

SHOD-2

IH-CU

IH-CU

OX-3-CU

OX-3-CU

R-10-CU

R-6

R-6-CU

R-6-CU

WINDY
GAP CT

WILLOW

VALLEY CT

BLAKEHURST DR

LANSDALE DR

EBENEZER CHURCH RD

SHALLCROSS

WAY

RUSH
SPRINGS CT

Proposed

SH
OD

-1
SH

OD
-2

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SH
OD

-1
SH

OD
-2

SHOD-2

CUD
TD

CUD
TD

R-6-CUCUD
O&I-1CUD

IND-1

CUD
IND-1

R-6-CU

R-10-CU

R-6

WINDY
GAP CT

WILLOW

VALLEY CT

BLAKEHURST DR

LANSDALEDR

EBENEZER

CHURCH RD

SHALLCROSS

WAY

RUSH
SPRINGS CT

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

11
CUD TD, R-6/10-CU

OX-3-CU, R-6/10-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-6
Further Conversation
Low Density Residential
CC1-0170

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 540

LE
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VIL
LEI 540
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL

IX-3-PL

R-10 CA
PIT

AL
BL

VD

CA
PIT

AL
 BL

VD

PIN
E KN

OLL
DR

11

Proposed

IND-1R-10 CA
PIT

AL
BL

VD

CA
PIT

AL
 BL

VD

PIN
E KN

OLL
DR

11

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

12
IND-1

IX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IH
Further Conversation
Community Mixed Use
CC1-0187,188

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CA
PIT

AL
CA

PIT
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S
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ALGREYWOOD
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2 SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

CM

CX-3-PL

IH

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PL

R-6
RX-4-CU

LAKEWOODARD DR

TERMINAL DR

BASTION LN

YONKERS RD 440 440

Proposed

SHOD-2

SHOD-2 SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

IND-2

R-6

IND-2

CUD
R-20

CM

IND-1

LAKEWOODARD DR

TERMINAL DR

BASTION LN

YONKERS RD 440 440

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

13
IND-1

IH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Further Conversation
Community Mixed Use
CC3-0039; GEN-0059

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440
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TR
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K
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Vi
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ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PK

CX-3-PK

R-10

R-10
R-4

RX-3-PK-CU

RX-4-PKBR
IER

CL
UB

LN

CENTWAYPARK DR

VANCASTLE WAY

FRIEDLAND PL

INVOLUTE PL

HUNTSCROFT LN
AVOCET LN

GORDON GLEN CT

SA
LEM GLEN

LN

T W ALEXANDER DR

T W ALEXANDER DR

Proposed

R-4

CUD
TD

CUD
TD

TD
BR

IER
CL

UB
LN

CENTWAYPARK DR

VANCASTLE WAY

FRIEDLAND PL

INVOLUTE PL

HUNTSCROFT LN
AVOCET LN

GORDON GLEN CT

SA
LEM GLEN LN

T W ALEXANDER DR

T W ALEXANDER DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

14
CUD TD

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3-PK
Staff Supported
Low Density Residential
CC5-0177; GEN-0392

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

T W ALEXANDER

GLENWOOD

T W ALEXANDER

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-12-CU

IX-3

IX-3
IX-3

IX-3-PL

IX-3-PL-CU
IX-4

OP-3

OP-4-PK

OP-5-PL-CU

OX-3

OX-3-PK

OX-4-PL

OX-12

RX-3
RX-3

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3 RX-3

GA
RN

ET
RI
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E W

A Y

LA
KE

MO
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EP

L

TRIN ITY
KNOL L RD

MANTLE CT BIA
NC

O 
DR

TRINITYVILLAGE LN

TRINITY

RID

GE RD

DEERWOOD PL

TRINITY RD

RED
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APE
DR

TRINITY
CREST RD

BLANCHE DR

FIR
EW
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D

CIR
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IN
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RD

TRINITYCHASE LN

SU
ND
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BRANDYWINE DR

CONFERENCE DR
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RD TRINITY
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CEN
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MULLENS DR

AMBERRIDGE LN

HANDSWORTHLN

DIRECTORCIR
KINGDOM WAY
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INI
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WOOD
S D

R
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MI
LL
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RBCCENTER RD

VINO DR

B
ROMW

I CH L
N

R ALEIGH

SCHOOLDR

40

40

Proposed

CUD
IND-1

O&I-1

CUD
O&I-2

IND-1

CUD
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TD
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R-4

IND-1IND-1 G A
R N
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GE RD
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TRINITY RD
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BLANCHE DR

TRINITYCHASE LN

TRIN
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BRANDYWINE DR
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MULLENS DR

AMBERRIDGELN

DIRECTORCIR
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VINO DR
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W ICH
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SCHOOLDR
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

15
CUD TD

OP-4-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-4-PK
Staff Supported
Office/Research & Development
CC6-0091; GEN-0153

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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0
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-1

SHOD-1 SHOD-1

SH
OD

-1

SH
OD

-1

CX-3-CU CX-3-CU

CX-3-PL

IX-3

IX-3-PK

IX-3-PL

NX-3

OX-3

OX-3-CU

OX-3-CU

R-10
R-10

R-6R-6 R-6-CU

ROCK QUARRY RD

CU
RT

HA
Y C

T

ME
RR

IC
K

ST

CURTIS DR

SSTATE ST
40

40

Proposed

SHOD-1

SHOD-1 SHOD-1

SH
OD

-1

SH
OD

-1

CUD
O&I-1

TD

R-6-CU

TD
IND-1

CUD
SC

SCR-6

CUD
O&I-1

IND-1

R-6

IND-2

CUD
SC

R-10

O&I-1

NB

ROCK QUARRY RD

CU
RT

HA
Y C

T

ME
RR

ICK
ST

CURTIS DR

SSTATE ST

40
40

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

16
TD

IX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-5-PK
Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0030/31; WEB-3843

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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ROCK QUARRY I 40
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CM
CM

CX-3-CU

CX-3-PL
CX-3-PL

CX-7-PL

IH

IX-3-PL

OX-3
OX-3R-10

R-10
R-6

PLEASANTVALLEY RD

CROSS
OVE

R

GLENWOOD AVE

DELTA LAKE DR

GLENWOOD
AVE

ST GILES STHAMSTEAD CRSG

CO
MM

ER
CI

AL
 AV

E

70
70

Proposed

O&I-1

CUD
SC

SC

CM

R-10
R-10

R-6

IND-1

IND-1

CM

PLEASANTVALLEY RD

CROSS
OVE

R

GLENWOOD AVE

DELTA LAKE DR

GLENWOOD
AVE

ST GILES STHAMSTEAD CRSG

CO
MM

ER
CI

AL
 AV

E
70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

17
SC

CX-7-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-7
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0033

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOOD

DURALEIGH

MILLBROOK
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G
NCOD

HOD-G
NCOD

HOD-G

HO
D-G
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D-G

NC
OD

NCOD

NCOD NCOD
NCOD

R-10
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Proposed

HOD-G
NCOD

HOD-G
NCOD

HOD-G
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D-G
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D-G
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OD

NCOD

NCOD NCOD
NCOD

O&I-1

R-10
R-20

R-20

N E
AS

T S
T

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

18
O&I-1

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0053

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-3

OX-3OX-3-CU
R-10

N B
OY

LA
N A

VE

DEVEREUX ST
Proposed

O&I-1

NB

SP
R-30

CUD
O&I-2

N B
OY

LA
N A

VE

DEVEREUX ST
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

19
SP R-30

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0066

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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CM

CX-3
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NX-3

PD
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R-10
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R-4

R-4

R-6

SINCLAIR DR

SIX POINT
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URG
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LAKEDR
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RG

RD

TARLETO
N CT
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401 540540

Proposed
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SHOD-2

SHOD-1

SHOD-2

SHO
D-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHO
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SHOD-2 SHOD-2

SH
OD
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SHOD-2

SHOD-2SHOD-2

PDD

PDD

PDD

PD
D

PDD

PDD

PDD

PDD

PD
D

PDD
PDD

PD
D

PD
D

PD
D

R-6

R-10 NB

R-4
R-4

R-6-CU

CUD
TD R-1-CU

CUD
TD

CM

SC

CM

R-10
O&I-1

SINCLAIR DR

SIX POINT
TRL

LO
UISB

URG
RD

DE
DM

ON
PL

REMINGTON

LAKEDR
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UIS

BU
RG

RD

TARLETO
N CT

401
401 540

540

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

20
SC

CX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-6
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0067

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 540

LO
UISB

URG

I 540Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PK

NX-3-PK R-4

R-6

RX-4-PK
HAMILTON CLUB DR

WESTGATECLUB DR

LA
NIE

R C
LU

B D
R

EMERALD CLUB CT

T W ALEXANDER DR

SP
OR

TIN
G

CL
UB

DR

T W ALEXANDER DR

Proposed

CUD
TD

HAMILTON CLUB DR

WESTGATECLUB DR

LA
NIE

R C
LU

B D
R

EMERALD CLUB CT

T W ALEXANDER DR

SP
OR

TIN
G

CL
UB

DR

T W ALEXANDER DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

21
CUD TD

NX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10 or RX-3
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0072

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

T W ALEXANDER

GLENWOOD

BR
IER

 CL
UB

T W ALEXANDER

PALM BAY

GODLEY

OGLEBAY

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

IH

IX-3
IX-5

OX-3

R-10

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3

DA
LE

ST

CA
PIT

AL
BL

VD

FIL
MO

RE
 ST

N W
ES

T S
T

JEFFERSON ST

CA
PIT

AL
 BL

VDDORTCH ST
ADAMS ST

PIE
RC

E S
T

70

70

Proposed

IND-2
SP

R-30R-30

O&I-1

R-30

DA
LE

ST

CA
PIT

AL
BL

VD

FIL
MO

RE
 ST

N W
ES

T S
T

JEFFERSON ST

CA
PIT

AL
 BL

VDDORTCH ST
ADAMS ST

PIE
RC

E S
T

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

22
SP R-30 & IND-2

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0081; CC2-0109

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CA
PIT

AL

GL
EN

W
OO

D

WADE

CA
PIT

AL

WE
ST

HA
YN

ES

FIL
MO

RE

GL
EN

W
OO

DWADE

WASHINGTON

COLE DALE

HA
LIF

AX

ADAMS

PIE
RC

E

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

IH

IX-3
IX-5

OX-3

R-10

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3

DA
LE

ST

CA
PIT

AL
BL

VD

FIL
MO

RE
 ST

N W
ES

T S
T

JEFFERSON ST

CA
PIT

AL
 BL

VDDORTCH ST
ADAMS ST

PIE
RC

E S
T

70

70

Proposed

IND-2
SP

R-30R-30

O&I-1

R-30

DA
LE

ST

CA
PIT

AL
BL

VD

FIL
MO

RE
 ST

N W
ES

T S
T

JEFFERSON ST

CA
PIT

AL
 BL

VDDORTCH ST
ADAMS ST

PIE
RC

E S
T

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

23
SP R-30 & IND-2

R-10 -> OX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0185; GEN-0485

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CA
PIT

AL

GL
EN

W
OO

D

WADE

CA
PIT

AL

WE
ST

HA
YN

ES

FIL
MO

RE

GL
EN

W
OO

DWADE

WASHINGTON

COLE DALE

HA
LIF

AX

ADAMS

PIE
RC

E

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
SRP

OD

SWPODSWPOD

SWPOD

SWPOD

SWPOD
SWPOD

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL-CU

IH

IX-3 IX-3

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PL

PD

R-10
R-4

FO
RMAL

GARDEN WAY

TRYON RD

CHAPANOKE RD

OLYMPIA DR

OLYMPIA DR SHERWEE DR

CHAPANOKE RD

AR
PE

NT
WA

Y

CU
POLADR

CONSORTIUM
DR

VOLTAIRE DR
THE

ARTS DR

REG
ULAT

OR ST

AN
VIL

PL

MO
ON

BE
AM

DR

JU
NC

TIO
N

BL
VD

ILE
AG

NE
S R

D

DU
RH

AM
 D

R

WITHE
RS

RD

STIL
L MONU

MEN
TWAY

OLYMPIA DR

BRYANT ST CIRCLE LN

HISTORIAN ST

SUMMER
MUSIC LN

GR
EN

EL
LE

S T

TRYON RD

S
WI LMINGTON

S ERVICE RD

REVOLU
TIO

N CIR

REVO
LU

TIO
N CIR

PALACE

GARDEN WAY

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

RENE W AL
PL

70

70

Proposed

PD
D

PDD
PD

D

PDD

PDDPDDPDD

PDDSRP
OD

SWPODSWPOD

SWPOD

SWPOD

SWPOD
SWPOD

O&I-1

IND-1 IND-1NB

CUD
SC

FO
RMAL

GARDEN WAY

TRYON RD

CHAPANOKE RD

OLYMPIA DR

OLYMPIA DR SHERWEE DR

CHAPANOKE RD

AR
PE

NT
WA

Y

CU
POLADR

CONSORTIUM
DR

VOLTAIRE DR
THE

ARTS DR

REG
ULAT

OR ST

AN
VIL

PL

MO
ON

BE
AM

DR

JU
NC

TIO
N

BL
VD

ILE
AG

NE
S R

D

DU
RH

AM
 D

R

WITHE
RS

RD

STIL
L MONU

MEN
TWAY

OLYMPIA DR

BRYANT ST CIRCLE LN

HISTORIAN ST

SUMMER
MUSIC LN

GR
EN

EL
LE

S T

TRYON RD

S
WI LMINGTON

S ERVICE RD

REVOLU
TIO

N CIR
REVO

LU
TIO

N CIR

PALACE

GARDEN WAY

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

RENE W AL
PL

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

24
IND-1, NB, CUD SC

CX-3-PL, CX-3-PL-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3-PL(-CU)
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0098->111, Various WEB

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GARNER

TRYON

GARNER

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PLIX-3

NX-3

NX-3

NX-3

NX-3-PL

R-6 R-6MAYWOOD AVE

MO
NT

RO
SE

 ST

GILBERT AVE

SS
AU

N D
ER

SS
T

GR
EE

N 
ST

SS
AU

N D
E R

S S
T

GILBERT AVE

SUMMIT AVESUMMIT AVE

70

70

Proposed

IND-2

NB

R-6R-6

NB

MAYWOOD AVE

MO
NT

RO
SE

 ST

GILBERT AVE

SS
AU

N D
ER

SS
T

GR
EE

N 
ST

S S
AU

ND
ER

SS
T

GILBERT AVE

SUMMIT AVESUMMIT AVE

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

25
NB & R-6

NX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-6
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0132; GEN-0506

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

SA
UN

DE
RS

SA
UN

DE
RS

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3-CU

R-10

RX-3

QU
AR

RY
 ST

MARTIN LUTHERKING JR BLVD

CO
LE

MA
N

ST

PAGE ST

Proposed

CUD
O&I-1

R-20

QU
AR

RY
 ST

MARTIN LUTHERKING JR BLVD

CO
LE

MA
N

ST

PAGE ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

26
R-20

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0122,123,329,330,403

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

MARTIN LUTHER KING JR

PAGE

ST
AT

E

CO
LE

MA
N

MARTIN LUTHER KING JR

QU
AR

RY

CU
MB

ER
LA

ND

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NC
ODNCOD

NCOD
NCOD

NCOD

NX-3

OX-3 OX-3-GR

R-10

RX-3

HA
YW

OO
D 

ST

E HARGETT ST

KIR
KM

AN
LN

CAMDEN ST

Proposed

NC
ODNCOD

NCOD
NCOD

NCOD

R-20

O&I-2

HA
YW

OO
D 

ST

E HARGETT ST

KIR
KM

AN
LN

CAMDEN ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

27
R-20

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0154-158

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

HARGETT

SW
AI

N

NEW BERN

MARTIN CA
MD

EN

COTTON

HA
YW

OO
D

ST
AT

E

MO
NI

E

FR
EE

MA
N

BLADEN

KI
RK

MA
N

WO
OD

SB
OR

OU
GH

ST
AT

EVi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CM

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL-CU
CX-3-PL-CUCX-3-PL-CUCX-7-PL-CU

OX-3
OX-3-CU

OX-3-GR

OX-3-PL

OX-4-PL

OX-5-GR-CU

OX-7-GR-CU

R-10-CU

R-4

R-6

RX-3

RUTGERS CT

DRESSER CT

WINGATE DR

WHEATON
PL

HARDIMONT RD

WINONARD

COLGATE PL

WAK
E F

ORES
T R

D

COLBY DR

ST ALBANS DR

BENSON DR

ST ALBANS DR

Proposed

SC

CUD
NB

R-6

CM

O&I-1

CUD
O&I-1CUD

O&I-3

O&I-3
CUD

O&I-2

R-15

R-15

CUD
NB

R-4

CUD
O&I-2

CUD
O&I-1

R-10

O&I-3

R-10-CU

RUTGERS CT

DRESSER CT

WINGATE DR

WHEATON
P L

HARDIMONT RD

WINONARD

COLGATE PL

WAK
E F

ORES
T R

D

COLBY DR

ST ALBANS DR

BENSON DR

ST ALBANS DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

28
O&I-3

OX-3/OX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OP-3/OP-3-PL
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0187;WEB-20803,23682,24642

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440

WAK
E F

ORES
T

ST ALBANSI 440

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-12-UG-CU

CX-12-UL

CX-12-UL-CU

OX-4

OX-4-PK
R-10

CREEDMOOR RD

CRABTREE VALLEY AVE

Proposed

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

R-10

SC
O&I-2

CUD
SC

O&I-1

CREEDMOOR RD

CRABTREE VALLEY AVE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

29
CUD SC

CX-12-UL-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5-CU
Staff Supported
Regional Mixed Use
GEN-0002

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CREED
MOOR

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
UW

PO
D

UW
PO

D

NX-3-CU

PD

R-4

DUNN RD

FA
LLS

OF
NE

US
E RD

FA
LLS

OF
NE

US
E RD

Proposed

UW
PO

D

UW
PO

D

UW
PO

D

UW
PO

D

UW
PO

D

UWPOD UWPOD UWPOD UWPOD

UW
PO

D
UW

PO
D

UW
PO

D

PD
D

PDD PDD

PDD

PDD

PDD PD
D

PD
D

PDD

PDD

PDD
PDD

PDD

PDD

PDD

PD
D

PD
D

PDD

PD
D

PD
D

R-4

CUD
BC

R-4

DUNN RD

FA
LLS

OF
NE

US
E RD

FA
LLS

OF NE
US

E RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

30
CUD BC w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU w/UWPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3-CU w/UWPOD
Further Conversation
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0188->Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

DUNN

WHITTINGTONFA
LL

S O
F N

EU
SE

HIGH HOLLY

KINGS GRANT

OC
TO

BE
R MICHELLE

NEALSTONE

WH
ITE

 BI
RC

H

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

IX-3

NX-3

R-10

WASHINGTON ST

Proposed

IND-2

NB

SP
R-30

WASHINGTON ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

31
SP R-30

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0209

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

WE
ST

ADAMS

WASHINGTON

FIL
MO

REVi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CX-4-ULCX-7-UL

IH

IX-3

IX-3
IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PLNX-3-PL

OX-3-PL

R-10

R-10

RX-3

WAKE FORESTRD

PEDEN
STEEL DR

E WHITAKER
MILL RD

MILLS ST

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITA
L BLVD

LA
UR

EL
BR

OOK
 ST

PR
OG

RE
SS

 CT

ATLANTIC AVE

WICKER DR

CRABTREE BLVD

PEDEN
STEEL DR

401

401

Proposed

IND-2

IND-2O&I-1

NB
NB

IND-1

SC

R-10

R-10

CUD
O&I-1

WAKE
FORESTRD

PEDEN
STEEL DR

E WHITAKER
MILL RD

MILLS ST

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITA
L BLVD

LA
UR

EL
BR

OOK
 ST

PR
OG

RE
SS

 CT

ATLANTIC AVE

WICKER DR

CRABTREE BLVD

PEDEN
STEEL DR

401
401

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

32
IND-2

IH & IX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-7-PL
Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
CC6-0034; GEN-0246->250; 0528

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CAPITALI 440

RA
LE

IG
H

AT
LA

NT
ICWAKE FOREST

CAPITA
L

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

IH

IX-3

R-6

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

WALKER ST

BLUFF ST

PL
UM

 ST

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

Proposed

IND-2

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

WALKER ST

BLUFF ST

PL
UM

 ST

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

33
IND-2 w/SHOD-2

IX-3 w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IH w/SHOD-2
Not Staff Supported
Regional Mixed Use
GEN-0289

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 40

W
ILM

IN
GT

ON

I 40

BLUFF

WALKER

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

DX-5-UL

DX-7-UL
IH

OX-5-UL
OX-7-ULRX-3

SN
OW AV
E

FE
NN

ER
LN

HA
TF

IEL
D

LN

S ST
MARYS STW HARGETT ST

Proposed

DOD

DOD

DOD

DOD

DOD

DO
D

DOD

DOD

DOD

DOD

DOD

DO
D

DOD DOD DOD DOD DOD

SRPODSRPODSRPODSRPODSRPODSRPOD

SR
PO

D
SR

PO
D

SR
PO

D

SRPOD SRPOD SRPOD SRPOD SRPODIND-2 O&I-1R-30

IND-2

SN
OW AV
E

FE
NN

ER
LN

HA
TF

IEL
D

LN

S ST
MARYS STW HARGETT ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

34
IND-2 w/DOD & SRPOD

DX-5-UL w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX, OX, or NX
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0294

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

MORGAN MORGAN

BO
YL

AN

HARGETT

SN
OW

DUPONT

ST MARYS

CU
TL

ER
FE

NN
ER

HA
TF

IE
LDHARGETTVi

cin
ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL-CU

OX-3-PL-CU

OX-3-PL-CU
R-4

RX-3

E SIX FORKS RD

HIL
LM

ER
 DR

WA
KE

 FO
RE

ST
 RD

Proposed

NB

CUD
NB

IND-1
CUD

O&I-1

R-20

NB

R-4
CUD

O&I-1

E SIX FORKS RD

HIL
LM

ER
 DR

WA
KE

 FO
RE

ST
 RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

35
NB & R-4

CX-3-PL & R-4

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3-PL
Further Conversation
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0298,299 & WEB-23378,23362

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

SIX FORKS

WA
KE

 FO
RE

ST

SIX FORKS

SE
LB

Y HIL
LM

ER

RUCKER

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NC
OD

NC
OD

NC
OD

DX-3-SH

DX-4-SH

DX-7-SHOX-3-DE OX-3-DE-CU

W JONES ST

GL
EN

WO
OD

 AV
E

N B
OY

LA
N A

VE

Proposed

NC
OD

NC
OD

NC
OD

PB
OD

PB
OD

PB
OD

IND-2RB

BUSO&I-1

CUD
RB

BUS

NB

W JONES ST

GL
EN

WO
OD

 AV
E

N B
OY

LA
N A

VE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

36
CUD RB w/NCOD

OX-3-DE-CU w/NCOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3-DE w/NCOD
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0302

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GL
EN

W
OO

D

JONES

LANE

WE
ST

BO
YL

AN

ST
 M

AR
YS

WILLARD

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD

NCOD

NC
OD

NCOD

CM

OX-3-PK

OX-4-PK
R-10

R-4

R-4

R-6

RX-5-PK

GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

GALAX DR
MO

RE
HE

AD
 DR

CARTERET DR

7070

Proposed

NCOD

NCOD

NC
OD

NCOD

R-6
R-4

CM

O&I-3

R-10

CM

R-4

O&I-1
GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

GALAX DR
MO

RE
HE

AD
 DR

CARTERET DR

7070

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

37
O&I-1

OX-3/4-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-7
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0303

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOOD

GLENWOOD

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL
CX-3-PL-CU

CX-3-PL-CU

CX-3-PL-CU

CX-3-PL-CU

OX-3-PL
R-6

FALLS OF NEUSERD

SPRINGFIELD
COMMONS DR

SPRING
FOREST RD

Proposed

CUD
SC

O&I-1

SC

CUD
SC

SC

CUD
SC

R-6

CUD
SC

FALLS OF NEUSERD

SPRINGFIELD
COMMONS DR

SPRING
FOREST RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

38
SC

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-6(7)
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0304

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

SPRING FORESTFALLS OF NEUSESP
RING FO

REST

VOLANT

NEW MARKET

LA
KE

 H
ILL

OAKSIDE

BULLARD

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SRPOD
SRPOD

SRPOD
SRPOD

SRPOD

SHOD-1
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

39
IND-2 w/SRPOD

NX-3-PL w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-5
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0305

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

40
O&I-1/CUDO&I-1w/PBOD

OX-4-PL/OX-5-UG-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-6(7)
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0306/0308

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PK
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R-4
R-4R-4
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T D
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ALLSCOTT WAY

SW
ED

EN
DR

FLANAGAN PL

SW
AT

NE
R 

DR

PESTA CT
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GLENWOOD AVE
GLENWOOD AVE
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

41
TD

CX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0307

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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NX-3

R-10
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WASHINGTON ST
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

42
SP R-30 & NB

R-10 & NX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0313

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SRPOD

SHOD-1

CX-3

CX-3-CU

OX-3
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R-6
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REDBUD LN
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CUD
O&I-1

CUD
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SC
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R-6
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WADE AVE
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RIDGE RD

REDBUD LN

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

43
SC

CX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-7
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0334

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2 SHOD-2

SHOD-2
SHOD-2 SHOD-2
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BRIER
OAK PL

BARNHART
WAY
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WILLEY ST

BRIER
CREEK PKWY
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PDD

PDD
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SHOD-2 SHOD-2
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

44
CUD TD

OX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5 (CX-5-PK)
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0337->341; GEN-0526

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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RX-4-PK
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

45
CUD TD

RX-3-PK-CU, OX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-5-PK-CU (CX-3-PK)
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0342->344; GEN-0526

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOOD
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2
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OP-7

OX-3-PK
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

46
CUD TD

RX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5 (CX-3-PK)
Further Conversation
Medium Density Residential
GEN-0345; GEN-0526

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

47
CUD TD

R-4

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-6
Staff Supported
Private Open Space
GEN-0354; GEN-0526

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PKIX-3-CU
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

48
CUD TD

R-6

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3 (CX-3-PK)
Further Conversation
Low Density Residential
GEN-0355, 210, 336; GEN-0526

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

49
CUD SC w/UWPOD

NX-3 w/UWPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Further Conversation
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0366

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

50
CUD TD w/UWPOD

NX-3-PK w/UWPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3-PK
Further Conversation
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0373

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

51
NB

CX-3-GR

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0384

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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TD
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

52
TD

IX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-4/5
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0385

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PK-CU
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

53
IND-1

IX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0386

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G

DX-3-DE

DX-3-DE

DX-5-UG

DX-5-UG
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

54
O&I-2 w/DOD & HOD-G

DX-3-DE w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-4-UG
Staff Supported
Central Business District
GEN-0395

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

55
NB w/PBOD

DX-5/DX-7-SH/DX-3-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
GEN-0423->Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3

OX-5-GR
OX-12-GR

CO
X A

VE

FLINT PL

FLINT PL

Proposed

O&I-2
O&I-2

SP
R-30

O&I-1

O&I-1CO
X A

VE

FLINT PL

FLINT PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

56
O&I-2 w/SRPOD

OX-5-GR w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-5
Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0426

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-UL CX-4-CU

IX-3

IX-3-PK

R-1R-10

OAK FOREST DR

SUMNER BLVD

MELVILLE DR

TR
IANGLE

OAKS DR
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

57
TD

CX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-4
Further Conversation
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0428; GEN-0450

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-UL

IX-3

IX-3-PK

R-10
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Proposed

R-10
R-10IND-1

R-6

TD

OAK FOREST DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

58
TD

CX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0429

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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440
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

59
O&I-1

OX-4

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-5/7
Further Conversation
Institutional
GEN-0441

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2IH-CU IX-3-CU

IX-3-CU
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IND-1
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 RD
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

60
CUD SC/SC

NX-3-CU/NX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3-CU/CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0442,443

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-3-CU

OP-5-GR-CU OP-7-GR-CU

OX-4-CU OX-7-CU
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

61
CUD O&I-1

OX-4-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-4
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0445

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2SHOD-2

SHOD-2SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2
SHOD-2 SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

IH

IH-CU

IX-3

IX-3-CU

IX-5-CU

JONES SAUSAGE RD

GENEROSITY CT VIRTUOUS ST PEPSI WAY

INTEGRITY DR

Proposed

SHOD-2SHOD-2

SHOD-2SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2
SHOD-2 SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

CUD
IND-1

CUD
IND-1

CUD
IND-1

JONES SAUSAGE RD

GENEROSITY CT VIRTUOUS ST PEPSI WAY

INTEGRITY DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

62
CUD I-1(part SHOD-2)

IX-3-CU/IX-3w/SHOD-1

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-5-CU
Further Conversation
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0451->452,92,94,95

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

63
TD

IX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-5
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0448; GEN-30/31; WEB-3843

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-5-UG CX-5-UL

NX-3-CU

OX-5-UG-CU
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R-6

RX-3
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

64
R-30

RX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-4+
Not Staff Supported
Medium Density Residential
GEN-0454

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

65
O&I-1 w/SRPOD

OX-3 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10 or OX-3-GR
Not Staff Supported
Public Parks & Open Space
GEN-0455

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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WA
KE

FIE
LD

 AV
E

HIL
LC

RE
ST

 RD

ASHE
AVE

N B
OY

LA
N A

VE

CALVIN RD

WILLARD PL

COLLEGE PL

CRU

ICKSHANKCIR

MA
YO

 ST

W JONES ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

TRYONHILL DR

W LANE ST

PARK AVE SCHOO LCHAPEL DR

SMEDES
HALL CIR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

66
O&I-1 w/NCOD

OX-3 w/NCOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3-GR w/NCOD
Not Staff Supported
Institutional
GEN-0456

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ASHE

MORGAN

HILLSBOROUGH SA
LIS

BU
RY

PU
LLE

N

GL
EN

W
OO

D PEACE

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
NCOD

NCOD
NCOD

NCOD

NCODSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD
SRPOD

CX-5-UG

CX-5-UG-CU

CX-5-UG-CU

IH

NX-3-DE

NX-4-UL

NX-4-UL

NX-5-UL

OX-3

OX-5-UL

OX-7-UL

OX-12

RX-3

RX-4

TRYON HILL DR

W 
MO

RG
AN

 ST

MA
YO

 ST

SM
ED

ES
HA

LL
 C

IR

SN
OW

 AV
E

SMEDES

HALL CIR

HILLSBOROUGH ST

EL
LIN

GT
ON

OA
KS

 C
T

W MORGAN ST
W MORGAN STSST

MAR YS ST
ST MARYS ST

Proposed

DOD

DO
D

DOD

PB
OD

NCOD

NCOD
NCOD

NCOD

NCODSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD
SRPOD

PB
OD

R-30

BC

CUD
IND-2

O&I-1

IND-2

IND-2 NB

TRYON HILL DR

W 
MO

RG
AN

 ST

MA
YO

 ST

SM
ED

ES
HA

LL
 C

IR

SN
OW

 AV
E

S MEDES

HALL
CIR

HILLSBOROUGH ST

EL
LIN

GT
ON

OA
KS

 C
T

W MORGAN ST
W MORGAN ST

S
STMAR YS ST

ST MARYS ST
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

67
R-30 w/SRPOD

RX-4 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX/OX-3-GR
Not Staff Supported
Medium Density Residential
GEN-0457

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ASHE

MORGAN

HILLSBOROUGH

GL
EN

W
OO

D

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD
NCOD

NCOD

NX-3-UL
NX-5-UL

OX-3-GR

OX-3-UL
R-10

R-6

R-6 ST MARYS ST

PARK DR

Proposed

PBOD
PBOD

PBOD
NCOD

NCOD
NCOD

R-6

R-6

R-10

O&I-1

BUS

NB

ST MARYS ST

PARK DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

68
O&I-1 w/NCOD

OX-3-GR w/NCOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-6 w/NCOD
Staff Supported
Low Density Residential
GEN-0458

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

JOHNSON

PARK TUCKER

ST MARYS

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HOD-GHOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G

HOD-G HOD-G

DX-3

DX-3-DE

DX-3-SH

DX-3-UL

DX-5-UG-CU
DX-7-SH DX-7-SH DX-7-UG

DX-7-UG

DX-7-UG-CU

DX-20-SH

DX-40-SH

NX-3-DE

NX-3-UL

PD

S B
LO

UN
T S

T WOLFE ST

E MARTIN ST

PA
RH

AM
 ST

E DAVIE ST

BL
AK

E S
T

S B
LO

OD
WO

RT
H 

ST

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

Proposed

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HOD-GHOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G

DO
D

DO
D

PDD
HOD-G HOD-G

CUD
O&I-1

BUS

CUD
O&I-1

RB

S B
LO

UN
T S

T WOLFE ST

E MARTIN ST

PA
RH

AM
 ST

E DAVIE ST

BL
AK

E S
T

S B
LO

OD
WO

RT
H 

ST

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

69
BUS w/DOD

DX-3-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-6/7-SH
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
WEB-1923

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

EA
ST

SA
LIS

BU
RY

W
ILM

IN
GT

ON

DAVIE

MARTIN

HARGETT

EA
ST

CABARRUS

BL
OU

NT

PE
RS

ON

SA
LIS

BU
RY

CH
AV

IS

FA
YE

TT
EV

ILL
E

BL
OO

DW
OR

TH

BL
AK

E

DA
KA

R

MONIE

WA
TS

ON

STRONACHS

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

IHIX-3

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PK

IX-3-PL

IX-3-PL
IX-3-PL

IX-3-PL
IX-3-PL

IX-3-UL

OP-3-CU

OP-3-PL

OX-3-PL-CU

R-10
R-4

R-6

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3RX-3-CU

GE
RMAN

TO
WN

RD

TRINITY
RIDGE RD

MARSH AVE

SHADY MAPLE CT CEDARWATERS DR

EOLIAN
CT

ED
WA

RD
S

MIL
L R

D

NOWELL
POINTE DR NO

W E
LL

RI
DG

E R
D

HO
OK

ER
 D

R

GRAND AVE

CEDAR

DOWNS DR

MERRITT ST

CHAPEL HILL RD

GARYST

NOWELL RD

RALEIGHSCHOOL DR

MT VERNON RD

54

Proposed

CUD
TD

CUD
R-20

CUD
R-20

R-4

TD

TD

CUD
O&I-1

R-10
IND-1

R-6
GE

RMANT
OW

N
RD

TRINITY
RIDGE RD

MARSH AVE

SHADY
MAPLE CT

CEDARWATERS DR

EOLIAN
CT

ED
WA

RD
S

MI
LL

RD

NOWELL
POINTE DR NO

WE
LL

R I
DG

ER
D

HO
OK

ER
 D

R

GRAND AVE

CEDAR

DOWNS DR

MERRITT ST

CHAPEL HILL RD

GARYST

NOWELL RD

RALEIGHSCHOOL DR
MT VERNON RD

54

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

70
IND-1

IX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-12
Not Staff Supported
Public Facilities
WEB-7042

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CA
RY

I 40

TRINITY

CHAPEL HILL
WESTERN
HILLSBOROUGH

I 4
0

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3

R-10

RX-3

RX-3

PARK AVE

CO
X A

VE

ASHE AVE

DEXTER PL

Proposed

SP
R-30

O&I-2
O&I-1

IND-2

PARK AVE

CO
X A

VE
ASHE AVE

DEXTER PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

71
SP R-30 w/SRPOD

R-10 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3 w/SRPOD
Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-7682,7683,8321,10242

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ASHE

ASHE

PARK

CO
X

FLINT

WA
KE

FIE
LD

DEXTER

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

R-10

RX-3 RX-3
ASHE AVE

DEXTER PL

Proposed

SP
R-30

O&I-2ASHE AVE

DEXTER PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

72
SP R-30 w/SRPOD

R-10 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3 w/SRPOD
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-9922

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ASHE
ASHE

PARK

CO
X

DEXTER

FLINTVi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PK

OX-3-PK-CU
PD

R-10

R-4

RX-4-PK

BROADFIELD
CT

BLACKWELL
DR

VOGEL ST CE
RN

Y S
T

DELLCAIN CT

ARNOLD
PALMER DR

BRIER CREEK PKWY

Proposed

PDD

PDD PDD
PDD

PDD

CUD
TDCUD

O&I-2
CUD
TD

CUD
TD

BROADFIELD
CT

BLACKWELL
DR

VOGEL ST CE
RN

Y S
T

DELLCAIN CT

ARNOLD
PALMER DR

BRIER CREEK PKWY

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

73
CUD TD

CX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3-PK
Not Staff Supported
Regional Mixed Use
WEB-11842

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLOBE

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3-CU

OX-3-CU

R-10

ROCK
QUARRY RD

MARTIN LUTHER

KING JR BLVD
Proposed

CUD
O&I-1

R-10

CUD
O&I-1

ROCK
QUARRY RD

MARTIN LUTHER

KING JR BLVD
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

74
R-10

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-12162

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

RALEIGH

ROCK QUARRY

RA
LE

IG
H

MARTIN LUTHER KING JR

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

MPOD

MPOD

MPOD

CX-3-CU

CX-3-CU

CX-3-PK
CX-3-PK-CU

IH IX-3

IX-3

IX-3
IX-3-CUIX-3-CU

R-4
R-4 R-4

RX-3-CU

RX-3-CU

RX-3-PK

RX-3-PK

RX-3-PK
RX-3-PK

CORNERSTONE
PARK DR

OWL ROOST PL

BRAXWOOD PL

THUNDERWOOD DR

EBENEZER CHURCH RD

KEYWOOD
DR

REDCREST PL

SA
LT

WO
OD

PL

DE
CK

BA
R 

PL

WILD MAGNOLIA DR

MARTELLO LN

PILO TS
VI EW

DR

MARVINO LN

GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

BROWNLEI
GH DR

BAREFOOT

INDUSTRIAL RD

70

70

Proposed

MPOD

MPOD

MPOD

CUD
TD

IND-1

TD

CUD
NB CUD

IND-1
R-4

CUD
IND-1

CUD
NB

CUD
TD

R-4

CUD
TD

CUD
TD

CORNERSTONE
PARK DR

OWL ROOST PL

BRAXWOOD PL

THUNDERWOOD DR

EBENEZER CHURCH RD

KEYWOOD
DR

REDCREST PL

SA
LT

WO
OD

PL

DE
CK

BA
R 

PL

WILD MAGNOLIA DR

MARTELLO LN

PILO TS
VI EW

DR

MARVINO LN

GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

BROWNLEI
GH DR

BAREFOOT

INDUSTRIAL RD

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

75
CUD NB

CX-3-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3-CU
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
WEB-13442

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOOD

EB
EN

EZ
ER

 C
HU

RC
H

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

CM

IH

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3

MH

R-6

HOMESTEAD DR

BASSETT
HALL CT

N CAL
IFO

RN
IA DR

S O
KL

AH
OM

A D
R

SA
RIZ

ON
ADR N ARIZ

ON
AD

R

CAPIT
AL BLVD

JACQUELINE LN

S CA
LIF

ORNIA DR

CAPITA
L BLVD

CHEVIOT

HIL
LS

DR

1 1

Proposed

SHOD-2 R-6

IND-1

IND-1

CM

CUD
IND-1

CUD
TD

MH

HOMESTEAD DR

BASSETT
HALL CT

N CAL
IFO

RN
IA DR

S O
KL

AH
OM

A D
R

SA
RIZ

ON
ADR N ARIZ

ON
AD

R

CAPIT
AL BLVD

JACQUELINE LN

S CA
LIF

ORNIA DR

CAPITA
L BLVD

CHEVIOT

HIL
LS

DR

1 1

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

76
IND-1

IH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-14402

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CA
PIT

AL

CAPITA
L

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL

IX-3
PD

R-10RX-3

PROVINCIAL ST

RENEWAL PL

CONSORTIUM DR

STONE FLOWER LN

STARKEYST

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

SW
ILM

ING
TO

N S
T

ILEAGNES RD

SW
ILM

IN
GT

ON
ST

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

70

70

Proposed

PDD PDD PDD PDD

PD
D

PD
D

PD
D

IND-1

R-10 NB
R-20 R-20R-10

PROVINCIAL ST

RENEWAL PL

CONSORTIUM DR

STONE FLOWER LN

STARKEYST

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

SW
ILM

ING
TO

N S
T

ILEAGNES RD

SW
ILM

IN
GT

ON
ST

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

77
IND-1

IX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Different
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
WEB-15362

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
SA

UN
DE

RS

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL
PD

CHAPANOKE RD

ILE
AG

NE
S RD

RENEWAL PL

Proposed

PD
D

PDD

PDD

PDD

PD
D

PDD

PDD

PDD
IND-1

NB

CHAPANOKE RD

ILE
AG

NE
S RD

RENEWAL PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

78
IND-1

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3-PL
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-15683

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

W
ILM

IN
GT

ON

CHAPANOKE

ILE
AG

NE
S

OLYMPIA

RE
NE

WA
L

REG
ULA

TO
R

REVOLUTION
ST

ILL
 MONUMEN

T

OL
YM

PIA

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3
R-10

R-10

RX-3

RX-3 PARK AVE

ASHE AVE

CO
X A

VE FLINT PL

DEXTER PL

Proposed

SP
R-30

R-30

O&I-2

PARK AVE

ASHE AVE

CO
X A

VE FLINT PL

DEXTER PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

79
SP R-30 w/SRPOD

R-10 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3 w/SRPOD
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-15366-68, 16322-23, 16338

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ASHE

ASHE

PARK

CO
X

MO
RG

AN

FLINT

TRYON HILL

WA
KE

FIE
LD

DEXTER

PA
RK

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHO
D-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHO
D-2SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2
SH

OD
-2

AO
D

SH
OD

-2

AOD

AO
D

AO
D

AOD

AOD

AO
D

AO
D

AO
D

AODAODAODAOD

AO
D

AO
D

AO
D SHOD-2SHOD-2

IH

IH-CU

IH

IX-3-PK

WESTGATE RD

FLORETTA PL

WESTGATE PARK DR

Proposed
SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHO
D-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHO
D-2SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2
SH

OD
-2

AO
D

SH
OD

-2

AOD

AO
D

AO
D

AOD

AOD

AO
D

AO
D

AO
D

AODAODAODAOD

AO
D

AO
D

AO
D SHOD-2SHOD-2

CUD
TD

IND-1

TD

CUD
IND-1

WESTGATE RD

FLORETTA PL

WESTGATE PARK DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

80
CUD IND-1 w/AOD

IH-CU w/AOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Remove AOD
Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0038; WEB-WEB-16642

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 540

WESTGATE

I 540

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-3

OX-3-CU

OX-3-GR

OX-5-GR
R-4

R-6

R-6RX-4

RX-7-PL

OB
ER

LIN
RD

CR
OS

SO
VE

R

MA
RK

ET
BR

IDG
E LN

GLENWOOD AVE
SERVICE RD

GLENWOODGARDENS LN

GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

70
70

Proposed

R-6

R-6

O&I-1

NB

O&I-2 R-4
CUD

O&I-1

OB
ER

LIN
RD

CR
OS

SO
VE

R

MA
RK

ET
BR

IDG
E LN

GLENWOOD AVE
SERVICE RD

GLENWOODGARDENS LN

GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

70
70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

81
O&I-2

RX-7-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

No Change
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-18242

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOODOBERLIN

GLENWOOD

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-3-UG

R-10

RX-3-CU
RX-3-UG-CU

GLENWOOD AVE

GO
VE

RN
OR

S H
ILL

 LN

GL
EN

WO
OD

 AV
E

Proposed

PBOD

PBOD PBOD PBOD PBOD PBOD

PBOD

PB
OD

PBOD

IND-2

SP
R-30CUD

R-30

NB

CUD
R-30

GLENWOOD AVE

GO
VE

RN
OR

S H
ILL

 LN

GL
EN

WO
OD

 AV
E

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

82
SP R-30 & NB

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-20178

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GL
EN

W
OO

D

PEACE

HINSDALE

GLENW
OOD

MC
CL

UR
E

GO
VE

RN
OR

S H
ILL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2IX-3

IX-3-PL

OP-3

OP-12

OX-5

R-6

ATLANTIC AVE

WOLFPACK LN

FRONT ST

HIGHWOODS BLVD

BEECHLEAF C
T

NAVAHO DR

440
440

Proposed

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

R-6

IND-1

ATLANTIC AVE

WOLFPACK LN

FRONT ST

HIGHWOODS BLVD

BEECHLEAF C
T

NAVAHO DR

440
440

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

83
IND-1 w/SHOD-2

IX-3 w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-5 w/SHOD-2
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0314, WEB-20482, 20498

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440

ATLANTIC
I 440

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

AOD

AOD
AOD

AOD

AOD

AO
D

AOD
AOD

AOD

AOD

AOD
AOD

AOD

AOD

AOD

AOD
AODAOD

AOD

AOD

AOD

IX-3-PK
IX-3-PK

OX-3-CU R-4

LEESVILLE RD

SH
AD

YG
RO

VE
RD

BESSBOROUGHDR

BROUGHAMDR

DARLING ST

MARLEYBONE DR

CAVERSHAM WAY

WATER
WILLOW DR

SECOND STAR CT

TERREGLES DR

LADBROOKE ST

AQUINAS AVE

Proposed

SHOD-2

AOD

AOD
AOD

AOD

AOD

AO
D

AOD
AOD

AOD

AOD

AOD
AOD

AOD

AOD

AOD

AOD
AODAOD

AOD

AOD

AOD

TD

CUD
O&I-1

R-4

TD

TD
LEESVILLE RD

SH
AD

YG
RO

VE
RD

BESSBOROUGHDR

BROUGHAMDR

DARLING ST

MARLEYBONE DR

CAVERSHAM WAY

WATER
WILLOW DR

SECOND STAR CT

TERREGLES DR

LADBROOKE ST

AQUINAS AVE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

84
CUD O&I-1

OX-3-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-4
Not Staff Supported
Low Density Residential
WEB-20179

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

LEESVILLE

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

IH

IX-3

IX-3-PL

R-6

S W
ILM

ING
TO

N
ST

PL
UM

 ST

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

WALKER ST

40
40

Proposed

IND-2

IND-1

S W
ILM

ING
TO

N
ST

PL
UM

 ST

S W
ILM

IN
GT

ON
 ST

WALKER ST

40
40

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

85
IND-2

IH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Further Conversation
Regional Mixed Use
WEB-20499

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 40

SA
UN

DE
RS

W
ILM

IN
GT

ON

SA
UN

DE
RS

I 40

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-UG
IX-3

IX-3-GR

NX-3-UG

NX-5-UG-CU
NX-5-UL-CU

OX-3

OX-3

OX-3-DE

OX-7-CU
OX-12

OX-12
PD

R-10

FR
IEN

DL
Y D

R

CO
NC

OR
DS

T

HILLSBOROUGH ST
DA

ISY
 ST

M E VALENTINE DR
STANHOPEAVE

RO
SE

MAR
Y ST

VALS WAY

Proposed

PDD

PDDPBO
D

PBOD

PBOD

PB
OD

PBOD
PBOD

R-10

R-6 O&I-1

NX-5-UG-CU

NB

RB

RB

SC

IND-2

IND-2

O&I-2
O&I-1

CUD
O&I-2

NX-5-UL-CU

FR
IEN

DL
Y D

R

CO
NC

OR
DS

T

HILLSBOROUGH ST

DA
ISY

 ST

M E VALENTINE DR

STANHOPE AVE

RO
SE

MAR
Y ST

VALS WAY

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

86
NB & IND-2 w/SRPOD

NX-3-UG/OX-3 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3/5
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

HILLSBOROUGH

GO
RM

AN

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CM

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-GR
IX-3-UL

NX-3

NX-3-PL NX-3-PL

NX-3-UG

NX-3-UL

OX-3

OX-3-UG

OX-12

R-4

R-6

ELI
ZA

BE
TH

ST

FU
RC

HE
S S

T

HILLSBOROUGH ST

TR
ILLIUM

WHO

RL CT

HALL PL

WI
LC

OX
 ST

NEIL ST

GO
RM

AN
ST

WILCOX PL

HOGAN LN

TURNER ST

Proposed

R-4

BC

R-6
R-6
CM

NB

O&I-1

IND-2

RBO&I-1

EL
IZA

BE
TH

ST

FU
RC

HE
S S

T

HILLSBOROUGH ST

TRILLIUMWHORL CT

HALL PL
WI

LC
OX

 ST

NEIL ST

GO
RM

AN
ST

WILCOX PL

HOGAN LN

TURNER ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

87
IND-2 w/SRPOD

NX-3 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-12
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
WEB-20823

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

HILLSBOROUGH

GO
RM

AN

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-5-UG-CU

CX-7-UG

R-10

RX-3

ASHE AVE

WA
KE

FIE
LD

 AV
E

TRYON HILL DR

Proposed

PBOD

PBOD

PB
OD

PB
OD

SP
R-30

R-20

O&I-2

CUD
IND-2

IND-2

IND-2

ASHE AVE

WA
KE

FIE
LD

 AV
E

TRYON HILL DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

88
IND-2 w/SRPOD

RX-3 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-2 (25ft)
Further Conversation
Medium Density Residential
WEB-21762

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ASHE

MO
RG

AN

ASHE

PARK

CO
X FLINT

TRYON HILLWA
KE

FIE
LD

DEXTER

HILLSBOROUGH

MORGAN

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCODDX-3-SH
DX-7-SH

OX-3-DE

OX-3-DE

N B
OY

LA
N A

VE

WILLARD PL

Proposed

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD
PBOD

PB
OD

PB
OD

RB BUSO&I-1

CUD
BUS

N B
OY

LA
N A

VE

WILLARD PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

89
O&I-1 w/NCOD

OX-3-DE w/NCOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3-PL w/NCOD
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-24322; GEN-0079; CC3-0062

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GL
EN

W
OO

D

JONES

BO
YL

AN

ST MARYS

WILLARD

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SRPOD

CM

CX-3-PL

IX-3

IX-3-GR
NX-3

NX-3

NX-3-PL

NX-3-UG

NX-3-UL
OX-3-UG

R-10

R-6
HILLSBOROUGH ST

FA
IR

CL
OT

H 
ST

TRILLIUM
WHORL CT

TU
RN

ER
 ST

MO
NT

GO
MER

Y ST

FU
RC

HE
S S

T

HALL PLGO
RM

AN
 ST

Proposed

SRPOD

BC

R-6

R-6

CM

NB
O&I-1

IND-2

R-10

HILLSBOROUGH ST

FA
IR

CL
OT

H 
ST

TRILLIUM
WHORL CT

TU
RN

ER
 ST

MO
NT

GO
MER

Y ST

FU
RC

HE
S S

T

HALL PLGO
RM

AN
 ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

90
O&I-1 w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3-UG w/SRPOD
Further Conversation
Neighborhood Mixed Use
Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

HILLSBOROUGHGO
RM

AN

CLARKRO
YA

L

HILLSBOROUGH

SH
EP

HE
RD

DA
ISY

NEIL

MERRIMAN

FU
RC

HE
S

HALL
HOGAN

TU
RNER

FA
IR

CL
OT

H
MO

NT
GO

ME
RY

WILCOX

EL
IZA

BET
H

POLLOCK

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CM

NX-3

OX-3 OX-3-CU

OX-3-CU

R-10

R-10

R-6 R-6

R-6

DANSEY DR

VALLEY STREAM DR

LOUISBURG RD
JAMES RD

VALLEY COVE CT

KYLE DR
WATER
OAK DR

LOUISBURG RD
401

401

Proposed

SHOD-3SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-3
SHOD-4

SHOD-4

SHOD-4

SHOD-4

SHOD-4

O&I-2

R-6

R-10

SC

CUD
O&I-1

CM

R-6 R-6

R-10

CUD
O&I-1

DANSEY DR

VALLEY STREAM DR

LOUISBURG RD

JAMES RD

VALLEY COVE CT

KYLE DR
WATER
OAK DR

LOUISBURG RD
401

401

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

91
SC w/SHOD-4

NX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
WEB-28482

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

LOUISBURG

NEW
 HOPE

LOUISBURG

LOUISBURG

KYLE

DANSEY

JAMES

WATER OAK

WOODLAWN

LAVISTA

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3

R-10

R-6

RX-3

RX-3

WASHINGTON ST

ST MARYS ST

Proposed

R-15

R-6

O&I-1

WASHINGTON ST

ST MARYS ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

92
O&I-1

OX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10
Staff Supported
Public Facilities
WEB-29762

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ST MARYS

SUTTON

GL
EN

W
OO

D

CAMERON

NICHOLS

CLAY

WO
OD

BU
RN

BR
YA

N

BO
YL

ANBROOKLYN

WASHINGTON

WESTVIEW

SP
RI

NG

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-GSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

IH

IX-3

R-10

W
LE

NO
IR

ST

MCCULLOCH ST

Proposed

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-GSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

R-10

IND-2

W
LE

NO
IR

ST

MCCULLOCH ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

93
IND-2 w/HOD-G

IX-3 w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Less Height
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-31042

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

WESTERN SOUTH

BO
YL

AN

LENOIR

CU
TL

ER

CABARRUSWESTERN

HU
NT

KI
NS

EY

DUPONT

MCCULLOCH

FL
OR

EN
CE

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SRPOD

SRPO
D

SRP
OD

SRPOD

CX-3-GR

IH

IH

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PK

IX-3-PL IX-3-PL

IX-3-PL
IX-3-UL

NX-3

NX-3-GR
NX-3-GR

R-10 R-10

R-10

R-10
R-4

R-6

R-6RX-3

RE DLN

AS BURY
DR

CAROLINA
AVE

HA
RT

SE
L L

LN

JONES
FR

AN
KLIN

RD

WESTERN BLVD

HILLSBOROUGH ST

GARY ST

HIL
LS

BO
ROUGH ST

WH
ITEHURST

WAY
HEGARTY

TER OA
KD

AL
E D

R

HUNT
CLUB LN

MARSH
AVE

WO
LF

 W
OO

D 
DR

BRADFORD

PEARCT

ETTABURKE CT

BU
RT

ON
AV

E

CHAPEL
HILL RD

WESTERN BLVD

HO
OK

ER
 D

R

GR
OV

E A
VE

ED
WAR

DS
MI

LL
RD

MT VERNON RD

54

Proposed

SRPOD

SRP
OD

SRP
OD

SRPOD

R-6
SC

R-10

R-4

IND-2

CUD
O&I-1

R-10

IND-1

NB SC

R-6

RE DLN

A SB URY
DR

CAROLINA
AVE

JONES
FR

ANKLIN
RD

WESTERN BLVD

HILLSBOROUGH ST

GARYST
HILLSBOROUGH ST

WHITEHURST
WAY

HEGARTY
TER

OA
KD

AL
E D

R

HUNT
CLUB LN

MARSH
AVE

WO
LF

WO
OD

D R

BRADFORD

PEARCT

ETTABURKE CT

BU
RT

ON
AV

E
CHAPEL
HILL RD

WESTERN BLVD

HO
OK

ER
 D

R

GR
OV

E A
VE

ED
WA

RD
S MI

LL
RD

MT VERNON RD
54

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

94
IND-1

IH / IX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Medium Density Residential
WEB-31682

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 40

WESTERN

I 44
0

CHAPEL HILL HILLSBOROUGHI 4
0

HILLSBOROUGH

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
NC

OD

NCOD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD

SR
PO

D
SR

PO
D

SR
PO

D

CX-5-UG

CX-7-SHNX-5-UG-CUOX-3

OX-3

OX-3

OX-3-UL

R-10R-10

R-6

RX-3

O B
ER

LIN
RD

TO
WE

R
ST

CAMERON ST

EVERETT AVE

CH
AM

BE
RL

AIN
 ST

STAFFORD AVE

Proposed

NC
OD

NCOD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD PBOD
PBOD

PB
OD

PB
OD

PB
OD

SR
PO

D
SR

PO
D

PB
OD PBOD PBOD

R-6

R-10R-10

O&I-1

O&I-1

CUD
SC

R-20

SC

SC

OB
ER

LI N
RD

TO
WE

R
ST

CAMERON ST

EVERETT AVE

CH
AM

BE
RL

AIN
 ST

STAFFORD AVE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

95
O&I-1 w/SRPOD

OX-3/OX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-5/NX-5-UL
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
WEB-32002

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

OB
ER

LIN

CLARK

DA
NI

EL
SHO

RN
E

PO
GU

E

EVERETT

CAMERON
STAFFORD

KILGORE

WO
OD

BU
RN

SMALLWOOD

SMEDES

TO
W

ERLA
TT

A

GARDEN

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD

NCOD

SR
PO

D
SR

PO
D

SRPOD
CX-5-UG

CX-5-UL

CX-7-SH
NX-5-UG-CU

OX-3

OX-3

OX-3

OX-3
OX-3-CU

OX-3-GR

OX-3-UG

OX-3-UL

OX-3-UL

R-10R-10
R-6

R-6

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3

RX-7

EN
TE

RP
RI

SE
 ST

BELLWOOD DR

OBERLIN RD

SM
ED

ES
PL

EVERETT
AVE

TO
WE

R 
ST

GARDEN PL

CLARK AVE

WO
OD

BU
RN

RD

DA
NI

EL
S S

T

SMALLWOOD DR

CAMERON ST

SUTTON DR

STAFFORD AVE

Proposed

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD
PB

OD
PB

OD

P B
OD

PBOD PBOD PBOD
PBOD

PBOD
PBOD

PBODPBODPBOD

PBOD

NCOD

NCOD

SR
PO

D

SRPOD

PBOD

PB
OD

PBOD

R-30

CUD
SC

R-6 R-15

R-6

O&I-1

R-6

CUD
O&I-2

R-30R-10

O&I-1

O&I-1

O&I-1

CUD
O&I-1

R-10

CUD
SC

R-20

SC
SC

EN
TE

RP
RI

SE
 ST

BELLWOOD DR

OBERLIN RD

SM
ED

ES
PL

TO
WE

R 
ST

GARDEN PL

CLARK AVE

EVERETT AVE

WO
OD

BU
RN

RD

DA
N I

EL
SS

T

SMALLWOOD DR

CAMERON ST

SUTTON DR

STAFFORD AVE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

96
SC w/PBOD

CX-5-UL/UG & CX-7-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-7/12
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
WEB-32018,36482

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

OB
ER

LIN

GL
EN

W
OO

D

HILLSBOROUGH

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD

CX-5-UL

OX-3-UL

R-6
RX-3

RX-3

RX-7WO
OD

BU
RN

RD

SMALLWOOD DR

SU
TTON DR

BELLWOOD DR

CLARK AVE

CAMERON ST
Proposed

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBODPBOD NCOD

R-30

R-6

O&I-1

O&I-1

SC

WO
OD

BU
RN

RD

SMALLWOOD DR

SU
TTON DR

BELLWOOD DR

CLARK AVE

CAMERON ST
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

97
SC

RX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-7
Not Staff Supported
High Density Residential
WEB-32019

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

OB
ER

LINVi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD NCOD NCOD

NC
OD

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD

NC
OD

NCOD

NCOD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD

NCODNCOD

SRPOD SRPOD SRPOD SRPOD

SRP
OD

SRP
OD

SR
PO

D

SRP
OD

SRP
OD

SR
PO

D

SRPODSRPODSRPOD

CX-5-UG CX-5-UL

NX-3-CU

OX-3

OX-3

OX-3-CU
OX-3-CU

OX-3-UG

OX-3-UL

OX-4-UL

OX-5-UG-CU

R-10

R-6

R-6

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3-CU

CH
AM

BE
RL

AIN
ST

TO
WE

R
ST

OB
ER

LIN
RD

DA
NIE

LS
ST

CHAMBER CT

EVERETT AVE

KILGORE AVE

BEDFORD AVE

SMALLWOOD DR

TO
WE

R 
ST

Proposed

PB
ODSRP

OD

PBO
D PBOD PBOD

PBOD

PBO
D

PBOD

NCOD NCOD NCOD

NC
OD

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD

NC
OD

NCOD

NCOD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NC
OD

NCOD

NCODNCOD
PB

OD PBOD PBOD

SRPOD SRPOD SRPOD SRPOD

SRP
OD

SR
PO

D

SRP
OD

SRP
OD

SR
PO

D

SRPODSRPODSRPOD

R-30
CUD
SC

R-6
R-6 CUD

R-20CUD
O&I-2

R-30

R-20

R-10

O&I-1

CUD
O&I-1

CUD
O&I-1R-20

R-20

SC

CH
AM

BE
RL

AIN
ST

TO
WE

R
ST

OB
ER

LIN
RD

DA
NIE

LS
ST

CHAMBER CT

EVERETT AVE

KILGORE AVE

BEDFORD AVE

SMALLWOOD DR

TO
WE

R 
ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

98
O&I-1 w/SRPOD

OX-3 / OX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX/OX-5
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-32322,36178

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

OB
ER

LIN

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCODNCOD

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD

NC
OD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

CX-5-UG
CX-5-UL

CX-7-SH

CX-7-SH-CU

NX-3-CU

NX-4-SH

NX-4-SH

NX-4-SH-CU
NX-4-SH-CU

NX-4-SH-CU

NX-4-UG

NX-5-UG-CU

NX-7-SH-CU
OX-3

OX-3-CU

OX-3-GR

OX-3-GR

OX-3-UL

OX-7-SH
OX-12

R-10-CU

R-6

R-6
RX-3

OB

ERLIN

RD

CLARK AVE

LAMPEDR
COLLEGECREST ALY

HORNE ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

FOUNDERSDR

OBERLIN RD

CU
RR

EN
T D

R

GRO
VE

LA
ND

AV
E

LOGAN CT

BR
OU

G

HTO
ND

R

FE
RN

DE
LL

 LN

GARDEN PL

PARK DR

EN
TE

RP
RI

SE
 ST

DA
NI

EL
S S

T

VANDERBILT AVE

CHAMBERLAIN ST

MA
ID

EN
 LN

HOPE ST

HORSE TRACK ALY

Proposed
PB

OD
PB

OD

PB
OD

PB
OD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD PBOD

PBOD
PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PB
OD

NCOD

PB
OD

PB
OD

PBOD

PBOD

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD
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SRPOD
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NB

R-10-CU
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CUD
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R-6
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HOPE ST

HORSE TRACK ALY

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

99
R-20 w/SRPOD

RX-3 w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-5
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
WEB-32642

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

HILLSBOROUGH
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD

NCOD

NX-3-CU
NX-4-SH

NX-4-SH

NX-4-SH-CU
NX-4-SH-CU

NX-7-SH-CU

OX-3

OX-3-DE
OX-3-GR
OX-3-UG

OX-3-UG

OX-7-SHOX-12

R-6

R-6
RX-3
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BR
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PILLSBURY CIR

CLARK AVE

HORSE TRACK ALY

Proposed

PBOD

PBOD
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OD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD
PBOD

PBOD

PBOD
PBOD

PBOD

NCOD

NCOD

CUD
SC

NX-7-SH-CU

R-6

R-6

CUD
SC

CUD
O&I-1

CUD
SC

O&I-1

CUD
SC

O&I-2

O&I-1

NB

O&I-1

R-20

YARBROUGH
DR

EU
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NE
BR
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KS AVE
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E D
R

COLLEGECREST ALY

BR
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E

DE
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X

PL
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RR
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T D

R

LOGANCT

CHAMBERLAIN ST
HORNE ST

FOUNDERS DR

HILLSBOROUGH ST

HOPE ST

PO
GU

E ST

GA
RD

NE
R S

T

VANDERBILT AVE

BR
OU

GH
TO

N D
R

PILLSBURY CIR

CLARK AVE

HORSE TRACK ALY

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

100
NB/CUD SC w/PBOD

NX-4-SH(-CU)

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-5+
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
WEB-32658

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

DX-3-UL

NX-3-DE

NX-3-UL

S B
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OD
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ST

Proposed

DO
D

DO
D

DO
D

RB
S B
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OD

WO
RT

H 
ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

101
RB

NX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3-DE
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
WEB-34882, 34930

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G HOD-G

HO
D-G

DX-3-DE

DX-3-UG

DX-7-UG

S P
ER

SO
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ST

E CABARRUS ST

Proposed

DO
D
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DOD DOD DOD DOD DOD DOD

HO
D-G
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D-G

HOD-G HOD-G
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HOD-G HOD-G
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HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G

RB

RB

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

E CABARRUS ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

102
RB w/HOD-G & DOD

DX-3-DE w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-7-UL
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
WEB-34914

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

DX-5-UG

DX-12-UG

DX-20-SH

S D
AW

SO
N

ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

N D
AW

SO
N 

ST

70

Proposed

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

BUS

BUS

S D
AW

SO
N

ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

N D
AW

SO
N 

ST

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

103
BUS w/DOD

DX-20-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-40-SH
Further Conversation
Central Business District
WEB-34915

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

EDENTON
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N
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

DX-7-SH

DX-7-UG

DX-40-SH

S W
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E HARGETT ST

Proposed

HOD-G HOD-G
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DO
D
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D
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D

DOD DOD DOD DOD DOD DOD

BUS

S W
ILM

IN
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ON
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E HARGETT ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

104
BUS w/HOD-G & DOD

DX-7-SH w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-20-SH
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

W
ILM

IN
GT

ON

HARGETT

BL
OU

NT

FA
YE

TT
EV

ILL
E

EXCHANGE

MINERVA

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

DX-3

DX-3

DX-4-SH

DX-5-SH

DX-12-SH

DX-12-SH

IX-3-UL

S D
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T S
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

105
IND-2 w/DOD

DX-5-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-12-SH
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
WEB-34918->34920

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

DX-4-SH

DX-4-UL

DX-5-SH

DX-12-SH

S D
AW

SO
N 

ST

W DAVIE ST

70

Proposed

BUS

BUS
IND-2

S D
AW

SO
N 

ST

W DAVIE ST

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

106
IND-2 w/DOD

DX-4-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-12-SH
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
WEB-34949,34921,34963

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

DX-4-SH

DX-5-SH

DX-12-SH

S D
AW

SO
N 

ST

W DAVIE ST

70

Proposed

BUS
IND-2

S D
AW

SO
N 

ST

W DAVIE ST

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

107
IND-2 w/DOD

DX-4-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-20-SH
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
WEB-34964,34950

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD
SRPOD SRPOD
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D
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DX-5-UL
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DX-7-UL DX-12-SH
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DX-12-UL
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OX-7-UL
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HILLSBOROUGH ST
Proposed

DOD

DOD

DO
D

PBOD

NCOD
SRPOD SRPOD
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D
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D

NB

BUSR-30

NB

BC

O&I-1

R-30

O&I-1
CUD
NB
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PARKHAM
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S ST MARYS ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

108
IND-2 w/DOD

DX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-12
Further Conversation
Central Business District
WEB-34922

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-GHOD-GHOD-GHOD-G HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G

DX-7-UGDX-12-SH
DX-12-UG

DX-20-SH

DX-40-SH

S W
ILM

IN
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ON
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E CABARRUS ST

STRONACHS ALY

Proposed

HOD-GHOD-GHOD-GHOD-G HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G
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STRONACHS ALY

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

109
BUS w/DOD

DX-12-UG/SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-20/40-SH
Further Conversation
Central Business District
Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HO
D-G
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D-G

HOD-GHOD-GHOD-GHOD-GHOD-G HOD-G HOD-G HOD-G

DX-3-DE

DX-3-UGDX-7-UG
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

110
BUS w/DOD

DX-7-UG

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-20-SH
Further Conversation
Central Business District
WEB-34923

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

R-4

R-6

CHESTER RD

Proposed

R-4

R-6

CHESTER RD
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

111
R-4

R-4

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-6
Not Staff Supported
Low Density Residential
WEB-35202

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NCODSRPOD

CX-5-SH

CX-5-UG

CX-5-UG-CU

CX-5-UG-CU

CX-7-UG
CX-7-UL-CU

NX-3-DE

NX-4-UL
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OX-5-GR

OX-5-UL

OX-12-GR
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W
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TRYON HILL DR

ASHE AVE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

112
Various (SP R-30)

R-10/RX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Various
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3

R-10
RX-3CO

X A
VE

Proposed

O&I-2

SP
R-30

R-30

O&I-1

CO
X A

VE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

113
SP R-30

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0436

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

R-10 FIL
MORE ST

Proposed

SP
R-30 FIL

MORE ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

114
SP R-30

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0434

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

R-10

FIL
MO

RE
 ST

Proposed

SP
R-30

FIL
MO

RE
 ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

115
SP R-30

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0435

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

R-10

RX-3

RX-3

PARKAVE
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VE

DEXTER PL

Proposed

SP
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R-30
PARK AVE

CO
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VE

DEXTER PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

116
SP R-30

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

RX-3
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0418; GEN-0535

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ASHE

PARK

ASHE

CO
X FLINT

DEXTER

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

117
SC, SC w/SHOD-2, R-4

CX-5-PL/CX-12-UL/R-4

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-40-UL
Further Conversation
Regional Mixed Use
GEN-0135->150

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440

SIX FORKS
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G

DX-3
DX-3

IX-3-UL
R-10

S BO
YL

AN
AV

E

KINSEY ST
DUPONT CIR Proposed

HOD-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G

DOD

R-10 IND-2

S BO
YL

AN
AV

E

KINSEY ST

DUPONT CIR Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

118
R-10

IX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0468; WEB-37762,39047

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HO
D -G

HOD-G

HOD-G

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD
DX-3

DX-7-UL
IH

IH

IX-3-UL
R-10

MOUNTFORD ST

KINSEY ST

S BOYLAN AVE

CU
TL

ER
 ST

DUPONT CIR

Proposed

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HO
D -G

HOD-G

HOD-G

DOD

DOD

DOD

DOD SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD
NB

NB

R-10

IND-2
MOUNTFORD ST

KINSEY ST

S BOYLAN AVE

CU
TL

ER
 ST

DUPONT CIR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

119
NB / IND-2

DX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0469

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-GSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

IH

IX-3 R-10
SB

OY
LA

NA
V E

W
LE

NO
IR

ST

CU
TL

ER
ST

MCCULLOCH ST

Proposed

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-GSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

R-10

IND-2

SB
OY

L A
NA

V E

W
LE

NO
IR

ST

CU
TL

ER
ST

MCCULLOCH ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

120
IND-2 w/HOD-G

IX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10 or NX-3-UL
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0470

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

LENOIR

WESTERN
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-GHOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

NX-3-UL

R-10

RX-3

FL
OR

EN
CE

 ST

W LENOIR ST

FL
OR

EN
CE

 ST

Proposed

HOD-GHOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

NB

R-20

R-10

FL
OR

EN
CE

 ST

W LENOIR ST

FL
OR

EN
CE

 ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

121
NB w/HOD-G

NX-3-UL w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

R-10
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0471

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

SOUTH

LENOIR

SOUTH

LENOIR
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YL
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FL
OR

EN
CE
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OR
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CE
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cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SW
PO

D
SW

PO
D

SWPOD SWPOD
SWPOD

SWPOD

SWPOD

CX-3-PLCX-3-PL-CU

IX-3
IX-3-PL

PD
TRYON RDGR

EN
EL

LE
ST

S WILMINGTON ST

SW
ILM

ING
TO

N
SE

RV
ICE

RD

S WILMINGTON ST

401

70 70

401

Proposed

PDDPDD

SW
PO

D
SW

PO
D

SWPOD SWPOD
SWPOD

SWPOD

SWPOD

IND-1

CUD
SC TRYON RDGR

EN
EL

LE
ST

S WILMINGTON ST

SW
ILM

ING
TO

N
SE

RV
ICE

RD

S WILMINGTON ST

401

70 70

401

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

122
IND w/SWPOD

IX-3 w/SWPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5/7
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0478->480

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GARNER

TRYON W
ILMINGTON

TRYONVi
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-CU

R-10-CU

R-4

R-4

R-6

R-6

STANNARY PL

LEESVILLE RD

MORNIN
G

EDGE DRDAWNPIPER DR

DENHAM CT

HIC
KO

RY
GR

OV
E

CH
UR

CH
RD

NEW LEESVILLE BLVD

Proposed

CUD
SC

R-4

R-4

R-10-CU

R-6

R-6

STANNARY PL

LEESVILLE RD

MORNIN
G

EDGE DRDAWNPIPER DR

DENHAM CT

HIC
KO

RY
GR

OV
E

CH
UR

CH
RD

NEW LEESVILLE BLVD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

123
CUD SC

CX-3-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

LEESVILLE
LEESVILLE

RA
DN

ER

NEW LEESVILLE
CLAYBANK

FAIRMEAD

STANNARY

DENHAM
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DAWN PIPER

FRIENDSHIP OAK
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-3-DE

R-10
RX-3

RX-3-CU

MO
NI

E L
N

E HARGETT ST

WO
OD

SB
OR

OU
GH

 PL

Proposed

R-20

BUS

SC

R-30

CUD
O&I-2

MO
NI

E L
N

E HARGETT ST

WO
OD

SB
OR

OU
GH

 PL

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

124
CUD O&I-2

RX-3-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3-CU
Further Conversation
High Density Residential
GEN-0484

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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HARGETT
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YW

OO
D

BL
OO

DW
OR

TH MO
NI

E

CH
AV

IS

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3

CX-3
CX-3

CX-3-PL IX-3-PL

IND
US

TR
IAL

DR

CREEKSIDE DR

Proposed

IND-1

IND
US

TR
IAL

DR

CREEKSIDE DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

125
IND-1

CX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Staff Supported
High Density Residential
GEN-0489

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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WA
KE
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2

SH
OD

-2

IH

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PL IX-4-CU

YONKERS RD

N RALEIGH BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

APPLIANCE CT
RATCHFORD DR 401

401

440
440

Proposed

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2

SH
OD

-2

IND-2

IND-1

CUD
O&I-2

YONKERS RD

N RALEIGH BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

APPLIANCE CT
RATCHFORD DR 401

401

440
440

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

126
IND-2 w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Text Change or IX-3
Further Conversation
General Industrial
GEN-0490; WEB-38083

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440

CAPITAL
RALEIGH
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CM

CX-3

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PL
IX-3-PL

IX-3-PL-CU

R-10

R-10

R-6RX-3

RX-3-CU

OTTERS
RUN CT

ATLANTIC AVE

MCHINES
PL

RE
UN

IO
N

PT

CE
DA

R
FO

RE
ST

WA
Y

PR
IMAV

ER
ACT

HA
RG

RO
VE

 RD

OLD
WAK

E
FO

RE
ST

RD

SPRINGFOREST RD

DEPARTURE DR

ATLANTIC SPR
INGS

RD

Proposed

IND-1

R-4

R-10
CUD

O&I-2
CM

CUD
IND-1

R-6

R-10

R-20
OTTERS

RUN CT

ATLANTIC AVE

MCHINES
PL

RE
UN

IO
N

PT

CE
DA

R
FO

RE
ST

WA
Y

PR
IMAV

ER
ACT

HA
RG

RO
VE

 RD

OLD
WAK

E
FO

RE
ST

RD

SPRINGFOREST RD

DEPARTURE DR

ATLANT IC

SPRINGS RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

127
IND-1

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3-PL
Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0491

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CAPITAL

ATLANTIC

CAPITALVi
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ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G
HOD-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

DX-3-DE

DX-3-UG

DX-7-UG

DX-12-UG

N P
ER

SO
N

ST

E MORGAN ST
MINERVA ST

S B
LO

UN
T S

T

NEW BERN AVE
NEW BERN PL

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST
Proposed

HOD-G
HOD-G

HO
D-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

HOD-G

BUS

BUS

O&I-2

O&I-2

N P
ER

SO
N

ST

E MORGAN ST
MINERVA ST

S B
LO

UN
T S

T

NEW BERN AVE
NEW BERN PL

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

128
BUS w/DOD

DX-7-UG

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-20-UG
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
GEN-0492; GEN-0521

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

DX-3

DX-3-SH DX-3-UL

DX-5-UG-CU
DX-7-SH

DX-7-UG

DX-7-UG

DX-7-UG-CU

DX-12-UG

NX-3-DE

NX-5-UL R-10

RX-3

S E
AS

T S
T

S B
LO

OD
WO

RT
H 

ST

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

BL
AK

E S
T

PA
RH

AM
 ST

E HARGETT ST

E MARTIN ST

Proposed

HOD-G HOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-GHOD-G

DOD DOD DOD DOD

DO
D

DOD

DO
D

DO
D

DODDOD

DOD DOD

DO
D

DO
D

DODDOD

DODDODDODDOD

CUD
O&I-1

BUS CUD
O&I-1 RB

RB

RB BUS

RB
R-30O&I-2

S E
AS

T S
T

S B
LO

OD
WO

RT
H 

ST

S P
ER

SO
N 

ST

BL
AK

E S
T

PA
RH

AM
 ST

E HARGETT ST

E MARTIN ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

129
Various

DX-7-UG/SH (CU)

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-20-UG
Not Staff Supported
Central Business District
GEN-0493; GEN-0522

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-3

OX-3-CU

OX-3-CU R-10

R-10

R-6

VALLEY COVE CT

LOUISBURG RD

LOUISBURG RD

JAMES RD

WATER OAK DR

401

401

Proposed

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-3

SHOD-4

SHOD-4

SHOD-4

SHOD-4

SHOD-4

R-6

R-10
SC

CUD
O&I-1

R-10
CUD

O&I-1

VALLEY COVE CT

LOUISBURG RD

LOUISBURG RD

JAMES RD

WATER OAK DR

401

401

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

130
R-6 w/SHOD-4

R-6

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0494; WEB-37443

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

LOUISBURG
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 HOPE LOUISBURG
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Public Comment - Change Request:
NCOD

NCOD

NCODSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

OX-3

OX-3-GR

R-6
RX-3 OBERLIN RD

Proposed

NCOD

NCOD

NCODSRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

R-6

NB

O&I-1

R-6

R-20

OBERLIN RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

131
O&I-1 w/SRPOD

OX-3-GR

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0495

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-1
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D
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SRPOD
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SRPOD
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SRPOD

SHOD-1
SWPOD
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SWPOD

SHOD-1SHOD-1

SHOD-1
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SRPODSRPOD
SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD
SRPODSRPOD

SR
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D
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D

IX-3-PL

R-1

R-1

R-1

R-10

R-10-CU

R-6-CU

LA
KE

 DA
M RD

TRYON RD

40

40 Proposed

SHOD-1

SR
PO

D

SHOD-1

SR
PO

D

SHOD-1

SR
PO

D
SH

OD
-1

SRPOD

SH
OD

-1

SRPOD

SH
OD

-1

SRPOD

SHOD-1
SWPOD

SHOD-1
SWPOD

SHOD-1SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SH
OD

-1
SH

OD
-1

SRPODSRPOD
SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD
SRPODSRPOD

SR
PO

D
SR

PO
D

R-1

IND-1

R-6-CU

R-10
R-10-CU

SC
R-1

R-1

LA
KE

 DA
M RD

TRYON RD

40

40 Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

132
IND-1 w/SHOD-1&SRPOD

IX-3-PL w/SHOD-1&SRP

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-4
Further Conversation
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0498

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 40
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3

CX-3CX-3

CX-3-PL
IX-3-PL

WA
KE

FO
RE

ST
RDRUCKER ST

IND
US

TR
IAL

 DR

CREEKSIDE DR

Proposed

IND-1

SC NB

NB
WA

KE
FO

RE
ST

RDRUCKER ST

IND
US

TR
IAL

 DR

CREEKSIDE DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

133
IND-1

CX-3 / CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Further Conversation
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0499,500

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-4-SH

OX-12

R-6

FOUNDERS DR

GA
RD

NE
R 

ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

PO
GU

E S
T

Proposed

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD

PBOD
PBOD

R-6

NB

O&I-1
FOUNDERS DR

GA
RD

NE
R 

ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

PO
GU

E S
T

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

134
NB w/PBOD

NX-4-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-5-GR
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0503

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PK

IX-3-PK

NX-3

OX-3

OX-3
OX-3-CU

OX-3-PK

R-4

RX-5

RX-5-PK

VENICE LN

GLENWOOD AVE

SPRINGMOUNTAIN WAY

DOIE COPE RD

FLE
ETW

OOD DR

LYNN RD

BELLA PARK TRL

GLEN ABBOTT LN

WINCHESTER DR

GLENWOOD AVE

7070

Proposed

NB

TD

O&I-1
O&I-1CUD

NBO&I-1

R-4

VENICE LN

GLENWOOD AVE

SPRINGMOUNTAIN WAY

DOIE COPE RD

FLE
ETW

OOD DR

LYNN RD

BELLA PARK TRL

GLEN ABBOTT LN

WINCHESTER DR

GLENWOOD AVE

7070

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

135
TD

OX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3-PK
Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0505

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2
SHOD-1
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R-6

R-6
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SHOD-1SHOD-2
SH

OD
-1

SH
OD

-2
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136
SC w/SHOD-2

CX-3 w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-12 w/SHOD-2
Not Staff Supported
Office/Research & Development
GEN-0508

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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137
IND-2

IX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-7
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0509

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440

CAPITAL TRAWICK

RA
LEIG

H SKYCREST

I 440

CAPITAL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
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NB w/HOD-G

OX-5 w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

3 or 4 Story Height
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0510

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

139
BUS w/DOD&HOD-G

DX-40-SH w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

5 Story Height
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0511

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

140
BUS w/DOD&HOD-G

DX-40-SH w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

5 Story Height
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0512

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:

141
BUS w/DOD&HOD-G

DX-7-SH w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

5 Story Height
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0513

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

EA
ST

MORGAN

SA
LIS

BU
RY

MC
DO

W
EL

L

W
ILM

IN
GT

ON

DAVIE

MARTIN

HARGETT

EA
ST

MORGAN

BL
OU

NT

PE
RS

ON

DA
W

SO
N

BL
OO

DW
OR

TH

FA
YE

TT
EV

ILL
E

CH
AV

IS

BL
AK

E

GA
LE

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:

142
BUS w/DOD&HOD-G

DX-7-SH/UG w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

5 Story Height
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0514

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:

143
BUS w/DOD&HOD-G

DX-7-UG w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

5 Story Height
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0515

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:

144
R-30,O&I-2 w/PDD&HOD

PD w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

-GR/-DE Frontage
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0516

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:

145
NB/O&I-1 w/HOD-G

NX/OX-3-UL w/HOD-G

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

-GR/-DE Frontage
Further Conversation
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0517

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:

146
CUD O&I-2

OX-5-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5-CU
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0518

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:

147
CUD TD

RX-5-PK-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3-CU
Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0519

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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O&I-1 w/SRPOD

OX-3-PL w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Staff Supported
Medium Density Residential
GEN-0520

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Proposed Zoning:
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SC/O&I-2 w/NCOD

NX/OX-3-GR w/NCOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-7-GR
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0521

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

OX-3

OX-3

OX-4OX-5

OX-7

RX-3

RX-4

WIREWOOD DR

BRIGHTHURST DR

WADE AVE

ST
 M

AR
YS

 ST

Proposed

R-30

O&I-1

WIREWOOD DR
BRIGHTHURST DR

WADE AVE

ST
 M

AR
YS

 ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:
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O&I-1

OX-4

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-7
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0524

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-5
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0525

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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OD

AO
D

AOD

AOD AOD AOD AOD

AOD

AO
D

AO
D

AODAODAODAOD

AO
D

AO
D

AO
D

AOD MPOD

MPOD

MPOD MPOD MPOD MPOD

MP
OD

MP
OD

MP
ODMPODMPODMPODMPOD

MP
OD

MP
OD

MPOD

IX-3-PK

R-4

GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

70

70

Proposed

AOD

MP
OD

AO
D

AOD

AOD AOD AOD AOD

AOD

AO
D

AO
D

AODAODAODAOD

AO
D

AO
D

AO
D

AOD MPOD

MPOD

MPOD MPOD MPOD MPOD

MP
OD

MP
OD

MP
ODMPODMPODMPODMPOD

MP
OD

MP
OD

MPOD

R-4
TD

GLENWOOD AVE

GLENWOOD AVE

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

152
TD w/AOD & MPOD

R-4 w/AOD & MPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0527

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOOD

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-5-UG
IX-3-GR

NX-3-CU

NX-3-PL

NX-3-UG
NX-4-SH

NX-4-SH

OX-3
OX-3
OX-3

OX-3

OX-3-UG

OX-5-GR

OX-12

PD

R-10

R-4

R-6

R-6

RX-3

RX-3

RX-3-CU

VA
RS

ITY
DR

TO
WE

R
ST

FU
RC

HE
SS

T

EU
GE

NE
BR

OO
KS

AV
E

DAN

ALLEN DR

LA
MP

E D
R

COLLEGECREST ALY

CO
NC

OR
D

ST

CLARK
AVE

SULLIVAN DR

DIXIET RL

DA
NI

EL
S S

T
HORNE ST

FR
IEN

DL
Y

DR

GRO
VE

LA
ND

AV
E

B R
O O

K S
A V

E

LA
TT

A S
T

PH
EL

PS
AV

E

RO
SE

MO
NT

 AV
E

FE
RN

DE
LL

LN

HILLSBOROUGH ST

TRI
LLIUM

WHORL CT

BEDFORD
AVE

PU
LLE

N
RD

SH
EP

HE
RD

 ST

DE
RIE

UX
PL

EN
TE

RP
RI

SE
 ST

DA
ISY

ST EVERETT AVE

THURMAN DR BENEHAN ST

STAFFORD
AVE

POGUEST

DOUGLAS ST

GA
RD

NE
R S

T

EVERETT AVE

HE
ND

ER
SO

N S
T

HILLSBOROUGH ST

FOUNDERS DR
PARK DR

VANDERBILT AVE

KATHARINE ST INSONDR

GRAHAM
ST

WATAUGA

CLUBDR

CHAMBERLA
IN

ST
SMALLWOOD DR

STANHOPEAVE

BO
NE

Y DR

VALSWAY

WO
OD

BU
RN

RD

HOPE ST

CAMERON ST

HALL PL

CO
X

AV
E

MA
ID

EN
 LN

OBERLIN RD

MERRIMAN AVE

SM
EDES PL

PILLSBURY

CIR

WESTERNBLVD

CU
RR

EN
T D

R

TO
WE

R 
ST

HORSE

TRACK ALY

BR
OU

GH
TO

N D
R

KILGORE AVE

BEDFORD AVE

MOTORPOOL ST

T URN
ER

ST

CLARK AVE

DUNN AVE

WOLF VILLAGE WAY

BA
GW

EL
L

AV
E

YARBROUGH DRCATES AVE

Proposed

R-4

R-6

R-6

O&I-1
NB

O&I-1

IND-2 SC

O&I-2
BC

R-20R-10

O&I-1

O&I-1

O&I-1

O&I-1

NB

CUD
O&I-1

R-6

R-10

CUD
SC

R-20

R-20

SC SC

VA
RS

ITY
DR

TO
WE

R
ST

FU
RC

HE
SS

T

DAN

ALLEN DR

LA
MP

E D
R

COLLEGECREST ALY

CO
NC

OR
D

ST

CLARK
AVE

SULLIVAN DR

DIXIET RL

DA
NI

EL
S S

T

HORNE ST

FR
IEN

DL
Y

DR

GRO
VE

LA
ND

AV
E

RAYMOND ST

LOGANCT

B R
O O

K S
A V

E

LA
TT

A S
T

PH
EL

PS
AV

E

RO
SE

MO
NT

 AV
E

GARDEN PL

FE
RN

DE
L L

LN

HILLSBOROUGH ST

TR

ILLIUM

WHORL CT

BEDFORD
AVE

PU
LLE

N
RD

SH
EP

HE
RD

 ST

DE
RIE

UX
PL EN

TE
RP

RI
SE

 ST

DA
ISY

 ST

EVERETT AVE

THURMAN DR BENEHAN ST

STAFFORD
AVE

POGUEST

GA
RD

NE
R S

T

EVERETT AVE

HILLSBOROUGH ST
FOUNDERS DR

PARK DR

VANDERBILT AVE

KATHARINE ST INSONDR

GRAHAM
ST

WATAUGA

CLUBDR
SMALLWOOD DR

ST
AN

HO
PE

AV
E

RO
SE

MA
RY

ST

BO
NE

Y DR

VALSWAY

WO
OD

BU
RN

R D

HOPE ST

CAMERON ST

HALL PL

CO
X

AV
E

MA
ID

EN
 LN

OB
ER

L IN
R D

MERRIMAN AVE

SM
EDES PL

PILLSBURY

CIR

WESTERNBLVD

CU
RR

EN
T D

R

TO
WE

R 
ST

HORSE

TRACK ALY

BR
OU

GH
TO

N D
R

KILGORE AVE

BEDFORD AVE

MOTORPOOL ST

TU
RN

ER
 ST

CLARK AVE

DUNN AVE

WOLF VILLAGE WAY

BA
GW

EL
L

AV
E

YARBROUGH DRCATES AVE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

153
Various

NX/OX/CX

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0531

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 4
40

WESTERN

HILLSBOROUGH

WADE

OB
ER

LIN

CA
PIT

AL

MORGAN

I 4
40

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

R-10

RX-3

RX-3

C HAVIS
WAY

HOLMES ST

SHADES PL

MARTIN LUTHERKING JR BLVD

Proposed

R-20

NB
CHAVIS

WAY
HOLMES ST

SHADES PL

MARTIN LUTHERKING JR BLVD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

154
R-20

R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0532->533; Various WEB

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

MARTIN LUTHER KING JR

GA
RN

EREA
ST

GR
EG

G

GA
RN

ER

HO
LM

ES
CH

AV
IS

HA
YW

OO
D

SHADES

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

IX-3-GRNX-3 NX-3

NX-3-UL
OX-3-UG

TU
RN

ER
 ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

Proposed

NB

O&I-1

IND-2

TU
RN

ER
 ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

155
NB w/SRPOD

NX-3-UL w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0536

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

HILLSBOROUGH

GO
RM

AN

HILLSBOROUGH

GO
RM

AN

HALL

TU
RNER

FU
RC

HE
S

NEIL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

IX-3-PL

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

1

1

Proposed

IND-2

IND-1

NB

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

1

1

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

156
NB

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0537

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CAPITAL CAPITAL

CAPITAL

BRENTWOOD

CAPITAL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CROSSOVER

GLENWOOD AVE

DAV
IS C

IR

GLENWOOD AVE

70

70

Proposed

SC

IND-1

CROSSOVER

GLENWOOD AVE

DAV
IS C

IR

GLENWOOD AVE

70

70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

157
IND-1

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0538

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOOD

DU
RA

LE
IG

H

GLENWOOD

GLENWOOD

DA
VIS

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:
SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2
SH

OD
-2

SHOD-2

CX-3-PL

CX-5-CUCX-12-UL

OP-3

OP-4
OP-7

OP-12

OX-5

R-10

R-4

AR
RO

W
DR

GLENWOOD AVE

CENTURY DR

CRABTREE VIEW PL

GLENWOOD AVE

70 70

Proposed

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SH
OD

-2
SH

OD
-2

SHOD-2
CX-5-CU R-10

SC O&I-2

O&I-2

NB

O&I-2

R-4

AR
RO

W
DR

GLENWOOD AVE

CENTURY DR

CRABTREE VIEW PL
GLENWOOD AVE

70 70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

158
NB

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Office/Research & Development
GEN-0539, 543

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOOD

BL
UE

 RI
DG

E

I 440

GLENWOOD

GLENWOOD

CENTURY

AR
RO

W

I 440 EXIT 7

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL CX-4-PL

CX-5-PL-CU

BRENTWOOD RD

CAPITAL BLVD
CAPITAL BLVD

1

1

Proposed

IND-2
CUD

O&I-2

NB

BRENTWOOD RD

CAPITAL BLVD
CAPITAL BLVD

1

1

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

159
NB

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0540

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CAPITAL

CAPITAL
CAPITAL

BRENTWOOD

BREW
TON

CAPITAL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

CX-3-PL-CU

CX-3-PL-CU

OX-3

OX-3-PL-CU R-4 R-6
DIXIE FOREST RD

ATL
ANTIC

AV
E

Proposed

R-4

CUD
SC

SC

CUD
SC

CUD
O&I-1

R-6

O&I-3

DIXIE FOREST RD

ATL
ANTIC

AV
E

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

160
SC

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0541

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

ATLANTIC

AT
LA

NT
ICDIXIE FOREST

LIT
CH

FO
RD

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

CX-3

CX-3-PL

IX-3

APPLIAN
CE

CT

WESTINGHOUSE BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

1

1

Proposed

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

IND-2

IND-1

APPLIAN
CE

CT

WESTINGHOUSE BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

1

1

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

161
SC

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
GEN-0542

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

CAPITAL CAPITAL

CAPITAL

APPLIANCE

BRENTWOOD

HIGHWOODS

WESTINGHOUSE

CAPITAL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL R-4

RX-3-CU

FALLS OF NEUSE RD

SANDY

FORKS RD

Proposed

R-4

CUD
R-15

SC

FALLS OF NEUSE RD

SANDY

FORKS RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

162
SC

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0544

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

FALLS OF NEUSE

SUBURBAN

SA
NDY F

ORKS NEW MARKET

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

OX-3-PL

OX-4-PL

RX-3

BLAND
RD

BLAND RDWAKE
FO

RES
T RD

NEW HOPE CHURCH RD

HARDIMONT RD
Proposed

SC

R-6

O&I-1

R-15
O&I-1R-10

NB

BLAND
RD

BLAND RDWAKE
FO

RES
T RD

NEW HOPE CHURCH RD

HARDIMONT RD
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

163
NB

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0545

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

WAK
E F

OR
EST

NEW HOPE CHURCH

HARDIMONT

WAKE FO
REST

BLAND

FOREST RIDGE

BLANDVi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2

CX-3-CU

CX-3-PL

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

CAROLINA PINES AVE

PECAN RD

70 70

Proposed

SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2

NB

CUD
NB

SC

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

S S
AU

ND
ER

S S
T

CAROLINA PINES AVE

PECAN RD

70 70

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

164
NB

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0546

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

SA
UN

DE
RS

PECAN

SA
UN

DE
RS

GRANITE CAROLINA PINES

SA
UN

DE
RS

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-1
SHOD-1

SHOD-1
SHOD-1

SHOD-1

CX-3-PL

NX-3-PL-CU
R-10

R-10

R-10R-4

RO
CK

 Q
UA

RR
Y R

D

MERRICK ST

PROCTOR RD

CROSS LINK RD

LYNDHURST DR

Proposed

SHOD-1
SHOD-1

SHOD-1
SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SC

R-10 CUD
NBR-4

NB

R-10

R-10

RO
CK

 Q
UA

RR
Y R

D

MERRICK ST

PROCTOR RD

CROSS LINK RD

LYNDHURST DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

165
SC

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0547

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

RO
CK

 Q
UA

RR
Y

CROSS LINK PROCTORLYNDHURST

MA
LO

NE

ED
W

IN

ME
RR

IC
K

LIB
ER

TYVi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL

WA
KE

FO
RE

ST
RD

E SIX FORKS RD

Proposed

NB

IND-1NB

WA
KE

FO
RE

ST
RD

E SIX FORKS RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

166
NB

CX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0548

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

SIX FORKS

WA
KE

 FO
RE

ST

SIX FORKS

WA
KE

 FO
RE

ST

RUCKER

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SRPOD

IX-3

NX-3
NX-3

NX-3-PL

NX-3-UL

OX-3-UG

R-10

EL
IZA

BE
TH

 ST

MO
NT

GO
ME

RY
ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

GO
RM

AN
 ST

Proposed

SRPOD

NB O&I-1

IND-2

R-10

EL
IZA

BE
TH

 ST

MO
NT

GO
ME

RY
ST

HILLSBOROUGH ST

GO
RM

AN
 ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

167
NB w/SRPOD

NX-3-UL w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0549

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

HILLSBOROUGH

GO
RM

AN

CLARK

HILLSBOROUGH

NEIL

FU
RC

HE
S

HOGAN

HALL

TU
RNER

MERRIMAN

EL
IZA

BET
H

FA
IR

CL
OT

H

NEIL

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3

IX-3

NX-3

R-10
POOLE RD

AN
GIE

RA
VE

Proposed

IND-2

R-10

NB

NB

POOLE RD

AN
GIE

RA
VE

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

168
NB

NX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0550

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

POOLE

RALEIGH

POOLE

RA
LE

IG
H

RU
SS

AN
GI

ER

CO
KE

KE
NN

ED
Y

DALLAS

HAWKINS

LU
MP

KIN

VA
SC

O

PA
RN

EL
L

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL
IX-3-PL

NX-3-PL

OX-3-DE-CU R-10

E WHITAKER MILL RD

WAKE FOREST RD

FAIRFIELD DR

Proposed

CUD
O&I-1

IND-2
NB

NB

R-10

E WHITAKER MILL RD

WAKE FORESTRD

FAIRFIELD DR

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

169
NB

NX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0551

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

WAKE FOREST

ATLANTIC
WHITAKER MILL

HILTON

FAIRFIELD

PR
OG

RE
SS

KIMBROUGH
KIMBROUGH

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCODNCOD

NC
OD

NX-3-UL

R-10

R-10

R-6

RX-3

BOYER ST

N R
AL

EIG
H B

LV
D

WALDROP ST

NEW BERN AVE

NEW BERN AVE

BE
RT

IE
DR Proposed

NCODNCOD

NC
OD

NB

R-10

BUS

R-20
BOYER ST

N R
AL

EIG
H B

LV
D

WALDROP ST

NEW BERN AVE

NEW BERN AVE

BE
RT

IE
DR Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

170
NB

NX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0552

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

NEW BERN

RA
LE

IG
H

NEW BERN NEW BERN

RA
LE

IG
H

BOYER

BE
RT

IE

COLLETON

FIS
HE

R

STAR HAWKINS

WA
LD

RO
P

NEW BERN

FIS
HE

R

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

HOD-G

HO
D-G

HO
D-G

NX-3-SH

PD

R-10

N P
ER

SO
N 

ST

E PEACE ST

N BOUNDARY ST

Proposed
PB

OD
HO

D-G

PBOD
HOD-G

PBOD HO
D-G

PDD

R-10NB

N P
ER

SO
N 

ST

E PEACE ST

N BOUNDARY ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

171
NB

NX-3-SH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0553

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

PEACE
BOUNDARY

PE
RS

ON

PELL

BL
OU

NT

PE
RS

ON

PEACE

BOUNDARY
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OO

DW
OR

TH

WILLIAM DRUMMOND

Vi
cin

ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SRPOD

SRP
OD

SR
PO

D

NX-3-PL

NX-3-UL
OX-3-UG

OX-4

R-10
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NT

GO
MER
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CLARK AVE
Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

172
NB w/SRPOD

NX-3-PL w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0554

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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NX-3-GR
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NB

SC

WESTERN BLVD

XEBEC WAY
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

173
NB

NX-3-GR

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0555

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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SHOD-2
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SHOD-2

SHO
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

174
O&I-1 & CUD O&I-2

OX-5 & OX-7-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-12 & OX-12-CU
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0556->560

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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SHO

D-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SHOD-1

SHOD-1
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

175
O&I-1

OX-5

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-7
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0561, 563, 564

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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PDD PDD PDD PDD
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

176
IND-1

IX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Further Conversation
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0566->570

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

CX-3-PL
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IX-3
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

177
IND-2

IX-3-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-5
Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0571

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-3
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OX-3-GR

OX-5-GR
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

178
O&I-2

RX-7-PL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-7-PL
Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0572

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

GLENWOODOBERLIN

GLENWOOD
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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OX-3
OX-3-CU
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

179
O&I-1

OX-3-GR

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-3
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
GEN-0575

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

180
Various

Various

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Various
Various
Moderate Density Residential
GEN-0574

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

181
IND-2

IX-3-UL

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
WEB-32962->32963

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

182
TD

IX-3-PK

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

IX-3
Not Staff Supported
Business & Commercial Services
WEB-32978/79, 32994, 33010

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

183
O&I-1

OX-3-UG

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-5-UG
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-36162

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

184
R-20 w/NCOD

R-10 w/NCOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

NX-3 (or RX-3)
Not Staff Supported
Moderate Density Residential
Various

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

185
O&I-3

OX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-36804->806, 819, 37122/23

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

NX-5-UL

OX-5-UL
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DOD DOD DOD
R-10

NB

IND-2 IND-2
W HARGETT ST

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

186
NB w/SRPOD

NX-5-UL w/SRPOD

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Further Conversation
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-35522

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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OW

HARGETT

MA
YO

FE
NN

ER
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ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

OX-3-DE

OX-3-GR

OX-5-GR
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R-6

R-6
HILLSBOROUGH ST
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ST

 RD
Proposed

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD

NCOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

SRPOD

O&I-2

R-10

R-6

R-6

BC

O&I-1

HILLSBOROUGH ST

FO
RE

ST
 RD

HIL
LC

RE
ST

 RD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

187
O&I-1

OX-3-GR

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-5-GR
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-37445/446, 38098

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHO
D-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2SHOD-2

SHOD-2

IH

IX-3

IX-3IX-3-PL

IX-3-PL
YONKERS RD

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

RATCHFORD DR

401 401

Proposed

SHOD-2

SHO
D-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2SHOD-2

SHOD-2

IND-2

IND-1

YONKERS RD

CAPITAL BLVD

CAPITAL BLVD

RATCHFORD DR

401 401

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

188
IND-2 w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Staff Supported
General Industrial
WEB-37447

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:

IH

YONKERS RD

N RALEIGH BLVD

Proposed

IND-2

YONKERS RD

N RALEIGH BLVD

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

189
IND-2 w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Staff Supported
General Industrial
WEB-38084

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440
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H

I 440

I 440

RALE
IGH YONKERS

NOBLIN
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2
SHOD-2

SHOD-2

IH
IX-3

IX-3

R-10

NOBLIN RD

YONKERS RD

BRENTWOOD RD

440440

Proposed
SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

IND-2

R-10

NOBLIN RD

YONKERS RD
BRENTWOOD RD

440440

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

190
IND-2 w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Staff Supported
General Industrial
WEB-38403

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440
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Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2 SHOD-2 SHOD-2

CM

IH

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3

R-4 R-6

R-6

RX-4-CU

YONKERS RD

LAKE WOODARD DR

440

440

Proposed

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2 SHOD-2 SHOD-2

IND-2

R-6IND-2
CUD
R-20

CM
IND-1

R-10

YONKERS RD

LAKE WOODARD DR

440440

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

191
IND-2 w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Staff Supported
General Industrial
WEB-37763

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)

I 440

I 440
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ity



Public Comment - Change Request:

SHOD-1SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2 SHOD-2

CM

CX-3-PL

IH

IX-3

IX-3

IX-3-PL

RX-3

RX-3-CU

NEW BERN AVE

NEW BERN AVE

MAITLAND DRYONKERS RD

64
64

440
440

Proposed

SHOD-1SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2

SHOD-2 SHOD-2
IND-2

IND-2

CUD
O&I-1

IND-1

NEW BERN AVE

NEW BERN AVE

MAITLAND DRYONKERS RD

64

64

440
440

Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

192
IND-2 w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-2

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Staff Supported
General Industrial
WEB-39042

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

193
Various

OX-4 / OX-4-CU

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

OX-7(or 5)
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0507, Various WEB

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

194
IND-2 w/DOD & NB

DX-5/7-UG

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

DX-12 (or 7)
Further Conversation
Central Business District
GEN-0507, Various WEB

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

195
IND-2

IH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Office & Residential Mixed Use
WEB-33282

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

196
R-20

RX-3

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Low Density Residential
GEN-0460, 463

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

197
IND-1

IX-3 / IH

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

Unclear
Not Staff Supported
Community Mixed Use
GEN-0483; CC3-0022

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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Public Comment - Change Request:
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Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

198
NB & R-10

NX-3-PL & R-10

Future Land Use (Primary):
Comment Reference ID(s):

CX-3
Not Staff Supported
Neighborhood Mixed Use
GEN-0576

Requested Change:
Staff Recommendation:

NOTE: Unless removal explicitly stated overlay districts are unchanged
(Except DOD, PBOD, PDD, SHOD-3, SHOD-4)
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UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

CC1-0001 0794624441 2812 Hillsborough Street

(NB) with 

SRPOD and 

PBOD

NX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Behind 2812 Hillsborough Street is 6 Bagwell Avenue.  Both pieces of property 

are owned by the same person.  Caller would like to know how the property 

at Bagwell Ave can be zoned the same as 2812 Hillsborough Street.  Caller had 

question regarding 2 properties.

CC1-0002
Informed inquirer of rationale behind proposed zoning category: existing 

zoning, existing use, Future Land Use Map (part of 2030 Comprehensive Plan) 
Wade

CC1-0002 0794624551 6 Bagwell Avenue R6 w/SRPOD R6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Behind 2812 Hillsborough Street is 6 Bagwell Avenue.  Both pieces of property 

are owned by the same person.  Caller would like to know how the property 

at Bagwell Ave can be zoned the same as 2812 Hillsborough Street.  Caller had 

question regarding 2 properties.

CC1-0001
Informed inquirer of rationale behind proposed zoning category: existing 

zoning, existing use, Future Land Use Map (part of 2030 Comprehensive Plan) 
Wade

CC1-0003 1722752424 2855 Providence Road R4 R4
General 

Comment

Received a postcard and wanted to know if property was being rezoned.  

Entered her address and found "no change proposed" for property.  I 

explained she received a card for a property 100 feet from her address that 

was being rezoned.   Had a concern about taxes going up with rezoning.  She 

has phone or email access. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC1-0004 1716778863 5810 Shady Grove R10 R10
General 

Comment

Law firm received PC for Nora Melina Glenn Trust their client.   Client has 5 

property sites and they did not know which property was involved in the 

rezoning.  Walked caller thru the www.raleighudo.us website to obtain the 

information for the first address.  She said she would use the website for the 

remaining addresses and call back if questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0005 1725891267 4016 Old Coach R6 R6
General 

Comment

Law firm received PC for Nora Melina Glenn Trust their client.   Client has 5 

property sites and they did not know which property was involved in the 

rezoning.  I walked Meredith thru the www.raleighudo.us website to obtain 

the information for the first address.  She said she would use the website for 

the remaining addresses and call back if questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC1-0006 0785555568 3316 Mill Run R10 R10
General 

Comment

Law firm received PC for Nora Melina Glenn Trust their client.   Client has 5 

property sites and they did not know which property was involved in the 

rezoning.  I walked Meredith thru the www.raleighudo.us website to obtain 

the information for the first address.  She said she would use the website for 

the remaining addresses and call back if questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0007 1716789168 5852 Shady Grove R10 R10
General 

Comment

Law firm received PC for Nora Melina Glenn Trust their client.   Client has 5 

property sites and they did not know which property was involved in the 

rezoning.  I walked Meredith thru the www.raleighudo.us website to obtain 

the information for the first address.  She said she would use the website for 

the remaining addresses and call back if questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0008 1702366599 2610 Cherry Circle R4 R4
General 

Comment

Law firm received PC for Nora Melina Glenn Trust their client.   Client has 5 

property sites and they did not know which property was involved in the 

rezoning.  I walked Meredith thru the www.raleighudo.us website to obtain 

the information for the first address.  She said she would use the website for 

the remaining addresses and call back if questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0009 1735509582 2117 Haig Point Way R10 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Read the Proposed Zoning description to the caller. Caller expressed concern 

and requested a call back from a City Planning staff member.  

Replied via phone and assured that the rezoning would not result in the 

seizure of this property.
Northeast

CC1-0010 1702938914 3108 Garner Road SC CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called requesting validation of existing zoning and proposed zoning.  Caller 

also requested zoning information for: 3110 Garner Road and 3112 Garner 

Road.  3110 was not under her name and 3112 was not showing UDO 

Rezoning Mapping.  

Called. She had additional questions not related to the remapping process. Central

CC1-0011 1702936814 3110 Garner Road SC CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called requested validation of existing zoning and proposed zoning.  Caller 

also requested zoning information for: 3110 Garner Road and 3112 Garner 

Road.  3110 was not under her name and 3112 was not showing UDO 

Rezoning Mapping.  

Called.  She had additional questions not related to the remapping process. Central

CC1-0012 3112 Garner Road n/a n/a

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called requested validation of existing zoning and proposed zoning.  Caller 

also requested zoning information for: 3110 Garner Road and 3112 Garner 

Road.  3110 was not under her name and 3112 was not showing UDO 

Rezoning Mapping.  

Called.  She had additional questions not related to the remapping process. Central

CC1-0013 1733023842 4801 Old Poole Rd SC CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided caller with existing and proposed zoning for 3 addresses.  Caller had 

questions about how the rezoning would affect property taxes.  Used FAQ 

and provided caller with the  Wake County tax department phone number.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0014 1735430940 5400 Castlebrook Drive R1 w/NCOD R1 w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided caller with existing and proposed zoning for 3 addresses.  Caller had 

questions about how the rezoning would affect property taxes.  Used FAQ 

and provided caller with the  Wake County tax department phone number.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC1-0015 1735243483 5109 Marwood Drive R-1 R-1

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided caller with existing and proposed zoning for 3 addresses.  Caller had 

questions about how the rezoning would affect property taxes.  Used FAQ 

and provided caller with the  Wake County tax department phone number.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast
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CC1-0016 1734363998 2214 Lazy River Drive R-4 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what the postcard meant.  I read the existing and 

proposed zoning per UDO Zoning Remapping.   Caller asked for a simple 

answer regarding the Base Zoning description.

Received Voicemail. Left my name and number. Briefly described what 

PDD/PD mean in regards to zoning districts.
Northeast

CC1-0017 1702566420 2748 Knowles Street R-10 R-10
General 

Comment

Called wanted to know why she received the card.  I explained she was not 

being rezoned, however a property 100ft from her property was being 

rezoned. Caller was also on the UDO Zoning Remapping website.  She 

expressed concerns about taxes.  I provided the Wake County Tax 

Department phone number.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0018 1734582761 1552 Long Cove Court R-10 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

How does the proposed zoning apply to his property (call his alt number).
Discussed difference in pdd overlay and pd districts, and what effect, if any, 

on individual existing lot.
Northeast

CC1-0019 1733482924 5141 Busted Rock Trail R-4 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called wanted to know if his zoning changed.  I said no change from existing 

zoning.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0020 0792073639 2120 Wolftech Lane
R-10 w/shod-

1 SRPOD

R-10 w/shod-

1 SRPOD

General 

Comment

Caller wanted to know what the postcard meant.  Read existing and proposed 

zoning to caller.  No further questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0021 0793180929 1303 Kent Road
CUD R-15 w/ 

SRPOD

RX-3-CU 

w/SRPOD, 

Conditional 

Use

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what the postcard meant.  Read existing and proposed 

zoning to caller.  No further questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0022 1727854730 4529 Draper Road R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if her property was going to be rezoned. Property to 

remain at R-6, no change proposed.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC1-0023 1702027857 1216 Chapanok Road
IND-1 w/ 

PDD
PD

General 

Comment

Caller resides in a neighborhood next to a golf club neighborhood.  I looked up 

her information and saw no zoning changes.  She was concerned that a road 

was going to go through her neighborhood.  I walked her thru the 

RALEIGH.UDO website to look at the rezoning for her home and the adjoining 

golf neighborhood.  

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0024 1703862788 501 South Person Street

RB w/ with 

HOD-G and 

DOD

DX-3-DE 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Caller is an architect in Raleigh and is unclear about set backs.  She has read 

'learn more' under Frontage and Overlay and still has questions. 

Replied via email with citations for setbacks set by the infill regulations as well 

as the district/building type setbacks for DX-detached building.  Followed up 

with email explaining role of Historic Development Commission in this case.

Central

CC1-0025  0792067825 3414 Tryon Road

R-10 

w/SWPOD 

and SRPOD

R-10 

w/SWPOD 

and SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wants to know why his neighbor at 3416 Tryon Rd is zoned differently 

than his address.  He said they are next door and even share the same 

driveway. He has questions about the conditional use portion.

emailed clarifying his questions Southwest

CC1-0026  0792066855 3416 Tryon Road

(CUD TD) 

with SWPOD 

and SRPOD

(R-10) with 

SWPOD and 

SRPOD, 

Conditional 

Use

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wants to know why his neighbor at 3416 Tryon Rd is zoned differently 

than his address.  He said they are next door and even share the same 

driveway. He has questions about the conditional use portion.

CC1-0025

emailed clarifying his questions. Staff have agreed that it makes sense to 

remove conditions from the R-10 portion of this case as they are no longer 

relevant. Staff has contacted and left message regarding the updated 

recommendation on 7/1/14.

Southwest 1

CC1-0027  1702944793 2812 Garner Road R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if her property was going to be rezoned. Property to 

remain at R-10, no change proposed.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0028  1702878749 2310 Garner Road
(IND-2) with 

SHOD-2

(IH) with 

SHOD-2

General 

Comment

Caller asked me to loook up this address.  Provided zoning informaton to 

caller.
CC1-0027 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0029  1702944574 2908 Garner Road (CUD O&I-1)

Office Mixed 

Use (OX-) 

with Height 

up to 3 

Stories, 

Conditional 

Use

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This is the property that is being rezoned next to 2812 Garner Road. CC1-0027 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0030  0792497115 2308 Hoot Owl Court

Residential-

10 (R-10) 

with SHOD-1 

and SRPOD

Residential-

10 (R-10) 

with SHOD-1 

and SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received card that property near her is being rezoned.  Told caller her 

property has "no change proposed".  I searched UDO Zoning Remapping and 

found property (2101 Lineberry Dr) 100 ft from caller's property that is being 

rezoned.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest
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CC1-0031  0793405058 2101 Lineberry Drive

Conditional 

Use 

Thoroughfar

e District 

(CUD TD) 

with SHOD-1 

and SRPOD

Office Mixed 

Use (OX-) 

with Height 

up to 5 

Stories with 

SHOD-1 and 

SRPOD, 

Conditional 

Use

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received card that property near her is being rezoned.  Told caller her 

property has "no change proposed".  I searched UDO Zoning Remapping and 

found property (2101 Lineberry Dr) 100 ft from caller's property that is being 

rezoned.

CC1-0030 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0032 1738217967 5145 Sandy Banks Road

Conditional 

Use 

Thoroughfar

e District 

(CUD TD)

Residential-

10 (R-10), 

Conditional 

Use

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller and I viewed the UDO Rezoning Mapping together and he had many 

questions about areas around his address.

called and left message. Also sent a follow-up email that bounced back. Looks 

like the email address is not correct.
Forestville

CC1-0033  1717032732 733 Hunting Ridge Road R-4   R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard that property nearby was being rezoned.  I walked 

caller thru UDO Zoning Remapping.  I was able to identify 6515 Suburban 

Drive and 6685 Falls of Neuse Road as the 2 properties within 100ft that were 

designated as "proposed rezoning".   Caller had no further questions.  

Suggested to caller to use the green 'give feedback' option if he had future 

questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0034  1717028829 6516 Suburban Drive

Conditional 

Use 

Shopping 

Center (CUD 

SC)

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

(CX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories, 

Conditional 

Use

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard that property nearby was being rezoned.  I walked 

caller thru UDO Zoning Remapping.  I was able to identify 6515 Suburban 

Drive and 6685 Falls of Neuse Road as the 2 properties within 100ft that were 

designated as "proposed rezoning".   Caller had no further questions.  

Suggested to caller to use the green 'give feedback' option if he had future 

questions.

CC1-0033 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0035  1717132263 6685 Falls of Neuse Road SC

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

(CX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard that property nearby was being rezoned.  I walked 

caller thru UDO Zoning Remapping.  I was able to identify 6515 Suburban 

Drive and 6685 Falls of Neuse Road as the 2 properties within 100ft that were 

designated as "proposed rezoning".   Caller had no further questions.  

Suggested to caller to use the green 'give feedback' option if he had future 

questions.

CC1-0033 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0036  1728279181 10200 Riverstone Place

Conditional 

Use 

Residential-

10 (R-10-CU) 

with UWPOD 

and PDD

Planned 

Developmen

t (PD) with 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller first expressed agreement with the rezoning based on the information 

on the postcard.  I read the Base Zoning and the Overlay since caller was 

unable to access the website.  Caller had more questions however indicated 

that phone was loosing power and disconnected.  Caller asked that planning 

staff call back.

Emailed caller response, confirmed the regulations of the Falls River Planned 

Development would be retained, and for him to contact me if he has any 

further questions or concerns. 

North

CC1-0037  1729922464
10611 Friendly Neighbor 

Lane

Residential-4 

(R-4) with 

UWPOD and 

PDD

Planned 

Developmen

t (PD) with 

UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I asked staff to confirm that no zoning changes were proposed.  After 

providing this information, caller asked if the grandfathering in of impervious 

surface was affected.  She said they fought for this 2 years ago.  Informed her 

that planning staff would contact her about this.

Explained that the existing master plan will still be in effect and that the PDD 

overlay did not carry over to the UDO.
North

CC1-0038  1725287102 3714 Greywood Drive
Residential-

10 (R-10)

Residential-

10 (R-10)

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received a card that property near her was going to be rezoned.  I 

searched property and reassured her that her address had no change 

proposed.  Caller did not have access to the internet, so I searched property 

within 100ft that is proposed to be rezoned, 3800 Greywood Dr.  Caller had no 

other questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC1-0039 1725278949 3800 Greywood Drive
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

(CX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received a card that property near her was going to be rezoned.  I 

searched property and reassured her that her address had no change 

proposed.  Caller did not have access to the internet, so I searched property 

within 100ft that is proposed to be rezoned, 3800 Greywood Dr.  Caller had no 

other questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic
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CC1-0040 1738310258 8610 Neuse Landing Lane

Conditional 

Use 

Thoroughfar

e District 

(CUD TD)

Residential 

Mixed Use 

(RX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with 

Parkway 

Frontage, 

Conditional 

Use

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller received postcard for non-residential property.  He looked up property 

rezoning codes and would like a call back for a better understanding of the 

change for his property.

Called citizen and explained new zoning classification. Caller was curious 

about the proposed zoning affecting his rental property being proposed from 

TD CUD to RX-3. Was supportive of the proposed mapping change. 

Forestville

CC1-0041 1737287140 5426 Patuxent Drive

Conditional 

Use 

Thoroughfar

e District 

(CUD TD)

Residential-

10 (R-10)

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has no access to internet.  Wanted to know if her home was going to be 

taken.   Told caller that her property was being rezoned as residential.  
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC1-0042 News 14 Carolina
General 

Comment
She will email staff. Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC1-0043 1726554602 4900 Avenida Del Sol
Residential-

15 (R-15)

Residential 

Mixed Use 

(RX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller asked about meaning of postcard. Walked caller through interactive 

viewer.  He said he would take it from there.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC1-0044 1738412606 5412 Neuse Forest Road

Conditional 

Use 

Thoroughfar

e District 

(CUD TD)

Residential-6 

(R-6)

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller happy that his property is now rezoned for residental as well as nearby 

vacant property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC1-0045 1729223012 1500 Dunn Rd

Residential-4 

(R-4) with 

UWPOD and 

PDD

Planned 

Developmen

t (PD) with 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller wanted her name kept confidential in regards to her comment that she 

agrees with allowing Publix to be built in North Raleigh.   Advised caller of 

Interactive  website on Raleighudo.us

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0046 1704491744 2280 The Circle
Residential-6 

(R-6)

Residential-6 

(R-6)

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if her property was being rezoned.  Notified caller "no 

change proposed" for her property
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0047 1737491319 5704 Clarks Fork Drive

Conditional 

Use 

Thoroughfar

e District 

(CUD TD)

Residential-6 

(R-6)

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has home based business.  Would like to know how the proposed 

rezoning affects the business. 

Explained that the Live Work Special Use Permit would still allow for a home 

based business of that nature (cake baking) and the basic differences 

between TD and R-6 zoning.

Forestville

CC1-0048 1724568145 3705 New Bern Avenue
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

(CX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner and would like a call back. Wants to know how 

rezoning effects her business that is currently zoned for agriculture.  

Called inquirer and explained rationale for choice of CX-3-PL for the nursery 

properties (CX-3 allows nurseries, FLUM is CX). She also had a question as to 

how proposed rezoning would affect their application for agricultural 

exemption for the properties. It will not.

Northeast

CC1-0049 1724663706 3707 New Bern Avenue
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

(CX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner and would like a call back. Wants to know how 

rezoning effects her business that is currently zoned for agriculture.  
CC1-0048

Called inquirer and explained rationale for choice of CX-3-PL for the nursery 

properties (CX-3 allows nurseries, FLUM is CX). She also had a question as to 

how proposed rezoning would affect their application for agricultural 

exemption for the properties. It will not.

Northeast

CC1-0050 1724667773 3709 New Bern Avenue
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

(CX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Caller is business owner and would like a call back. Wants to know how 

rezoning effects her business that is currently zoned for agriculture.  
CC1-0048

Called inquirer and explained rationale for choice of CX-3-PL for the nursery 

properties (CX-3 allows nurseries, FLUM is CX). She also had a question as to 

how proposed rezoning would affect their application for agricultural 

exemption for the properties. It will not.

Northeast
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CC1-0051 1716845169 2013 East Millbrook Road
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

(CX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know if a "planned review" is needed if property is to be 

developed.  Also how the new zoning compares to the current zoning.

Explained the biggest change in CX and Industrial-1 is CX will allow residential 

uses.  Told the caller with CX zoning the plan could be reviewed by city staff, 

not requiring a public hearing.

North

CC1-0052 1715683211 3812 Tarheel Drive
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Industrial 

Mixed Use 

(IX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know if a "planned review" is needed if property is to be 

developed.  Also how the new zoning compares to the current zoning.
CC1-0052

Told the caller with IX zoning the plan could be reviewed by city staff, not 

requring a public hearing.
Atlantic

CC1-0053 1716861420
5512 Old Wake Forest 

Road

Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Industrial 

Mixed Use 

(IX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Question about taxes; provided caller with Wake County tax office 

information.  Caller would like to rename her section of the road. It is a dead 

end.  

Called citizen back. Left message. Also referred her contact info to GIS Dept as 

they handle street name changes. 
North

CC1-0054 1738601484 6005 San Marcos Way

Conditional 

Use 

Thoroughfar

e District 

(CUD TD)

Residential-

10 (R-10)

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called wanted reassurance that R-10 was residential.  Also directed caller to 

Wake County tax office for her tax inquiry.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC1-0055 1724498120 3541 Piedmont Drive R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided existing and proposed zoning to caller. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC1-0056 1726304179 4200 Lake Ridge Drive

Buffer 

Commercial 

(BC)

Neighborhoo

d Mixed Use 

(NX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided existing and proposed zoning to caller. CC1-0050 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC1-0057 1726307563 4270 Lake Ridge Drive R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller rec'd postcard; property near her address is being rezoned.  I identified 

2 addresses that were being rezoned.  Caller is very concerned how this will 

affect accessibility in and out of her home.  

Left voice mail.  Never returned call. Atlantic

CC1-0058 1706562588 219 W Millbrook Road

Office and 

Institutional-

1 (O&I-1)

Office Mixed 

Use (OX-) 

with Height 

up to 3 

Stories with 

Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

After reading the current and proposed rezoning description to the caller, he 

requested a mailed hard copy of the remapping information for addresses: 

219 Millbrook Rd and 5041 Six Forks Rd.

Letter mailed stating: Speaking generally, the changes proposed for this 

property are minimal. Under existing conditions, it is zoned Office & 

Institution-1; it is proposed to be rezoned to Office Mixed Use, with a 3 story 

height limit, the most similar zoning district in the Unified Development 

Ordinance. This property is also recommended to have a Parking Limited 

frontage. This designation limits the amount of parking that can be located 

between the building and the street in order to promote walkability of future 

developments. This same recommendation is being made for many properties 

in the vicinity of the intersection of Millbrook & Six Forks roads. --Called back 

questioning PL impacts; mailed a more formal written explanation

Midtown 2

CC1-0059 1706544435 5041 Six Forks Road

Conditional 

Use Office 

and 

Institutional-

1 (CUD O&I-

1)

Office Mixed 

Use (OX-) 

with Height 

up to 3 

Stories, 

Conditional 

Use

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

After reading the current and proposed rezoning description to the caller, he 

requested a mailed hard copy of the remapping information for addresses: 

219 Millbrook Rd and 5041 Six Forks Rd.

CC1-0058

Letter mailed stating: Speaking generally, the changes proposed for this 

property are minimal. Under existing conditions, it is zoned Office & 

Institution-1; it is proposed to be rezoned to Office Mixed Use, with a 3 story 

height limit, the most similar zoning district in the Unified Development 

Ordinance. This property also has additional conditions related to the existing 

zoning, which will carry forward with this proposal. --called back with 

questions; mailed a more formal written explanation

Midtown

CC1-0060 1705993237 4100 Windsor Place R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that "no change proposed" for her property.  Property near 

401 St Albans was being rezoned .
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC1-0061 1746349184 4930 Forestville Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Walked caller through remapping and accessing 2 properties. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville
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CC1-0062 0792352528 3016 Tryon Road

Conditional 

Use Office 

and 

Institutional-

1 (CUD O&I-

1) with 

SRPOD

Office Mixed 

Use (OX-) 

with Height 

up to 3 

Stories with 

SRPOD, 

Conditional 

Use

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Walked caller through remapping and accessing 2 properties. CC1-0061 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0063 1734146159 4704 Rhyne Court
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Industrial 

Mixed Use 

(IX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller said both properties are side by side with different addresses.  Caller 

owns wrecker service and he has had a land use permit since 1976 to store 

abandoned cars, dismantled cars and junk cars on his property.  He is asking 

for a better understanding of how the proposed zoning will affect property 

use.

Informed inquirer that staff will take inquirer's information under advisement 

(as Towing Yard is permitted as Special Use in IH only, district should be 

changed accordingly).

Southeast 3

CC1-0064 1734148254 4708 Rhyne Court
Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

ndustrial 

Mixed Use 

(IX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller said both properties are side by side with different addresses.  Caller 

owns wrecker service and he has had a land use permit since 1976 to store 

abandoned cars, dismantled cars and junk cars on his property.  He is asking 

for a better understanding of how the proposed zoning will effect property 

use.

CC1-0063

Informed inquirer that staff will take inquirer's information under advisement 

(as Towing Yard is permitted as Special Use in IH only, district should be 

changed accordingly). 

Southeast 3

CC1-0065 1727054897 7223 Becky Circle

Industrial-1 

(IND-1) with 

SHOD-2

Industrial 

Mixed Use 

(IX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Read current and proposed zoning to caller. No questions. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0066 1706559358 5270 Six Forks Road R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller had many questions regarding what was going to be rezoned near her.  

I walked her through remapping and selecting properties near address.  She 

had a question about rental property and asked for a call back.

Left voice mail.  Never returned call. Midtown

CC1-0067 1714581011 2321 Crabtree Boulevard

 Office and 

Institutional-

1 (O&I-1)

 Office 

Mixed Use 

(OX-) with 

Height up to 

4 Stories 

with Urban 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has 20 properties.  I walked him thru accessing remapping while on the 

call.  He is asking for more information and I tried to direct  him to 'common 

district exchanges'.   Caller is in need of additional information for his 

properties.

Returned phone call; had some general discussion. He will call back with a list 

of addresses for his properties and we will find the best way to get him the 

information.

East

CC1-0068 1714251354 300 Plainview Avenue R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard that property nearby was being rezoned.  Found the 

property to be 1408 Brookside Drive.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0069 1714157326 300 Plainview Avenue O&I-1 RX-3 

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard that property nearby was being rezoned.  Found the 

property to be 1408 Brookside Drive.
CC1-0068 Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0070 1703852444 805 South Person Street

Residential-

20 (R-20) 

with NCOD

Residential-

10 (R-10) 

with NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Walked caller thru viewing her property on the remapping website. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0071 1713156727 616 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if the zoning proposal would cause her to move. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0072 1713485098  100 Lumpkin Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has questions about land near his property that is being rezoned: 1717 

Poole Road and 1819 Poole Road. He wants to know why there are many 

different zoning codes for one block.

Emailed inquirer and explained that the proposed UDO zoning for the three 

properties reflects the existing zoning and land uses. UPDATE (8/1/14) - 

resent email response with correct email address. Original email address was 

incorrect.

Southeast

CC1-0073 1713487441 1819 Poole Road NB CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has questions about land near his property that is being rezoned: 1717 

Poole Road and 1819 Poole Road. He wants to know why there are many 

different zoning codes for one block.

CC1-0072

Emailed inquirer and explained that the proposed UDO zoning for the three 

properties reflects the existing zoning and land uses. UPDATE (8/1/14) - 

resent email response with correct email address. Original email address was 

incorrect.

East

CC1-0074 1713581126 1717 Poole Road R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has questions about land near his property that is being rezoned: 1717 

Poole Road and 1819 Poole Road. He wants to know why there are many 

different zoning codes for one block.

CC1-0072

Emailed inquirer and explained that the proposed UDO zoning for the three 

properties reflects the existing zoning and land uses. UPDATE (8/1/14) - 

resent email response with correct email address. Original email address was 

incorrect.

East

CC1-0075 1704548006 1035 North West Street IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner and wanted to know the proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai
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CC1-0076 0778407695 6010 Triangle Drive  IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner and wanted to know the proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0077 0784065182 5201 Trinity Road IND-1  IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner. He is very concerned that the proposed rezoning will 

put restrictions on his property.  He stated that he already suffered a financial 

set back due to a stream running thru his property. 

called and left message. Emailed response clarifying the key diff between IND-

1 and IX-3-PL zoning districts.
West

CC1-0078 1712772653 2112 Tee Dee Street R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller asked for assistance accessing raleighudo.us.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC1-0079 1714417241 405 Colleton Road R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had no access to internet.  Relayed to caller current and proposed 

zoning.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0080 1714403434 1902 Oakwood Avenue R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had no access to internet.  Relayed to caller current and proposed 

zoning.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC1-0081 1703522426 24 Pantops Street R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No computer access.  Relayed to caller current/proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0082 1703314253 1627 Montrose Street R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No computer access.  Relayed to caller current/proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0083 1703314259 1623 Montrose Street R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No computer access.  Relayed to caller current/proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0084 1703314159 1631 Montrose Street R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No computer access.  Relayed to caller current/proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0085 1703520693 121 Prospect Avenue R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No computer access.  Relayed to caller current/proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0086 1703319867 1508 South Saunders St NB NX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No computer access.  Relayed to caller current/proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0087 1713033997 1111 Holmes Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has question about 1250 New Bern Avenue rezoning.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0088 1713031981 1114 Holmes Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0089 1713031981 1112 Holmes Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0090 1713156825 612 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0091 1713157277 709 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0092 1713156300 710 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central
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CC1-0093 1713156300 712 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0094 1713156300 714 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0095 1713155290 724 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0096 1713155195 726 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0097 1713147767 751 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0098 1713147767 753 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0099 1713067991 802 Walser Place R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0100 1713394791 200 Hill Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC1-0101 1703859580 504 Worth Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0102 1713635920 737 Grantland Drive R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0103 1713557301 408 Solar Drive R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0104 1713563325 514 Lansing Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0105 1713391439 1303 Boyer Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.    CC1-0087 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC1-0106 1713289802 1250 New Bern Avenue R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has questions about 1250 New Bern Avenue rezoning. CC1-0087

Slow response due to temporary loss of contact info: now available - left 

message with name and number if he needed further assistance, as well as 

info as to pre and post map.

South Central

CC1-0107 1704444429 741 Bishops Park Drive O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Returned caller's phone message; left message. Left 2nd message asking to 

call back if questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0108 0785746114 3000 Duraleigh Road CUD O&I-1 OX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner and has questions about usage under the proposed 

zoning.

Explained the Urban Limited frontage would exclude parking between the 

building and the street.  The current O&I would allow parking between the 

building and the street.

Northwest

CC1-0109 1727426462 6308 Capital Boulevard
SC w/SHOD-

2
CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner and has questions about usage under the proposed 

zoning.
CC1-0108

Explained the SC district would not limit the parking to 2 bays which would be 

the case with the parking limited frontage.
Northeast

Page 8 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

CC1-0110 1703491158 623 Hillsborough Street NB w/DOD DX-12-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property on Hillsborough Street and caller has lots of questions.
Provided caller with information regarding allowed uses, height, and frontage 

requirements under proposed zoning category. 
Hillsborough

CC1-0111 1705194146 3901 Yadkin Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change proposed; has question about his property on Hillsborough St. CC1-0110
Provided caller with information regarding allowed uses, height, and frontage 

requirements under proposed zoning category. 
Midtown

CC1-0112 0795298648 4140 Parklake Avenue
CUD NB with 

PBOD
OX-7-UL-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property near his address is proposed for rezoning: 4140 Parklake Avenue.  

Has questions about proposed zoning.
Informed inquirer proposed zoning is intended to reflect existing use/ form. Northwest

CC1-0113 1713192327 909 East Edenton
R-20 

w/NCOD

RX-3 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wants to know what her major concern should be about the proposed 

zoning in relation to her property.

Emailed response. Called for followup and left message.  Spoke with and 

answered her questions.  She is interested in selling this property.
North Central

CC1-0114 1703380802 806 Hargett Street NB w/SRPOD
NX-5-UL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is concerned that his property will get associated with the Hillsborough 

Street topic.  Would like to speak with planning staff.

Provided caller with information regarding allowed uses, and confirmed that 

existing use can continue operation.
Hillsborough

CC1-0115 1704125771 1847 Bellwood Drive SC   RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Answered questions about proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC1-0116 1714841204 1209 Somerset Road R-10 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Happy with proposed zoning for his property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0117 1703837785 412 Bragg Street
R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.  She tore down structures and 

is interested in selling land.  No questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0118 1703832700 1205 South Person Street
R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.  She tore down structures and 

is interested in selling land.  No questions.
CC1-0117 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0119 1703747217 1101 South Blount Street
R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.  She tore down structures and 

is interested in selling land.  No questions.
CC1-0117 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0120 1703742754
1001 South Wilmington 

St

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.  She tore down structures and 

is interested in selling land.  No questions.
CC1-0117 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0121 1703742649
1003 South Wilmington 

St

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning.  She tore down structures and 

is interested in selling land.  No questions.
CC1-0117 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0122 1738114240 8730 Wadford Drive CUD TD IX-3-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wants to know if they need to change their landscaping to match the 

proposed zoning for business.

Called citizen and let him know that his current development on the property 

would not require retrofitting or reconfiguration due to the new zoning. The 

new zoning requirements would apply to any new or additional development 

on the property. 

Forestville

CC1-0123 1713245736 1113 Page Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller proposed zoning information. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0124 1713180711 807 Cotton Place R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know exactly what can be built on this vacant property. CC1-0123 Responded via email with allowed uses and residential density. South Central

CC1-0125 1713550754 1701 Martin King Blvd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0126 1713683283 104 Lord Anson Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0127 1712660528 2300 Reynard Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South
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CC1-0128 1712660379 2413 Reynard Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC1-0129 1712660321 2417 Reynard Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC1-0130 1725059176 3053 Huntleigh Drive SC OX-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided caller with information on how to navigate map viewer tool. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC1-0131 1725098679 3920 Green Road R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. A property within 100 ft is 

being rezoned.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC1-0132 1725094782 3987 Green Road R-15 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property being rezoned next to 3920 Green Road. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC1-0133 1703852231
301 Martin Luther King Jr 

Blvd

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had questions about the UDO and how it governs screen porches and 

decks. This is an issue of concern for the Central CAC.
Called and clarified the standards. Also emailed specifying the code section. Central

CC1-0134 1713151811 715 Church Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This is rental property.  Caller said City of Raleigh has been buying property in 

the area and wants to know the status of his property for planning purposes.  

Should he continue to maintain property or is there a possibility of it being 

bought by the City.

Checked with CD staff first and called client and clarified his question that he 

has to maintain his property at city standards and city has no immediate plans 

to acquire his property.

South Central

CC1-0135 1704009631 1615 Hillsborough Street
O&I-2 

w/SRPOD

OX-5-GR 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Currently a parking lot.  Caller would like to know how the proposed zoning 

relates to the use of the parking lot.

Provided caller with information regarding existing and proposed zoning, and 

noted that further research is needed. I will follow up again with the caller 

with confirmation. UPDATE- confirmed that existing use is allowed under 

proposed zoning. 

Hillsborough

CC1-0136 1712475586 1319 Foxrun Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC1-0137 1713070973 211 South Swain Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Read to caller proposed zoning for R-10. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0138 1713480735 1511 Cross Street R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Read to caller proposed zoning for RX-3. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0139 1703839954 1115 S East Street
R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Read to caller proposed zoning for R-10 w/NCOD. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0140 1724012437 2760 Milburnie Road R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no zoning change is proposed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0141 1724557412 3800 New Bern Avenue IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of proposed zoning change to CX-3-PL. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0142 1723356277 637 Sunnybrook Road CUD NB NX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know the perimeter street addresses in southeast Raleigh 

for the proposed zoning.
Spoke with at length on the phone, explaining the larger picture. Southeast

CC1-0143 1716662316 5151 Windy Hill Drive R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller may purchase property at 5151 Windy Hill Dr and is interested in 

learning how the RX-3 properties around this address will affect the value.  

Caller is viewing www.raleighudo.us.

Discussed differences in pre and post. In this case, the proposed RX-3 was 

applied to exist. Development in much of the area will remain as is in regards 

to this change. 

North

CC1-0144 0774928721 0 Chapel Hill Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller owned property 100ft from a proposed rezoning site.  Walked caller 

through how to use the web map viewer.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West
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CC1-0145 0774925605 6300 Chapel Hill Road CUD O&I-1 OX-3-PL-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller owned property 100ft from a proposed rezoning site.  Walked caller 

through how to use the web map viewer.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0146 0783945442 3406 Avent Ferry Road
 R-4 

w/SRPOD

R-4 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard due to property near her address being rezoned. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0147 0783948071 3415 Avent Ferry Road
CUD SC 

w/SRPOD

NX-3-PL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This is the property that is proposed to be rezoned near caller's property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0148 1706025750 4912 North Hills Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard due to property near his address being rezoned. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC1-0149 1706033177 5113 North Hills Drive R-4 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This is the property that is proposed to be rezoned near caller's property. CC1-0148 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC1-0150 1704992414 1933 Bernard Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received postcard due to property near her address being rezoned. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0151 1704992512 532 Ledbetter Court CUD R-15    RX-3-CU   

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This is the property that is proposed to be rezoned near caller's property. CC1-0150 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0152 1714621270 2214 Milburnie Road R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Explained to caller proposed change to R-6.  Caller said she received a letter 3-

4 wks ago regarding taking some of her property for a road.   She would like to 

talk to staff.

Informed inquirer of planned City traffic calming project on her street; 

provided contact and phone number for further information.
East

CC1-0153 1704557411 1444 Barton Place Drive CUD R-20 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know exactly how the proposed zoning coincides with the 

high speed rail that is rumored to be coming near her property.  She received 

a mailing on the high speed rail last year and is concerned about her property 

value.

Discussed the differences in pre and post, and how her property being built 

out would not see a great deal of change-only new development. Provided 

high speed rail contact for specific questions on ongoing study. FYI - She 

complimented us on the size and readability of our postcards!

Five Points

CC1-0154 1713293037 1221 New Bern Avenue NB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner.  Would like to know how her business on the 

property will be impacted by the proposed zoning.

Explained the Urban Limited frontage would exclude parking between the 

building and the street. We would not require existing uses to retrofit, only if 

the property is redeveloped.

North Central

CC1-0155 1713295093 2 North Pettigrew Street NB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner.  Would like to know how her business on the 

property will be impacted by the proposed zoning.
CC1-0154

Explained the Urban Limited frontage would exclude parking between the 

building and the street. We would not require existing uses to retrofit, only if 

the property is redeveloped.

North Central

CC1-0156 0794920586 2404 Clark Avenue

R-20 

w/NCOD and 

SRPOD

RX-3 

w/NCOD and 

SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know how the proposed zoning will impact developing or 

selling his property.

Emailed owner with information about RX-3 zoning and minimum lot size 

requirements under R-20 vs. RX-3 zoning categories. 
Wade

CC1-0157 0783178177 5207 Westpine Court R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is concerned that property scheduled for rezoning is going to increase 

traffic and cause a concern for public safety.  He asked if a traffic study had 

been done.  He mentioned how long it takes him now traveling to the 

firehouse.

Called and left message clarifying the question on traffic impacts for the 3 

parcels referenced.
West

CC1-0158 0783161325 608 Charleston Road CUD O&I-2 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is concerned that property scheduled for rezoning is going to increase 

traffic and cause a concern for public safety.  He asked if a traffic study had 

been done.  He mentioned how long it takes him now traveling to the 

firehouse.

CC1-0157
Called and left message clarifying the question on traffic impacts for the 3 

parcels referenced.
West

CC1-0159 0783157699 616 Appleton Drive CUD O&I-1 OX-5-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is concerned that property scheduled for rezoning is going to increase 

traffic and cause a concern for public safety.  He asked if a traffic study had 

been done.  He mentioned how long it takes him now traveling to the 

firehouse.

CC1-0157
Called and left message clarifying the question on traffic impacts for the 3 

parcels referenced.
West

CC1-0160 0796525606 2535 Laurel Cherry Street R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller about proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0161 0798337421
8260 Hempshire Place 

#106
R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property.  It is within 100ft 

of a proposed rezoning.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest
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CC1-0162 0768147163 10624 Tarton Field Circle R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0163 0768139824 9012 Treesdale Lane CUD-TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This is the property that is proposed to be rezoned near caller's property. CC1-0162 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0164  0796458653 5200 Creedmoor Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Inquiry about postcard.  Informed caller no change is proposed for this 

property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0165 0796728087 1804 Small Court R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property.  It is within 100ft 

of a rezoned property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC1-0166 0796728189 1824 Wysong Court R-4 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property.  It is within 100ft 

of a rezoned property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC1-0167 1736297139 5120 Six Point Trail

O&I-1 

w/SHOD-1 

SHOD-2

R-10 

w/SHOD-1 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is very concerned about the travel safety issues that the proposed 

rezoning may cause, specifically at Sinclair Dr. Said there is an accident every 

week and building high density would be too much traffic. Would like a call 

back from staff.

Spoke with caller. He had concerns about adjacent property going from SC - 

CX-3; Explained differences.
Northeast

CC1-0168 1716632625 4928 Wyatt Brook Way O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has lots of questions.  She wants to know specifically how the proposed 

zoning will impact her property.

Left a lengthy message on callers answering machine addressing her question 

of how this remapping is going to affect her property. Left name and number 

for callback should she have any specific questions.

Atlantic

CC1-0169 1729786205 13036 Townfield Drive
R-6-CU 

w/UWPOD

R-6 

Cuw/UWPO

D

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0170 0778746588 5608 Rush Springs Court
CUD TD 

w/SHOD-2

OX-3-CU 

w/SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wants to know why part of his residential property is OX-3-CU and the 

other half is R-6-CU.  Also has questions about why areas are zoned for 'office 

mixed use' when Martin Marietta has quarry next to proposed OX.

Called and left message on 6/11; Bynum talked to Mr Ballard on 6/12/14. He 

is very upset about current and proposed zoning. He has asked for R-6 zoning 

on his entire parcel.

Northwest 11

CC1-0171 1705674833 340 Allister Drive R-10-CU R-10-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property.  It is within 100ft 

of a rezoned property.  Caller has a few questions about what type of 

structures/height can be built near her residential area.

Spoke at length on June 9th.  Explained the rezoning of property adjacent to 

hers.
Midtown

CC1-0172 1705675908 3609 Rolston Drive CUD R-30 RX-5-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller "no change proposed" for her property.  Caller rec'd 

postcard since property near her address is being rezoned.  Caller has a few 

questions about what type of structures/height can be built near her 

residential area

CC1-0171
Spoke at length on June 9th.  Explained the rezoning of property adjacent to 

hers.
Midtown

CC1-0173 1703863559 South Person Street
RB HOD-G 

DOD

DX-3-DE 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wants to know if this proposed zoning will make her property more 

valuable. 

CC2-0092 & 

CC2-0093

Spoke with Inquirer about 517 S Person Street. Explained the difference 

between RB and DX zoning and talked about other considerations for 

development of the property, including the HOD.

Central

CC1-0174 0778203369 9021 Glenwood Avenue
TD w/AOD & 

MPOD

IX-3-PK 

w/AOD & 

MPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Assisted caller with website.  He will review the summary online and call back 

if questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0175 0778204219 9013 Glenwood Avenue
TD w/AOD & 

MPOD

IX-3-PK 

w/AOD & 

MPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Assisted caller with website.  He will review the summary online and call back 

if questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0176 0778203173 9009 Glenwood Avenue
TD w/AOD & 

MPOD

IX-3-PK 

w/AOD & 

MPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Assisted caller with website.  He will review the summary online and call back 

if questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0177 0778205040 9005 Glenwood Avenue
TD w/AOD & 

MPOD

IX-3-PK 

w/AOD & 

MPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Assisted caller with website.  He will review the summary online and call back 

if questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0178 0758881533 11011 Maplecroft Court CUD TD R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has no access to internet.  Relayed to caller current and proposed 

zoning.  
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest
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CC1-0179 0797449024 6521 Creedmoor Rd #102 CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller is business owner.  Would like to know how his building on the property 

will be impacted by the proposed zoning.

Explained to the caller that the remapping will not have an effect on existing 

buildings.  If the building was demolished , then the OX development 

standards would apply.

Northwest

CC1-0180 0784701299 1005 DeBoy Street R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change proposed for this property.  1110 Schaub Drive is within 100ft and 

is being rezoned.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0181 0783792872 1110 Schaub Drive R-15 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property was identified as 100ft from caller's property at 1005 DeBoy St. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0182 0758750438 11546 Auldbury Way CUD TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know how the proposed zoning will impact his home-

based business.
Returned call and left a message. Northwest

CC1-0183 0658268401 10321 Sablewood Drive CUD TD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller current and proposed zoning information.   Caller will review 

website and call back if questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC1-0184 0779019082 7210 Terregles Drive CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Assisted caller with website.  Has questions how the surrounding area will be 

affected by the proposed zoning.

Called citizen and explained proposed zoning. She had questions about 

property located behind her lot, which is in Durham County and will not be 

affected with the UDO remapping. Callers property is in Durham County 

within the Annex Agreement Area. Explained the Raleigh/Durham Annexation 

Agreement Areas. 

Northwest

CC1-0185 1717856877 2117 Osprey Circle R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change proposed for caller's property.   7200 Circlebank Drive is the 

property within 100ft with proposed zoning.  Caller is very concerned about 

the proposed zoning and what will be built near her home.

Spoke with; explained remapping process and why the apartments near her 

would no longer be zoned R-15.
North

CC1-0186 1717955382 7200 Circlebank Dr CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property was identified as 100ft from caller's property at 2117 Osprey 

Circle.  Caller is very concerned about the proposed zoning and what will be 

built near her home.

CC1-0185
Spoke with; explained remapping process and why the apartments near her 

would no longer be zoned R-15.
North

CC1-0187 1725279637 3701 Capital Boulevard IND-1 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like a copy of the remapping for his addresses mailed to him.  He 

would also like to speak with planning staff. He does not understand the 

verbiage under 'Frontage' and how this would impact his property.

Spoke with and answered questions about his properties on Capital 

Boulevard. Mailed hard copies of materials as requested.  He called on August 

4th and wants to have IH zoning because the property is currently used as a 

towing yard.

Atlantic 12

CC1-0188 1725277770 3637 Capital Boulevard IND-1 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like a copy of the remapping for his addresses mailed to him.  He 

would also like to speak with planning staff. He does not understand the 

verbiage under 'Frontage' and how this would impact his property.

CC1-0187

Spoke with and answered questions about his properties on Capital 

Boulevard. Mailed hard copies of materials as requested.  He called on August 

4th and wants to have IH zoning because the property is currently used as a 

towing yard.

Atlantic 12

CC1-0189 1728884387 2305 Filigree Court

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller information regarding her property for proposed zoning and 

also www.raleighudo.us tools.  She asked how much weight the planning 

commission has on the outcome of the vote from the June North Raleigh CAC 

meeting regarding rezoning. 

Returned call and left voicemail offering further assistance. North

CC1-0190 0797592794 7773 Falcon Rest Circle R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Explained to caller that no change is proposed for her address.  Provided to 

caller the address of 7400 Stonecliff Dr as the address within 100ft from her 

property that has a zoning change.  Caller is extremely concerned regarding 

the areas around her that are proposed to be rezoned.  

Current use is apartments; the proposed zoning would allow non residential 

uses. She would recommend a residential zoning.
North

CC1-0191 0797599310 7400 Stone Cliff Dr R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Explained to caller that no change is proposed for her address.  Provided to 

caller the address of 7400 Stonecliff Dr as the address within 100ft from her 

property that has a zoning change.  Caller is extremely concerned regarding 

the areas around her that are proposed to be rezoned.  

CC1-0190
Current use is apartments; the proposed zoning would allow non residential 

uses. She would recommend a residential zoning.
North 4

CC1-0192 0777556006 8708 Silverthorne Drive R-2 w/MPOD R-2 w/MPOD
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

No change proposed for caller's property.   8009 Goldenrain Way was the 

property identified within 100ft with proposed zoning.  
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0193 0777556474 8009 Goldenrain Way  TD RX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

This was the property identified within 100ft of 8708 Silverthorne Drive up for 

proposed rezoning.
CC1-0192 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0194 1718824142 8809 Litchford Way R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had 32 properties.  I walked him through the tool for one of the 

properties. He will research the remaining and email if questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0195 1717981265 2425 Lemuel Drive R-6-CU     R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller read about UDO in newspaper; did not receive a postcard.  I informed 

called that no change is proposed for his address.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North
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CC1-0196 0795315858 3320 Thomas Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC1-0197 1704981683
604 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0198 1704897093
513 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
O&I-4 RX-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of proposed zoning change. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0199 1704992012
615 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
SC CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of proposed zoning change. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0200 1704992224 1921 Bernard Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no change is proposed for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC1-0201 1712966969 3026 Rock Quarry Road R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of existing and proposed zoning.  Caller said he is getting older 

and wants to sell his land for the correct price. He would appreciate it if a city 

planner would call him back to discuss what can be developed on his property 

so that he is not taken advantage.  He also asked about "grandfathering" 

regarding his properties.  He also asked for our office address, he would like to 

meet face to face and discuss.

Spoke with at length morning of June 12.  Explained the rationale for rezoning 

R-20 property to R-10.  Put him in touch with our Real Estate Office because 

he wants to buy some City-owned land.

South

CC1-0202 1713068502 512 Montague Lane R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of existing and proposed zoning.  Caller said he is getting older 

and wants to sell his land for the correct price. He would appreciate it if a city 

planner would call him back to discuss what can be developed on his property 

so that he is not taken advantage.  He also asked about "grandfathering" 

regarding his properties.  He also asked for our office address, he would like to 

meet face to face and discuss.

CC1-0201

Spoke with at length morning of June 12.  Explained the rationale for rezoning 

R-20 property to R-10.  Put him in touch with our Real Estate Office because 

he wants to buy some City-owned land.

South Central

CC1-0203 1713060829 575 East Cabarrus Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of existing and proposed zoning.  Caller said he is getting older 

and wants to sell his land for the correct price. He would appreciate it if a city 

planner would call him back to discuss what can be developed on his property 

so that he is not taken advantage.  He also asked about "grandfathering" 

regarding his properties.  He also asked for our office address, he would like to 

meet face to face and discuss.

CC1-0201

Spoke with at length morning of June 12.  Explained the rationale for rezoning 

R-20 property to R-10.  Put him in touch with our Real Estate Office because 

he wants to buy some City-owned land.

South Central

CC1-0204 1713356618 1505 Joe Louis Avenue R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of existing and proposed zoning.  Caller said he is getting older 

and wants to sell his land for the correct price. He would appreciate it if a city 

planner would call him back to discuss what can be developed on his property 

so that he is not taken advantage.  He also asked about "grandfathering" 

regarding his properties.  He also asked for our office address, he would like to 

meet face to face and discuss.

CC1-0201

Spoke with at length morning of June 12.  Explained the rationale for rezoning 

R-20 property to R-10.  Put him in touch with our Real Estate Office because 

he wants to buy some City-owned land.

South Central

CC1-0205 1712968467 0 Rock Quarry Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of existing and proposed zoning.  Caller said he is getting older 

and wants to sell his land for the correct price. He would appreciate it if a city 

planner would call him back to discuss what can be developed on his property 

so that he is not taken advantage.  He also asked about "grandfathering" 

regarding his properties.  He also asked for our office address, he would like to 

meet face to face and discuss.

CC1-0201

Spoke with at length morning of June 12.  Explained the rationale for rezoning 

R-20 property to R-10.  Put him in touch with our Real Estate Office because 

he wants to buy some City-owned land.

South

CC1-0206 1704897093
513 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
O&I-1 RX-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller's company owns property at 513 East Whitaker Mill Road.  Her 

company wants to buy 615 East Whitaker Mill Road and behind 615 E 

Whitaker Mill Rd is 1921 Bernard Street.  She would like to know how this 

zoning impacts the building of: Nursing Home, Independent Living or Skilled 

Nursing facility on these properties.

 

Called property owner/potential buyer and explained the different processes 

for each use in the diffferent zoning districts. Caller was primarily interested in 

the expansion of a current nursing home land use on 513 E Whitaker. 

Five Points

CC1-0207 1704992012
615 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
SC CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller's company owns property at 513 East Whitaker Mill Road.  Her 

company wants to buy 615 East Whitaker Mill Road and behind 615 E 

Whitaker Mill Rd is 1921 Bernard Street.  She would like to know how this 

zoning impacts the building of: Nursing Home, Independent Living or Skilled 

Nursing facility on these properties.

CC1-0206

Called property owner/potential buyer and explained the different processes 

for each use in the diffferent zoning districts. Caller was primarily interested in 

the expansion of a current nursing home land use on 513 E Whitaker. 

Five Points

CC1-0208 1704992224 1921 Bernard Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller's company owns property at 513 East Whitaker Mill Road.  Her 

company wants to buy 615 East Whitaker Mill Road and behind 615 E 

Whitaker Mill Rd is 1921 Bernard Street.  She would like to know how this 

zoning impacts the building of: Nursing Home, Independent Living or Skilled 

Nursing facility on these properties.

CC1-0206

Called property owner/potential buyer and explained the different processes 

for each use in the diffferent zoning districts. Caller was primarily interested in 

the expansion of a current nursing home land use on 513 E Whitaker. 

Five Points
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CC1-0209 1733416667 5609 Poole Road R-6-CU R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Notified caller that no change is proposed for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC1-0210 1702024601 733 Summer Music Lane

IND-1 

w/SWPOD 

PDD

PD 

w/SWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller proposed zoning information Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0211 1721996272 4114 Pearl Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Notified caller that no change is proposed for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC1-0212 1713044004 1105 Holmes Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller proposed zoning information Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0213 1703933172 1301 Garner Road R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller proposed zoning information.  Caller will view the website 

and call back if questions
Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0214 0786371127
4806 Black Mountain 

Path
CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Relayed to caller proposed zoning information.  Caller will view the website 

and call back if questions
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0215 0798467487 8812 Stage Ford Road
General 

Comment
Caller not in City of Raleigh. Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC1-0216 1703842205 1101 South Person Street
R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller said North Person Street is developing rapidly.   She would like to know 

how the new zoning will increase development of South Person Street.

Provided caller with information on UDO project, nature of development in 

Peace/Person area and how zoning impacts redevelopment generally. 
Central

CC1-0217 0794595464 3052 Lewis Farm Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for caller's property.  3053 Medlin Dr was identified as 

the property being rezoned 100ft from caller's property.  Caller is extremely 

concerned about the proposed rezoning as it is directly behind her property. 

She is concerned about bigger and higher construction and more congestion.

Wrong number entered when I called on 6/18/14.  I was notified the number 

was entered incorrectly and was given the correct number.  Once this 

information was given to me on 6/23/14 I called that day.  Described the 

different uses allowed in the current zoning (NB) vs. NX-3. Told her there is 

smaller scale retail designation in the UDO, RX.

NOTE: Meade referred her to me for further explanation of what RX means. I 

clarified by phone why RX was not recommended and the nature of the mixed 

use intensity potential on such a small area zoned NX- (less than 2.5 acres 

total NX- bisected by a street all backed up to residential with land-gobbling 

transitions. --DB

Glenwood

CC1-0218 0794598605 3053 Medlin Drive NB NX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for caller's property.  3053 Medlin Dr was identified as 

property being rezoned 100ft from caller's property.  Caller is extremely 

concerned about the proposed rezoning as it is directly behind her property. 

She is concerned about bigger and higher construction and more congestion.

CC1-0217

Wrong number entered when I called on 6/18/14.  I was notified the number 

was entered incorrectly and was given the correct number.  Once this 

information was given to me on 6/23/14 I called that day.  Described the 

different uses allowed in the current zoning (NB) vs. NX-3. Told her there is 

smaller scale retail designation in the UDO, RX.

NOTE: Meade referred her to me for further explanation of what RX means. I 

clarified by phone why RX was not recommended and the nature of the mixed 

use intensity potential on such a small area zoned NX- (less than 2.5 acres 

total NX- bisected by a street all backed up to residential with land-gobbling 

transitions. --DB

Glenwood

CC1-0219 1707617943 6608 Six Forks Road O&1-3 OX-3-PL  

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller owns business at this address.  Will review website and call back if 

questions
CC1-0215 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC1-0220 0785493992 4419 Rockwood Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no changes is proposed for her property.  Property 100ft 

from her address, 4004 Grand Manor Ct, is being rezoned.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0221 0785497291 4004 Grand Manor Court O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller that no changes is proposed for her property.  Property 100ft 

from her address, 4004 Grand Manor Ct, is being rezoned.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0222 1703678106 421 S Salisbury Street BUS w/DOD DX-20-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Calling on behalf of business owner.  I walked caller through raleighudo.us.  

He is sending an email with questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC1-0223 0763165181 503 Carriage Lane
General 

Comment
Address not in city of Raleigh. Response provided by Call Center Staff.
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CC1-0224 1726013414 4606 Ravi Road CUD R-15 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know the impact of the proposed zoning.   She would also 

like to hear about the "vision" for this particular area.
CC1-223

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in detail. Noted area is zoned to be and foreseen as 

remaining residential.

Atlantic

CC1-0225 0774519640 6713 Hillsborough Street
R-4 w/SHOD-

1

R-4 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for caller's address.  6715 Hillsborough Street is the 

property 100ft from caller's address that is being rezoned.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0226 0774519940 6715 Hillsborough Street
R-4 w/SHOD-

1

NX-3-PL 

w/SRPOD 1

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for caller's address.  6715 Hillsborough Street is the 

property 100ft from caller's address that is being rezoned.
CC1-0225 Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC1-0227 1704136471 907B St. Mary's Street R-15 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of zoning change for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC1-0228 1725134813 2821 Trawick Road IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

2821 Trawick Rd has a house on the property used as an office.  2815 Trawick 

Rd has a quonset hut on-site.  She would like to know how the rezoning will 

impact the house use as a rental.  Address 2821 has 3 different PIN numbers

Left voicemail. Never returned call. Northeast

CC1-0229 1725134679 2815 Trawick Road IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

2821 Trawick Rd has a house on the property used as an office.  2815 Trawick 

Rd has a quonset hut on-site.  She would like to know how the rezoning will 

impact the house use as a rental.  Address 2821 has 3 different PIN numbers

CC1-0228 Left voicemail. Never returned call. Northeast

CC1-0230 1725134990 2821 Trawick Road IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

2821 Trawick Rd has a house on the property used as an office.  2815 Trawick 

Rd has a quonset hut on-site.  She would like to know how the rezoning will 

impact the house use as a rental.  Address 2821 has 3 different PIN numbers. 

CC1-0228 Left voicemail. Never returned call. Northeast

CC1-0231 1725136827 2821 Trawick Road IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

2821 Trawick Rd has a house on the property used as an office.  2815 Trawick 

Rd has a quonset hut on-site.  She would like to know how the rezoning will 

impact the house use as a rental.  Address 2821 has 3 different PIN numbers

CC1-0228 Left voicemail. Never returned call. Northeast

CC1-0232 1703860945 219 East Cabarrus Street RB   DX-3-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received a voice message from planning staff.  She would like to talk 

with the person that left the message.  She does not understand the 

restriction of 3 stories when all around her are 4-6 stories.

CC5-0124

Returned phone call; owner is in disagreement about the 3 story limit and 

feels that 4 stories would be a more appropriate height limit given the 

likelihood of redevelopment in her block. 

Central 5

CC1-0233 1715781482 3900 Electronics Drive IND-1 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has 3 questions: What are the setbacks, can the land be divided and will 

the proposed zoning allow a school to be built?

Called citizen and gave information she requested on the proposed IH zoning. 

Let her know schools are not a permitted use in IH. 
Atlantic

CC1-0234 1714730628 2321 Glascock Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for caller's property.  1031 N King Charles Rd was 

identified as property within 100ft being rezoned.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0235 1714549416 1031 N King Charles SC CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for caller's property.  1031 N King Charles Rd was 

identified as property within 100ft being rezoned.
CC1-0234 Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC1-0236 1704412869 618 N Boylan Avenue
NB w/PBOD 

and PDD 
PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller able to access website.  Has questions that pertain to the future of PD 

zoning with the overlays being removed.

Explained how PDD will carry forward into new code and become base zoning 

district instead of an overlay.
Hillsborough

CC1-0237 1713156309 702 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of proposed zoning for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0238 1713156510 628 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Informed caller of proposed zoning for this property. She would like to speak 

with planning staff.  This address is a church that is owned by her family.  They 

have plans to renovate and provide childcare in the basement.  She would like 

to know how the proposed zoning impacts this business plan.

CC1-0237 Called and left a detailed message. South Central

CC1-0239 0796388203 2301 West Millbrook Rd CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Calling on behalf of the church on this property.  Caller read existing and 

proposed zoning.  Would like someone to call him so that he can ensure he 

has a full understanding of the proposed zoning.

Informed inquirer of proposed zoning in detail.  Noted parcel will continue to 

be Conditional Use.  Provided overview of pertinent UDO sections.
Northwest

CC1-0240 1702571636 218 Pecan Road R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for 209 or 218 Pecan Road.  Caller received postcard 

for 2537 S Saunders St, property 100ft from Pecan Rd addresses.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest
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CC1-0241 1702572420 209 Pecan Road R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for 209 or 218 Pecan Road.  Caller received postcard 

for 2537 S Saunders St, property 100ft from Pecan Rd addresses.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0242 1702487225 2537 S Saunders Street IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

No change is proposed for 209 or 218 Pecan Road.  Caller received postcard 

for 2537 S Saunders St, property 100ft from Pecan Rd addresses.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC1-0243 1703984074 220 Woodsborough Place CUD O&I-2 RX-3-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Relayed to caller proposed zoning for his property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC1-0244 0787038599 7009 Wheat Mill Place  O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller unable to access website. Read to caller proposed zoning and also 

provided county tax department phone number.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC1-0245 0795871025 1229 Blenheim Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Walked caller through viewing his property on website.  Caller is very 

concerned regarding property he sees as proposed zoning surrounding his 

property.  He spoke of agreement with city attorney's office regarding 

surrounding properties.  I suggested to caller he use the feedback button but 

he wanted to speak with someone.  

GEN-0106

Spoke with caller regarding his concerns and questions. Told him I would 

research the agreement he mentioned and follow up with him, though it is 

not a conditional use case. He asked how he could voice his concerns. I 

mentioned that his concerns and comments would be forwarded to the 

Planning Commission. 8/20/14 BW called and left voicemail to follow up on 

any outstanding questions he might still have.

Glenwood

CC2-0001 0785576513 3902 Burwell Rollins Cir R-6 R-6
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Are there any height restrictions?  Read what was provided on the 

UDO/Rezonning screen regarding current & future zone.

Replied via email that the height limit in R-6 is 40 feet and 3 stories.  Also 

included link to Chapter 2 of UDO.
Northwest

CC2-0002 1737626810 7316 Ivy League Ln O&I-1 R-10
General 

Comment
Is the property across the street in wet lands ? Informed inquirer subject property is within 100-year floodplain. Forestville

CC2-0003 1733338560 5513 Tanglewood Pine Ln R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Read description of property zone & advised that property was remaining the 

same. Would like a more detailed explanation of zoning R-4.

Replied via phone.  Explained the meaning of R-4 zoning and the change of 

zoning of property to the north from IND-1 to IX-3.
Southeast

CC2-0004 1733336741 5060 Trademark Dr IND-1 IX-3
General 

Comment

How will this affect my taxes ?   Gave him phone number for Wake County 

Revenue
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC2-0005 1738116994 4900 Thornton Rd CUD-TD IX-3-PK-CU
General 

Comment

How will this affect my taxes ?  Gave him phone number for Wake County 

Revenue.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC2-0006 1732766724 2520 Barwell Rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know how his property would be rezoned.  Info given. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC2-0007 1724770138 1517 Beacon Valley Dr TD R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Not concerned about new zoning Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC2-0008 1735415347 2153 Thornblade Dr R-10 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know how his property would be rezoned.  Info given. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC2-0009 1747732876 4216 Willow Haven Ct R-10 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Advised that property zone was remaining the same Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC2-0010 N/A N/A

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Started looking at property to purchase & has questions about zoning.  He has 

viewed  the online website. 

Had general questions regarding self-service storage in UDO districts.  Went 

over relevant regulations and provided section numbers for UDO.  

CC2-0011 1702329034 3401 S Wilmington IND-1 IX-3-PL

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Not concerned about new zoning Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC2-0012 1729223012 Dunn Rd & Falls of Neuse

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Had questions regarding proposed Publix - transferred call to Staff Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0013 1717053471 7000 Harps Mill Rd O&I-3 OX-3

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Tax question - referred him to Wake County Revenue.  Had multiple in depth 

questions on new zoning. 
Returned call and left voicemail North

CC2-0014 1728163910 1412 Savannah Oaks Way
R-4 

w/UWPOD
R-4/UWPOD

General 

Comment
Why did they receive the card.  Explanation given Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0015
General 

Comment

Directed to the UDO website.  Advised him to call back if he had any further 

questions. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff.
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CC2-0016 1728799821 10723 Pendragon Pl

R-4 

W/UWPOD 

& PDD

PD 

W/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Why did they receive the card. Explanation given & customer directed to the 

UDO website.  Had no further questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0017 1725478862 3815 Bison Hill CUD O&I-1 R-10-CU

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Why did they receive the card.  Explanation given & customer directed to the 

UDO website.  Had no further questions.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC2-0018 1729946144 10730 Edmundson Ave R-4 PD
General 

Comment
Why did they receive the card.  No further questions. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0019 1716658001 1721 Tiffany Bay Ct O&I-1 RX-3
General 

Comment
Why did they receive the card.  No further questions. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0020 1715833719 3113 Ward Rd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received card for property 100 ft from address. 2912 Highwoods Blvd 

changing from IND-1 to OP-3
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC2-0021 1737385748 8245 Haines Creek Ln CUD TD R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Walked customer thru inter active viewer - no issues Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC2-0022 1737385748 8245 Haines Creek Ln CUD TD R-6
General 

Comment

Customer Called back - would like to know if Perry Creek Rd is going to be 

enlarged.

Inquirer noted she was concerned postcard she received was related to future 

widening; informed inquirer that was not the case, but did note that the road 

is designated as 4-lanes / divided.

Forestville

CC2-0023 1707394162 8041 Allyns Landing Way R-6 R-6
General 

Comment
Customer wanted to know if the zip code was going to change. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0024 1738223392 8823 Thornton Town Pl CUD O&I-2 R-10 CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
No issues. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC2-0025 0794203815 3808 Western Blvd NB NX-3
General 

Comment

Has multiple commercial property in city limits but only received 1 card.  I 

could only locate 1 property  with the name given.

Called and left message. Talked to the client and clarified that all 

commercially zoned properties will be remapped.
West

CC2-0026 1726556598 4907 Hollenden Dr R-15 RX-3

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Wanted more information on "mixed use." Also wanted to know if taxes 

would increase - gave number to Wake County Revenue.

Concerned about how this would affect her situation. Very little if any on 

existing multifamily development.
Northeast

CC2-0027 1738602674
8329 Glenwood Springs 

Ct
CUD TD R-10

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Walked customer thru inter active viewer - no issues Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC2-0028 1731086402 4313 Pearl Rd R-4 R-4
General 

Comment
Walked customer thru inter active viewer - will comment thru site via email. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC2-0029 1702575420 2600 S Wilmington St NB CX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
No issues. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC2-0030 1702574451 2601 Renfrow Rd NB CX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
No issues. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC2-0031 0792746985 2016 Tryon Rd R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
No issues. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC2-0032 1721471380 4200 Virtuous St CUD IND-1 IX-3-CU
General 

Comment

Initially could not locate property on UDO site. Wanted to know what was 

going on w/land. Hung up

Called and left message advising current and proposed zoning. Left my name 

and number so that he could call back with any additional questions.
South

CC2-0033 1716833943 2108 E Millbrook Rd IND-1 IX-3-PL

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Wanted to make sure property would be conforming to new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC2-0034 1738008885 8500 Capital Blvd TD CX-3-PK

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Wanted to make sure property would be conforming to new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC2-0035 1718217156 8309 Falls of Neuse Rd SC CX-3-PL

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Wanted to make sure property would be conforming to new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0036 1727154485 2820 Rowland Rd IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Realtor calling on behalf of client who may purchase property. Wants to know 

the exact set backs.
Called citizen and gave her the IX setback standards for her client. North

CC2-0037 0795880039 3712 Dade St R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be. Also 

needed the phone number for Bldg Permits. Info was provided to customer. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood
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CC2-0038 1702319626 3509 S Wilmington St IND-1 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property is currently leased for a used car dealership - will this business 

conform to new proposed zoning.

Informed inquirer that Vehicle Sales/ Rental is Limited Use in IX; noted Use 

Standards, inquirer felt present use met those criteria.
Southwest

CC2-0039 0778121630 6331 Limousine Dr TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be. Info 

provided & customer directed to UDO site. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0040 1729939707 3427 Van Hessen Dr R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be. Info 

provided & customer directed to UDO site. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0041 1729710125 10904 Farmville Rd R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the zoning for property across the street. Information 

provided to customer.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0042 1830541322 14433 Hamletville St CUD TD R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be. Info 

provided & customer directed to UDO site. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0043 1713134945 1133 South State St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be. Info 

provided & customer directed to UDO site. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0044 1703931611 1229 Magnum St R-20 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be - info 

provided. Wants to know if they are re-vamping that area to make it more 

attractive.

Called citizen and further explained the proposed zoning change; also that the 

remapping process would be changing the zoning only. Will not implement 

any beautification or improvements, just rezone the property. 

Central

CC2-0045 1704018566 205 Woodburn Rd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be.  No 

change in zoning.
CC2-0046 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC2-0046 1704018566 117 Woodburn Rd CUD-R-15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about this possible change.  Would like more information. CC2-0045 Called and left message. Hillsborough

CC2-0047 0794650942 704 Dixie Trail R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know about proposed new zoning. CC2-0048 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC2-0048 0794650942 3010 Spanish Ct CUD-R-15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know how this will impact the area. Was concerned about 

overall higher density.
CC2-0047

Contacted inquirer and explained differences between R-15 and RX-3. Also 

described conditions associated with the zoning case (Z-93-96). Inquirer had 

to cut short our phone call and will contact me to discuss further.

Wade

CC2-0049 1703956994 614 East South St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Does not understand the proposed change.  Advised that the city has a lien on 

the property for 15 years for a loan she can't pay back.

Called and explained the rezoning.  She had confused the rezoning with a loan 

made by the City for property improvement.
South Central

CC2-0050 1703861761 510 South Person St RB DX-3-DE

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know how this will impact her property. She is  planning for 

future renovations.

Spoke with property owner regarding current and proposed zoning 

requirements and impact on 2 story addition.
Central

CC2-0051 1703197728 109 Ashe Ave R-20 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

How will this change affect his property.
Confirmed that existing single family home is an allowable use under 

proposed R-10 zoning. 
Hillsborough

CC2-0052 0794819756 2306 Hillsborough St CUD SC NX-4-SH-CU

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Property is leased by another party - would like to know if this change will 

affect the current use.
Confirmed that existing surface parking lot can remain in operation. Wade

CC2-0053 1718405708 1509 Barley Place R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know about proposed new zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0054 1729316256 1521 Whittington Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know about proposed new zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North
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CC2-0055 1714513263 408 N King Charles Rd R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about this possible change.  Would like more information and a 

call from a city planner.
Spoke with caller.  She is okay with the change. East

CC2-0056 1713084194 708 E Hargett St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like more info about the proposed changes from a city planner.
She had general questions about the rezoning in her area.  She had trouble 

working the viewer so I walked her through that.
South Central

CC2-0057 1713134930 1135 S State St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0058 1714068178 1501 Wake Forest Rd IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC2-0059 1734594848 1968 Shadow Glen Dr R-10 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC2-0060 1713085327 705 E Hargett St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0061 0794039839 3020 Richward Pl IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has a few comments/questions regarding possible changes.

Discussed new IX district and development standards comparing it to old IND-

2 district. Provided caller with link to website for additonal information and 

descriptions and offered contact info for future questions .

West

CC2-0062 1714760465 2219 Rumson Rd R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC2-0063 1714767248 1521 N King Charles Rd R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like to know if anymore roads are being proposed for this 

neighborhood.

Called her, she called me back, when I called her back no answer.  She doesn't 

have an answering machine but must be able to tell the phone number if 

someone calls in her absence.  Called again on Wednesday but couldn't leave 

a message.

East

CC2-0064 1729500621 2246 Dunlin Ln R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. CC2-0065 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0065 1729612614 1901 Falls Landing Dr CUD-R-15 RX-3-CU
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Customer would like a call back about 1901 Falls Landing Dr. Concerned with 

proposed new zoning. Would like more info.
CC2-0064 Returned call and left voicemail (twice). North

CC2-0066 1708402471 8356 Six Forks Rd CUD-O&I-1 OX-3-PL-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like more info about the new proposed zoning. Left voice mail.  Never returned call. North

CC2-0067 0783888919 1304 Lorimar Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC2-0068 1703961106 611 S East St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC2-0069 1703831086 1315 S Person St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know if this property can become an office space under the 

proposed new zoning.

Office use not allowable under pre or post zoning.  However (6.7.1 D) does 

allow for in home occupations under certain conditions. 
Central

CC2-0070 0795200106 3425 Horton St R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. CC2-0071 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC2-0071 0795211105 3500 Horton St CUD R-15 RX-4-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer concerned about new proposed zoning for this site location.  Needs 

a city planner to call her.
CC2-0070

Spoke with caller. She is concerned about an apartment complex being built 

near her house.
Glenwood

CC2-0072 0785700679 2301 Blue Ridge Rd O&I-1 OX-5-UL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Happy with proposed new zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest
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CC2-0073 1725059176 3077 Huntleigh Dr SC OX-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC2-0074 1713193599 111 N State St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC2-0075 1714080174 731 Pershing St IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know if he would be able to add a 2nd story under new 

proposed zoning. 

Called citizen and let them know that the remapping would not have an effect 

on their ability to expand. This is a separate process that would go through 

Development Services and likely require a site plan if required parking 

increases based on the size of the expansion. 

Five Points

CC2-0076 1703979607 302 S Swain St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0077 1703998266 552 E Edenton St O&I-2 OX-3-DE

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Will look at the UDO 

website. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC2-0078 0774842068 1021 Nowell Rd TD RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like to know how the new proposed zoning will affect him. 

Current zoning TD - UDO remapping to RX-3.  RX-3 not compatible to TD. 

Property owner said that he wants site rezoned to CX district because it's 

more like TD

West 6

CC2-0079 0793096158 1220 Kent Rd R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC2-0080 0793180624 1317 Kent Rd R-15 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC2-0081 1704049530 705 Daniels St R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer does not understand what this change is about. CC2-0082
Called property owner and gave more information on the remapping process 

and her current/proposed zoning. 
Hillsborough

CC2-0082 1704049530 635 Daniels St R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer does not understand what this change is about. CC2-0081
Called property owner and gave more information on the remapping process 

and her current/proposed zoning. 
Hillsborough

CC2-0083 0784433812 214 Grand Avenue R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC2-0084 0784449935 4900 Hillsborough St IND-2 IX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC2-0085 1707399383 202 Bon Marche Ln R-10 CU R-10 CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. CC2-0086 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0086
General area of 

Waterford Park Ln
CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer has concerns about traffic related issues. CC2-0085
Returned call and left voicemail with contact information for the 

Transportation Operations Division.
North

CC2-0087 1714725662 2345 Milburnie Road R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted info about proposed new zoning.  Was concerned about taxes - 

phone number provided for Wake Revenue.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC2-0088 0777794461 8421 Header Stone Dr CUD TD R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like to know how the new proposed zoning will affect them.
Called and explained the purposes and effects of the rezoning for her 

property and the surrounding properties.
Northwest

CC2-0089 0778718363 8964 Camden Park Dr CUD-O&I-2 R-10-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Happy with proposed new zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0090 0787005408 6112 Westborough Dr R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest
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CC2-0091 0787008319 8001 Thomasville Ct TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer has a question regarding Thomasville Ct & Tuxford Dr. I could not 

locate Tuxford on the map. [Tuxford Dr is across Westborough just south of 

Thomasville Ct. --DB]

Spoke with and explained what the remapping project means for him…he 

lives in one of those areas that was mass-zoned TD.  
Northwest

CC2-0092 1713591133 1911 New Bern Ave R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like to know how this proposed change will affect them.
CC2-0093 

CC1-0173

Contacted inquirer by phone and asked if she had specific questions. She 

asked more specific questions, including two I will need to research and follow 

up on. Followed up by email 6/20/14.

East

CC2-0093 1713340839 814 Rock Quarry Rd R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer asked what the proposed new zoning would be for this site 

location.
CC2-0092 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0094 1715746398 3205 Ward Rd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC2-0095 1715742099 3012 Highwoods Blvd IND-1 OP-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned with this new proposed zoning for this area. Would like to speak 

with a city planner to express her concerns.

Talked with and explained the limits of OP-3. She was concerned about use 

and height; explained that both would be comparable if not more restrictive.
Atlantic

CC2-0096 0796468218 5306 Creedmoor Rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided customer with zoning information. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0097 0796465162 5303 Creedmoor Rd CUD-O&I-1 RX-4-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer asked what the proposed new zoning would be for this site 

location.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0098 1713061767 592 E Cabarrus St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0099 0778387461 8712 Erinsbrook Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0100 0778382107 0 Englehardt Dr TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like a planner to call back regarding this site location.

Explained IX-3. Assured Remapping will not affect adjacent recorded parks 

and rec easement. Chatted about the parks and rec process, and possibilities 

of future uses allowed post change.

Northwest

CC2-0101 0796525606 2535 Laurelcherry St R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted info about new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0102 0777488261 8741 Glenwood Ave TD IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know how this will impact him directly. Explained differences between TD and IX-3. Northwest

CC2-0103 0774835476 6501 Lincolnville Rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know about proposed zoning for Nowell Pointe. Was concerned 

taxes would increase - provided phone number for Wake Revenue.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC2-0104 0796364757 5700 Crooked Stick Trail R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what the proposed new zoning would be for 5603 

Creedmoor Rd.  Info provided.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0105 1714513152 402 N King Charles Rd R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the proposed change would mean to her. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC2-0106 1704341512 1061 Wirewood Dr O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the proposed change would mean to him. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC2-0107 0786254863 5321 Echo Ridge Rd CUD-R-15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know how this proposed change will impact her directly.

Left detailed response to her question on her machine, as to pre and post and 

how her existing  built out property would be impacted.  Also left direct phone 

# should she have further questions.

Northwest
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CC2-0108 0777461489 8001 Brownleigh Dr TD IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Not concerned about new zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0109 1704547412 1220 Pierce St IND-2 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Not happy with the new proposed zoning for this area. Will be commenting 

directly on the UDO website.
GEN-0081 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC2-0110 0758654154 9911 Jerome Ct CUD TD R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the proposed change would mean to him. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0111 1608201783 1704 Pagan Rd N/A N/A

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property outside Raleigh jurisdiction in Wake county Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC2-0112 0774931664 909 Cedar Downs R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Realtor calling on behalf of client who may purchase property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC2-0113 0758973991 10857 Round Brook Circle CUD TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Very happy about the new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0114 1726463610 5100 Capital Blvd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. Called and left messages. Northeast

CC2-0115 0794339499 3411 Hillsborough St NB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Wade

CC2-0116 1725031568 2929 Capital Blvd NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Atlantic

CC2-0117 1702469448 2826 S Wilmington St NB CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Southwest

CC2-0118 0786681528 6712 Glenwood Ave IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Northwest

CC2-0119 1704325085 624 Saint Marys St NB NX-3-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Hillsborough

CC2-0120 1708385412 10005 Six Forks Rd N/A N/A

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property outside Raleigh jurisdiction in Wake county CC2-0114 Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC2-0121 0795698823 4123 Glenwood Ave NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Glenwood

CC2-0122 0787423539 6700 Hilburn Dr TD CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Northwest

CC2-0123 1733038500 801 S New Hope Rd TD CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has concerns how the proposed changes will affect multiple businesses. CC2-0114 Called and left messages. Southeast

CC2-0124 0799277612 13044 Norwood Rd N/A N/A

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property outside Raleigh jurisdiction in Wake county CC2-0114 Response provided by Call Center Staff.
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CC2-0125 0768633485 0 Lumley Rd CUD TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like limitations, restrictions, & uses for all categories to be sent via 

email.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0126 0768732844 6700 Mt Herman Rd TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like limitations, restrictions, & uses for all categories to be sent via 

email.

CC2-0127, 

CC2-0128

Please see Chapter 6 of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO). The table 

in Section 6.1.4 shows the list of permitted uses. There is no way to 

adequately summarize the information you have requested for every 

possibility so you would need to be more specific with your questions or 

review the regulations on your own. If you do have more focused questions, I 

would be happy to assist you.

Northwest

CC2-0127 1737427690 7101 Louisburg Rd SC CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like limitations, restrictions, & uses for all categories to be sent via 

email.

CC2-0126, 

CC2-0128

Please see Chapter 6 of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO). The table 

in Section 6.1.4 shows the list of permitted uses. There is no way to 

adequately summarize the information you have requested for every 

possibility so you would need to be more specific with your questions or 

review the regulations on your own. If you do have more focused questions, I 

would be happy to assist you.

Forestville

CC2-0128 1737425072 7001 Louisburg Rd SC CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like limitations, restrictions, & uses for all categories to be sent via 

email.

CC2-

0126,CC2-

0127

Please see Chapter 6 of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO). The table 

in Section 6.1.4 shows the list of permitted uses. There is no way to 

adequately summarize the information you have requested for every 

possibility so you would need to be more specific with your questions or 

review the regulations on your own. If you do have more focused questions, I 

would be happy to assist you.

Forestville

CC2-0129 1713384573 1402 Poole Rd R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided customer with zoning information. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0130 1713386494 1502 Poole Rd R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided customer with zoning information. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0131 0758797065 9514 Lost Key Court CUD TD R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided customer with zoning information. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0132 0796561202 2700 Sherborne Pl R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided customer with zoning information. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0133 0796479103 5550 Creedmore Rd CUD SC CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted proposed zoning for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0134 0796450978 5301 Creedmore Rd R-10-CU RX-4-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted proposed zoning for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0135 0778065480 7331 Acc Blvd TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted proposed zoning for this property. CC2-0144 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0136 1703868708 501 S Bloodworth St CUD RB NX-3-DE-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know what the density would be for this location.

Provided caller with information on restrictions pertaining to demolition in 

zoning conditions, as well as contact information for Community 

Development and rezoning.

Central

CC2-0137 1703867782 507 S Bloodworth St CUD RB NX-3-DE-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Could condos be built here?

Provided caller with information on restrictions pertaining to demolition in 

zoning conditions, as well as contact information for Community 

Development and rezoning.

Central

CC2-0138 1703868607 511 S Bloodworth St CUD RB NX-3-DE-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Could condos be built here? CC2-0137

Provided caller with information on restrictions pertaining to demolition in 

zoning conditions, as well as contact information for Community 

Development and rezoning.

Central

CC2-0139 1703867692 513 S Bloodworth St CUD RB NX-3-DE-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Could condos be built here? CC2-0137

Provided caller with information on restrictions pertaining to demolition in 

zoning conditions, as well as contact information for Community 

Development and rezoning.

Central

CC2-0140 1703868593 518 S East St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Could condos be built here? CC2-0137

Provided caller with information on restrictions pertaining to demolition in 

zoning conditions, as well as contact information for Community 

Development and rezoning.

Central
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CC2-0141 1703868597 516 S East St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Could condos be built here? CC2-0137

Provided caller with information on restrictions pertaining to demolition in 

zoning conditions, as well as contact information for Community 

Development and rezoning.

Central

CC2-0142 1713169281 844 E Lenoir St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided customer with proposed new zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC2-0143 1714658539 2312 Millbank St R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Provided customer with proposed new zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC2-0144 0778065480 7331 Acc Blvd TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know the exact height of 3 stories. Would like a more detailed 

explanation of parkway frontage.

CC2-0135; 

GEN-0131

Talked to the customer and clarified his questions. He is unhappy with the 

current 3 story/50 foot height restriction. Is requesting a change to 5 stories. 

Notes that there are height restrictions that currently apply through the 

Airport Overlay District. He will be sending an email requesting this change. 

May want the review team to look into this request.

Northwest 7

CC2-0145 0758731820 9913 Marni Ct CUD TD R-10-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know how the proposed change would affect him. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0146 0758735619 11700 Arnold Palmer Dr CUD TD RX-4-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the proposed zoning for this area. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0147 0792380315
1900 Trailwood Heights 

Ln
R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Advised that property zone was remaining the same Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC2-0148 0793521758 1001 Capability Dr CUD TD OX-5-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the proposed change was for this site 

location. Has property near this area.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC2-0149 "Highland Creek Area"
General 

Comment

Has property at 3120 Taylors Ridge Rd (this is in Wake Cnty) but she is hearing 

rumors that "Highland Creek" is becoming part of "the City of Raleigh" & 

would like to know if this is true.

CC2-0150
Informed inquirer any annexation would be voluntary; further outlined City's 

remapping initiative.

CC2-0150 1748145018 3120 Taylors Ridge Rd N/A N/A

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property outside Raleigh jurisdiction in Wake county CC2-0149 Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC2-0151 0787326930 3811 Lunceston Way O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what the proposed new zoning would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0152 0787436507 7100 Hilburn Dr R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know about the proposed zoning for this location. Advised that 

this zone would remain the same. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0153 0787030371 6812 Lake Anne Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Owner would like this to be zoned commercial. CC2-0154

Called and spoke with. Residential  property is not being considered for 

rezoning as part of the remapping process. He would like to pursue rezoning 

for his property; Will be followed up with on pursuing standard rezoning 

process. Subsequently scheduled pre-application conference.

Northwest

CC2-0154 0787030176 6808 Lake Anne Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Owner would like this to be zoned commercial. CC2-0153

Called and spoke with. Residential  property is not being considered for 

rezoning as part of the remapping process. He would like to pursue rezoning 

for his property; Will be followed up with on pursuing standard rezoning 

process. Subsequently scheduled pre-application conference.

Northwest

CC2-0155 0787521578 6704 Pleasant Pines Dr R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Happy that zoning for this site will remain the same. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0156 0787425677 3721 Lynn Rd CUD TD NX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the proposed zoning for this area. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0157 0787423539 6700 Hilburn Dr TD CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the proposed zoning for this area. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest
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CC2-0158 0787328425 4840 Grove Barton Rd TD CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the proposed zoning for this area. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC2-0159 1704807455 321 E Lane St R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if this location was being re-zoned.

CC2-

0160,CC2-

0161

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC2-0160 1704807259 320 E Lane St NB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like an explanation about the changes.
CC20159,CC

2-0161

Provided inquirer with additional details regarding existing and proposed 

zoning.
North Central

CC2-0161 1704802526 226 E North St O&I-2 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer would like an explanation about the changes.
CC2-0159, 

CC2-0160

Provided inquirer with additional details regarding existing and proposed 

zoning.
North Central

CC2-0162 1703984164 206 Woodsborough Pl CUD O&I-2 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Does not understand the terminology - would like the new proposed zoning 

explained in simpler terms.

Explained the reason for the rezoning project and implications for her 

property and neighborhood.
South Central

CC2-0163 1708207421 8410 Old Lead Mine Rd CUD O&I-1 OX-4-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what the new proposed zoning would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC2-0164 0775805009 1552 Rodessa Run CUD O&I-2 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer could not locate property on the viewer. Provided customer with 

current & proposed new zoning but would like this information to be sent to 

her via email.  (Inside Wade)

Requested information emailed. West

CC2-0165 1704344251 1031 Nicholwood Dr O&I-1 RX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agrees with new proposed zoning but concerned with the thought of a tax 

increase. Provided the phone number to Wake County Revenue.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC3-0001 0782587111 4320 TRYON RD R-1 R-1
General 

Comment

Inquired about why she was receiving the letter. I explained that the shopping 

center nearby and the industrial zone were being changed to Industial mixed 

use. She thought that her property was being rezoned and stated that she 

had heard that the zoning was being changed from square miles to square 

feet. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0002 1723838343 4405 OLD POOLE RD R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Caller wanted to know why she received a postcard. I explained that multiple 

commercial and industrial areas nearby were being rezoned. She expressed 

concern about a trailer park near her home and wondered if we could do 

anything about it. I explained that it was under the discretion of the property 

owner. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC3-0003 1747298600 8150 COHOSH COURT CUD NB R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to know what rezoning meant and what the zoning category was for 

this property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC3-0004 1747590207 7549 BRIGHTON HILL LN R-6-CU R-6-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to know why he received the postcard. I explained the changes of 

zoning of nearby properties for him. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC3-0005 1733477168 320 GILMAN LN R-4 PDD PD SHOD-1
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC3-0006 1726502097 4309 BATTS RD R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had questions about rezoning and how it affects his property. Had no issues. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0007 1736363839 5800 LOUISBURG RD R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had questions about rezoning and how it affects his property. Had no issues. CC3-0006 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0008 1702017753 684 CUPOLA DR
IND-1 

SWPOD PDD
PD SWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Had questions about postcard and rezoning. I directed her to the website and 

encouraged feedback. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC3-0009 1718624385 8604 Greenway st R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning was and how if affected the properties 

around her. Had trouble understanding the descriptions on the website.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0010 1707396710
221 WATERFORD PARK 

LN
CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0011 1715889731 3716 BRENTWOOD RD R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her 

properties. All were residential; explained that no changes were proposed.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC3-0012 1712112299 3727 BURTON BARN ST R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her 

properties. All were residential; explained that no changes were proposed.
CC3-0011 Response provided by Call Center Staff. South
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CC3-0013 1725426589
3504 HERNDON OAKS 

WAY
R-10-CU R-10-CU

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her 

properties. All were residential; explained that no changes were proposed.
CC3-0011 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0014 1707437791 7120 LONGSTREET DR R-10 RX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her 

properties. All were residential; explained that no changes were proposed.
CC3-0011 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0015 1726562288 5009 CASA DEL REY DR R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her 

properties. All were residential; explained that no changes were proposed.
CC3-0011 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0016 1725175031 3512 GREYWOOD DR R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her 

properties. All were residential; explained that no changes were proposed.
CC3-0011 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC3-0017 1714901007 2421 CALVERT DR R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what rezoning meant and how it affects her 

properties. All were residential; explained that no changes were proposed.
CC3-0011 Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC3-0018 1706629460 4535 REVERE DR R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Inquired about the property nearby being rezoned from Office Institutional to 

Office Mixed use. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC3-0019 1707617943 6604 SIX FORKS RD O&I-3 OX-3-PL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to sknow what the rezoning meant for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0020 1729335960
11616 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD
CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to sknow what the rezoning meant for her property. CC3-0019 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0021 0798936387 1420 QUARTER PT R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to sknow what the rezoning meant for her property. CC3-019 Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0022 1724273393 3249 LAKE WOODARD RD R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Does not agree with the proposed zoning or the current use of the Industial 

property across the street from her home. I encouraged her to make 

comment and subscribe to MyRaleigh subscriptions so that she could provide 

feedback.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0023 1715381729 3712 BENSON DR O&I-3 OX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to know what properties were being rezoned and how it affected his 

company.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC3-0024 1725033194 2926 CAPITAL BLVD IND-2 CX-3-PL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0025 1705022013
2801 GLENWOOD 

GARDENS LN
o&i-1 RX-4

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
CC3-0024 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC3-0026 1715545819 1610 WOLFPACK LN IND-1 IX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had questions about the proposed zoning change. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC3-0027 1703951580 518 WORTH ST R-20 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know if there would be any forced changes to her home. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC3-0028 1705519901 2513 ANDERSON DR R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Called about postcard. There were no proposed changes to her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC3-0029 1725388162 3622 OATES DR R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Asked about her personal property and issues with a nearby business. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0030 1737594599 8200 MANATEE CT CUD TD R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to know why the rezoning was happening and how it would affect his 

property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC3-0031 1703440642 1018 S. SAUNDERS ST IND-2 IX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Received postcards and wanted more information about rezoning and what it 

meant specifically for his property. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC3-0032 1703441629 1022 S. SAUNDERS ST IND-2 IX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Received postcards and wanted more information about rezoning and what it 

meant specifically for his property. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC3-0033 1714191797 2030 WAKE FOREST RD R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Received postcards and wanted more information about rezoning and what it 

meant specifically for his property. 
CC3-0032 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC3-0034 1715008884 2228 WAKE FOREST RD R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Received postcards and wanted more information about rezoning and what it 

meant specifically for his property. 
CC3-0032 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC3-0035 1703443170 1116 GREEN ST IND-1 IX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Received postcards and wanted more information about rezoning and what it 

meant specifically for his property. 
CC3-0032 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest
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CC3-0036 0794104411 3923 WESTERN BLVD NB NX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Received postcards and wanted more information about rezoning and what it 

meant specifically for his property. 
CC3-0032 Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0037 0794104310 3921 WESTERN BLVD NB NX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Received postcards and wanted more information about rezoning and what it 

meant specifically for his property. 
CC3-0032 Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0038 1703764221 101 EAST SOUTH ST NB CX-4-UG
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Inquired about the reason for the rezoning. Also inquired about meetings for 

the rezoning and about access to the interactive viewer. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC3-0039 1724272353 3241 LAKE WOODARD DR R-6 R-6

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Caller had questions and concerns about a nearby property (across Lake 

Woodard, north of Beltline) that is proposed to be zoned Industrial (IH). Caller 

is convinced that someone has placed a bid for the area to be zoned as such 

and is concerned about the future land use. He also wants to know why a 

zone that clearly states "not compatible with nearby residential" when it is 

within 200ft of a residential area.

GEN-059

We are reaching out to the owner of the property in question to discuss our 

proposal and your concerns with them. We will get back to you when we have 

more information. Have been calling someone who works at facility that is 

mailing address for this property; 2 messages week of 7/28, ongoing phone 

tag week of 8/11. Have talked with someone who works at facility and 

encouraged to comment; have not yet heard from. This comment and any 

future comment will be forwarded to PC for consideration with no staff 

recommendation

Northeast 13

CC3-0040 1714765360 1418 MARLBOROUGH RD R-10 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted some general information about her property and the rezoning. She 

had some issues using the interactive viewer.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC3-0041 0794006176 1108 KENT RD R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0042 0794002253 4201 WESTERN BLVD R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like to know how he would go about requesting for his property 

to be zoned Neigborhood mixed use along with the property next door.
Called and left messages. West

CC3-0043 1718332073 940 OAK CREEK RD R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to know why the rezoning was happening and how it would affect his 

property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC3-0044 1706292247 6308 DIXON DR R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Asked basic questions about the rezoning and why it was happening. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0045 1703193400 211 ASHE AVE
O&I-2 w/ 

SRPOD

RX-3 W/ 

SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Asked basic questions about the rezoning and why it was happening. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC3-0046 1726779432
4321 MARDELA SPRING 

DR
R-10-CU R-10-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wants to know how the conditions for her property (1995) 554 ZC 358 (Z-86-

94) affect the easment of Somerset Springs that borders Fox Rd. Caller also 

wants to know if there is a traffic light proposed for the entrances to the new 

developments on Fox Rd.

Addressed questions. Mainly concerned with newly proposed apartments 

north of her subdivision, and the traffic. Provided contact in Transportation 

Operations regarding signal, and contact for CAC in her area as per her 

request.

Northeast

CC3-0047 0794624441 2812 HILLSBOROUGH ST NB NX-4-SH
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Had questions pertaining to public hearings; forwarded her contact 

information to planning staff.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC3-0048 0794624551 6 BAGWELL AVE R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Had questions pertaining to public hearings; forwarded her contact 

information to planning staff.
CC3-047 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC3-0049 0784208493 5563 WESTERN BLVD SC CX-3-GR
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Inquired about rezoning and what it meant for her commercial property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0050 1736306340 4429 SNOWCREST LN R-1 PDD PD
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted general information about zoning for two properties. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0051 1738319258 8620 NEUSE STONE DR CUD TD PDD R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted general information about zoning for two properties. CC3-0050 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC3-0052 1715127084 600 CREEKSIDE DR IND-1 CX-3
General 

Comment
Caller asked about previous rezoning applications; referred to planning staff.

I had her email address so I emailed her with explanations of the existing and 

proposed zoning for the three properties she cited.  I asked her to call or 

email me back if she had any other questions.  We met with her last 

December about redeveloping this property for housing so the proposed 

zoning is to her benefit.

Atlantic

CC3-0053 0793275222 1701 GORMAN ST CUD R-30 RX-3-CU
General 

Comment
Caller asked about previous rezoning applications; referred to planning staff. CC3-0052

I had her email address so I emailed her with explanations of the existing and 

proposed zoning for the three properties she cited.  I asked her to call or 

email me back if she had any other questions.  She is interested in 

redeveloping this property and once I have researched the old zoning case 

that applies to the property, will call her to set up a meeting.

West

CC3-0054 0793266693 1711 SIMPKINS ST CUD R-30 RX-3-CU
General 

Comment
Caller asked about previous rezoning applications; referred to planning staff. CC3-0052

I had her email address so I emailed her with explanations of the existing and 

proposed zoning for the three properties she cited.  I asked her to call or 

email me back if she had any other questions.  She is okay with the proposed 

zoning on this property.

West

Page 28 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

CC3-0055 0785555568 3326 MILL RUN R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to double check that his property would not be rezoned; confirmed. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC3-0056 1715427022 901 CANENAUGH DR O&I-2 RX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Called on behalf of Sen. Allran inquiring about his property and what it was 

being rezoned to. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC3-0057 1704427773 802 GLENWOOD AVE SP R-30 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had general questions about the rezoning and what it means for his property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC3-0058 1714363797 200 QUAIL DR R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Inquired about rezoning of nearby properties. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC3-0059 1704049530 829 DANIELS ST R-20 RX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Had trouble navigating the website. Asked me to explain what changes were 

being proposed. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC3-0060 1703493932 619 W JONES ST O&I-1-NCOD OX-3-NCOD
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had difficulty with the website and called for assistance.

CC3-

0061&62;

GEN-0079-

80

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC3-0061 1703492984 621 W JONES ST O&I-1-NCOD OX-3-NCOD
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had difficulty with the website and called for assistance.

CC3-0060;

GEN-0079-

80

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC3-0062 1703491891 120 N BOYLAN AVE O&I-1-NCOD OX-3-NCOD
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had difficulty with the website and called for assistance.

CC3-0060;

GEN-0079-

80

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC3-0063 0796932012 4703 HIGHLAND GLEN CT R-4 PDD PD
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had general questions about the rezoning and what it means for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC3-0064 1704823402 707 N PERSON ST R-30 NX-3-SH
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had general questions about the rezoning and what it means for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC3-0065 1704822346 217 PACE ST R-30 RX-3-DE
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Had general questions about the rezoning and what it means for her property. CC3-0064 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC3-0066 0768151664 9204 CLUB HILL DR CUD TD R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Inquired about her property and nearby properties and the proposed zoning 

changes.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC3-0067 0758738993 11720 DELLCAIN CT CUD TD R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Inquired about the proposed rezoining of his property and other properties 

nearby.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC3-0068 0784832243 541 PYLON DR
IND-2-

SRPOD
IS-3-SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know what his property was being rezoned to. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0069 0758329153 3601 PAGE RD CUD TD IX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted more information on how the UDO/nearby development 

impact fees required to develop property into a storage facility? Referred to 

planning staff.

The Unified Development Ordinance doesn’t contain any of the City’s fees. 

Those are part of the City’s Fee Schedule and would apply to your project 

whether rezoned or not. If you have any additional questions about the fee 

schedule, you should contact the City’s Development Services Customer 

Service Center.

Northwest

CC3-0070 1715493113 4010 WAKE FOREST RD O&I-1 OX-3-PL
General 

Comment

Inquired about the process he would have to undertake to move his business 

from IND zoning to O&I. Referred to planning staff.

Yes, if they were using the property as just a front office then locating in an 

O&I or proposed OX district would be fine. However, if there was any chance 

of trucks being on site there with chemicals or any transference of chemicals 

on the property then they may be rendered non-conforming. There were also 

questions of if the company might be concerned with losing flexibility of being 

able to bring chemicals on-site at any point in the future if they needed to for 

any reason. Lastly, they might experience difficulties with that, since our 

people will see “Exterminator” and likely assume that as the use.

Atlantic

CC3-0071 0795870928 3708 DADE ST R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

She said that she had called yesterday and someone had told her that the 

park across the street from her home was being rezoned. I clarified that the 

property behind her was being rezoned. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC3-0072 1725137731 2901 TRAWICK RD IND-1 IX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Just wanted to know how his property was being rezoned. Also inquired 

about how to have the rezoning information relayed to the renters for the 

property. I referred him the the Wake County Property management office.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0073 1702235770 1100 ILEAGNES RD IND-1 PDD PD
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

She could not understand the meaning of planned development from the 

descriptions given on the website; provided further clarification.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC3-0074 0768171877 9128 PALM BAY CIR CUD-TD R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Inquired about the proposed rezoning of multiple properties near his in the 

Brier Creek thuroughfare district. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest
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CC3-0075 1723351472 601 COOPER RD R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Inquired about rezoning of properties nearby hers. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC3-0076 1714845049 2504 REMINGTON RD R-10 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know what the rezoning meant for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC3-0077 0758743044 9804 BLACKWELL DR CUD TD R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to understand what the rezoning was and whether or not it would 

affect her property taxes.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC3-0078 1703771745 301 FAYETTEVILLE ST BUS-DOD DX-40-SH
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Inquired about the rezoning, what it meant, and why it was happening. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC3-0079 1704941123 1115 WAKE FOREST RD R-10-CU R-10-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know what the rezoning meant for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC3-0080 1704136471 1053 NICHOLS DR R-15 RX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know what the rezoning meant for her property. CC3-0079 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC3-0081 1734999718 1601 OLD MILBURNIE RD R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know about properties nearby being rezoned. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0082 1744190553 1700 OLD MILBURNIE RD R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know about properties nearby being rezoned. CC3-0081 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0083 0778271173 7311 ACC BLVD TD IX-3-PK
General 

Comment

Wants to know if ACC Blvd is still scheduled to be connected to Leesville Rd 

and what's happening with the road extension. 

Returned phone call; left message that ACC Blvd extension still on Streets 

Map, but not scheduled or funded.
Northwest

CC3-0084 0784418154 5215 WESTERN BLVD O&I-1 OX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0085 0784419124 5213 WESTERN BLVD O&I-1 OX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
CC3-0084 Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0086 0784419012 505 HEATHER DR R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Caller's family owns multiple properties along Western Blvd. Some are zoned 

office and institutional and others residential. She would like information on 

how they can apply for their residential property to be rezoned to office 

mixed use in the future. 

CC3-0084

She wants to have some properties she owns with her sister zoned through 

the zoning remapping project to allow offices. She will call back with the 

addresses of the properties. Officially asked that 5301 Western Blvd. and 505 

Heather Drive be rezoned to OX-3. Her family owns a cluster of contiguous 

properties and to have them all zoned the same would facilitate 

redevelopment.

West 8

CC3-0087 0783792872 1277 SCHAUB DR R-10 RX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Just wanted to know what rezoning was and what it meant for her property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC3-0088 0786254642 5430 ECHO RIDGE RD CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller says that her property that is to be rezoned RX-3-CU is composed of 

townhomes. She wants to know if it is possible for a property owner to turn 

one of the townhomes into a small business or service business because it is 

now zoned RX. 

Attempted to return phone call multiple times; unable to leave voice 

message.
Northwest

CC3-0089 1723357792 3303 POOLE RD CUD SC CX-3-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

This citizen wanted to know if there were any differences in what he could 

and couldn't do with his property under the new UDO. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC3-0090 1713152156 820 SOUTH STATE ST R-20 R-10
General 

Comment

Wanted to know what the rezoning meant and how it affected family 

member's property. I put her on hold to consult with planning staff but call 

was disconnected before I could give her an answer. I called back and left my 

number for her to contact me with any further questions.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC3-0091 0794833769 2616 KILGORE AVE R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller's company owns multiple properties in the city; wanted to know what 

was being rezoned and what it meant. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC3-0092 0794834788 2608 KILGORE AVE R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller's company owns multiple properties in the city; wanted to know what 

was being rezoned and what it meant. 
CC3-0091 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC3-0093 1704422355 706 NORTH BOYLAN AVE CUD R-30 RX-3-UG-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller's company owns multiple properties in the city; wanted to know what 

was being rezoned and what it meant. 
CC3-0091 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC3-0094 1704577474 306 DUNCAN ST R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller's company owns multiple properties in the city; wanted to know what 

was being rezoned and what it meant. 
CC3-0091 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC3-0095 1704770667 102 WEST AYCOCK ST R-10 R-10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller's company owns multiple properties in the city; wanted to know what 

was being rezoned and what it meant. 
CC3-0091 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC3-0096 1704425325 601 HINSDALE ST CUD R-30 RX-3-UG-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller's company owns multiple properties in the city; wanted to know what 

was being rezoned and what it meant. 
CC3-0091 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points
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CC3-0097 1713192448 105 HECK ST R-10 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This citizen has a permitted 4 unit building that was built in the 50's and does 

not conform to the current/proposed zoning. He's worried because the zoning 

of the property keeps him from expanding/improving. If it's damaged he can't 

restore it and the property value is diminished because it doesn't conform. He 

wants to know how he would go about getting his property zoned to the 

nearby RX-3 so that his property would conform. Referred to planning staff.

Spoke to and emailed inquirer. Told him Staff would not support the rezoning 

of his property to RX-3 as part of this process. Informed him of his option to 

file a rezoning request on his own. Also mentioned we would forwarding his 

request to PC in October. He indicated he planned to get back in touch with 

information to support his request.

North Central 9

CC3-0098 1737067941 8121 FARMLEA CIR R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Inquired about property nearby that is being rezoned from IND-1 to IX-3. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC3-0099 1704826036 311 N BOUNDARY ST R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wants to know how to go about getting the property changed to the nearby 

NX-3-SH because she feels the local business made the property difficult for 

residential-only development.

Called and left message. Mordecai

CC3-0100 0785851079 4021 BOOKER OAK CIR CUD R-15 RX-3-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know what the rezoning meant for his property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC3-0101 1728696934 10623 PEPPERMILL DR
R-4  PDD 

UWPOD
PD UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know how her property was being rezoned. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC3-0102 1734756402 5600 LOCH RAVEN PKWY NB NX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Gentleman is doing a foundation assesment and needed help identifying the 

new zoning for the property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC3-0103 0777589715 8315 DECKBAR PL CUD NB RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Heard that there were issues with the proposed zoning of properties near his 

community and wanted to find a way to check the status of the rezoning 

process. I informed him that the UDO is in place and we are currently taking 

feedback from the public until september 30th. He did not seem satisfied but 

assured me he'd call back if he needed further assistance. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC4-0001 0678729498 4608 Spring Crest 
General 

Comment

Was wondering why she had recived the PC placing her on hold to try to find 

out why she got the card we later then found that the PC was her neighbors. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC4-0002 1702848716 504 Rush St R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

She wanted to know if this changed her property advised her that she was 

fine and had nothing to worry about. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC4-0003 1733333459 5401 Tanglewood Pine Ln R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

(AREA NEAR HIM IS GETTING REZONED 5000 TRADEMARK DR {IND-1 to IX-3})  

He is concerned that this will affect the value of the owners homes. He wants 

to make sure that the City Of Raleigh  keep up the appearance of the buildings 

surrounding the homes. He also would like for them to follow the rules and 

not allow overnight parking by just anyone on the city own streets. He also 

would like the police to monitor the streets and the traffic coming through. 

Lastly he would like for them to obey the noise policy that they city has in 

place. 

Emailed response that we don't anticipate a change in value related to this 

proposal since his property is not subject to rezoning. Made suggestions on 

appropriate City contacts for other concerns. Also left voicemail on 5/21/14.

Southeast

CC4-0004 1736741131 6324 Sparking Brook De CUD O&I-1 R-4
General 

Comment
Concerned about what they are able to build back behind her on Buffaloe Rd. 

Called and spoke to the client. Explained the proposed zoning and conditions 

of the parcels in question, and other UDO regulations that apply to the 

potential development of the site.

Northeast

CC4-0005 1724762903 1416 Beacon Valley Dr TD R-10
General 

Comment

Stated that the website was not user friendly. She also was wondering if we 

were rezoning her out of Raleigh advised her that we were just zoning for use 

so that no one could put up a store right in between the houses. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC4-0006 0792288984 3000 Trailwood Pines Ln R-10 R-10
General 

Comment
Wanting to know what rezoning meant. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC4-0007 1724777345 4256 Beacon Heights Dr TD R-10
General 

Comment

She wanted to know if anything was happening to her home. Advised her that 

her home was safe we are just proposing to make it strictly Residential.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC4-0008 1712114627 3710 Horseshoe Farm St R-10 R-10
General 

Comment
wanted to see if this meant she was getting a new address or zip code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC4-0009 1702460835 2642 South Saunders NB CX-3-PL
General 

Comment

Wanted to know if his property in durham was being relocated. Advised him  

that it was only within Raleigh city limits. Found his property in Raleigh and 

walked him through to the site so that he could look at the info I gave him 

about the proposed rezoning. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC4-0010 1733336570
5501 Tanglewood Pines 

Ln 
R-4 R-4

General 

Comment

Wanted to know if we were changing his address and advised him that this 

was only  USE REZONING 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC4-0011 1716547657 1601 East Millbrook Rd. O&I-1 Ox-3-PL
General 

Comment
Wanted to know the proposed zoning Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC4-0012 1729841201 3610 Silver Forrest Ln R-4 PD 
General 

Comment

Wanted to know what was being changed advised her nothing was being 

changed in entitlements 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC4-0013 1708405744 400 Six Forks Rd. CUD O&I-1 Ox-3-PL-CU
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what he was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. North
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CC4-0014
General 

Comment
Media wanted to ask some questions forwarded her # to Staff. Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC4-0015 0799332045 1401 Ridge Side Pl R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Wanted to know if anything was changing advised her that her zoning is 

staying the same. She also stated that up the street from her they had cleared 

some land and she wanted to know if we knew what was being built there 

advised her that she would have to talk to that construction company.

Spoke with and addressed questions unrelated to the rezoning.

CC4-0016 1735166216 3809 Southall Rd R-2 R-2
General 

Comment
wanted to see if this property was being rezoned advised no Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC4-0017 1735165474 3811 Southall Rd R-2 R-2
General 

Comment
wanted to see if this property was being rezoned advised no Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC4-0018 1716890178 2224 Dixie Forest Rd. CUD CX-3-PL-CU
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what he was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC4-0019 1729740185 2715 Hidden Waters Cir R-4 PD 
General 

Comment
Advised that there would be no change. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC4-0020 1737697938 8305 Hardeth Way CUD TD R-6
General 

Comment
Advised that we were not changing her school or voting districts. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC4-0021 1738225119
8834 THORNTON TOWN 

PL
CUD SC CX-3-CU

General 

Comment

Wanted to know that if the rezoning goes through as shown since Thornton 

Rd is state owned will it now become a city road. She is also going to read 

through the materials off the site and will ask anymore questions if she has 

any. 

Emailed response on May 29th that Thornton Road is a state road and that 

the remapping will not change that.
Forestville

CC4-0022 1714623435 2225 Millburnie RD R-10 R-6
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what she was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC4-0023 1714523656 5304 Big Bass Drive R-4 PD 
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what she was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC4-0024 1739072005 3061 Berks Way CUD SC CX-3
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what she was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC4-0025 1714523656 705 Hartford Rd R-10 R-6
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what she was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC4-0026 1713158296 800 Coleman St R-20 R-10
General 

Comment
Wanting to know what rezoning meant. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC4-0027 1703961745 506 East Cabarrus St R-20 R-10
General 

Comment
Wanting to know what rezoning meant. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC4-0028 1713123308 1330 South State St. R-20 R-10
General 

Comment
Wanting to know what rezoning meant. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC4-0029 1704329322 709 Hinsdale SP R-30 R-10
General 

Comment

Wanted to get info about what might be going on around his home. He would 

like to see if we could  get the rezoning info mailed to him because he does 

not use a computer. He also stated that he thought he was grandfathered in 

and  would not have to worry about a big business being built behind him. 

Provided inquirer with additional details regarding existing and proposed 

zoning, including note of the 3-story height cap proposed for the NX 

properties to the south. Sent follow-up hardcopy materials by mail.

Five Points

CC4-0030 1703422666 211 Prospect Ave. CUD BUS CX-3-PL-CU
General 

Comment
Wanted the conditions sent to him. Sent them in an attachment via email. GEN-0061 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC4-0031 1713344597 918 Rock Quarry Rd CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU
General 

Comment

Wanted to know how he would be able to get 909 Rock Quarry Rd added to 

the same proposed zoning as his since they are right across the street 

because he wants to buy that too. He would like an email response.

Called and spoke to the client. Explained the proposed zoning and the 

property across the street. The property across the street is zoned R-10 so is 

already a UDO district. Rezoning this property would necessitate a separate 

rezoning petition. Being R-10, it is not part of the remapping process. 

South Central

CC4-0032 1702411693 301 Circle Ln IND-1 IX-3
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what he was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC4-0033 1704805719 400 N. Persons St R-10 R-10 
General 

Comment

Wanted to know every address that was being rezoned in Raleigh. Once he 

realized it wasn't just in his area he decided that he was going to go online for 

himself and look them up.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC4-0034 0784008299 5703 Waycross St R-10 R-10
General 

Comment

Wanted to know that since they are rezoning the area will any of the state 

streets become city streets? And if they are going to lay city of raleigh water 

and sewage down in the area because they use wells.

Called citizen and was hung up on immediately. West

CC4-0035 1737329344 6909 carlton dr R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Wanted to know if she was being rezoned advised her no but somone around 

you is. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC4-0036 0768240289 9005 shellwood court r-4 r-4
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what she was being rezoned to Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC4-0037 1704992905 521 Mills St R-4 R4
General 

Comment

Wanted to say that this proposal will destroy the historic value of the 

neighborhood
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC4-0038 0793286512 1400-1402 gorman st R-30 RX-3
General 

Comment

Wanted to know if he could still have his 30 dwelling once the rezone was 

approved. Checked with a planner and was advised to tell the caller that he 

could have his 30 dwellings as long as he did not go over 3 stories.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC4-0039 0777844144 8344 niayah way TD R-10
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what rezoning meant. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC4-0040 1714744903 1308 N kind charles rd R-6 R-10
General 

Comment
Wanted to know what we were rezoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East
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CC5-0001 0794109890 3900 Western Blvd NB NX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if the entire complex is proposed for rezoning. I looked 

up the address of the business beside her, which has the same proposed 

zoning. 

Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0002 1706556026 5121 Six Forks Road CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller asked me to check her other property and give her the new zoning 

code. I did and refered her to the website so that she can view it for herself.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC5-0003 1737521465 6409 Virgilia Court R-15 R-10
General 

Comment
Wanted to know the proposed zoning code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC5-0004 1737624222 6716 Virgilia Court R-15 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about her property. Wanted to know what Rezoning means. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC5-0005 1702183774 2225 Springhill Avenue R-10-CU R-10-CU
General 

Comment

Suggested that the verbage on the flyer should explain exactly what the 

proposed zoning for her address. Wanted me to explain rezoning. She was 

concerned that the City was trying to bring a major road near her house.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0006 1702137401 1316 Palace Garden Way IND-1 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0007 1734468692 1401 Carp Road R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Asked will she lose her home. I explained that no change is proposed for her 

address.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0008 1702476269 226 Parkland Road R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0009 1702146671 961 Palace Garden Way IND-1 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to be kept up to date of upcoming meetings and announcements. 

Advised her to subscribe on website. Would like to know more information 

concerning new zoning.

Informed inquirer that zoning standards in place under present PDD Master 

Plan would remain in place under UDO. 
Southwest

CC5-0010 1702749692 2926 Old Mill Stream Ct R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zoning. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC5-0011 1737329344 6909 Carlton Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zoning; does not have a computer. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC5-0012 1735325067 5236 Pinehall Wynd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Want to know the difference between an R-4 and R-6. What will be the 

ultimate impact to her neighborhood.

Explanation of differences in pre and post districts. Also inquiry of the status 

of intersection of New Hope and Buffaloe Roads-at present zoned 

residentially.

Northeast

CC5-0013 1712187364 855 Hadley Road R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Want to know the ultimate impact of her neighborhood. CC5-0012

Explanation of differences in pre and post districts. Also inquiry of the status 

of intersection of New Hope and Buffaloe Roads-at present zoned 

residentially.

South

CC5-0014 1728892044 2425 Brighthaven Drive R-4
PD w/ 

UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zoning. Will be going on website for 

further information.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0015 1718714216 8713 Colesbury Drive R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zoning and if anything was scheduled for 

his home in particular.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0016 1739165608 3116 Queensland Road CUD-TD R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned with the changes that have been occuring in the area. She stated 

when she first purchased the property it was zoned for residential usage only. 

There is now a YMCA and a mini ampitheater near her home. She wants a 

return call to explain step by step what is going to take place; what area in 

particular near her house and surrounding areas that will be rezoned. I 

refered her to the interactive viewer. She did not understand the website and 

felt that there is more the City has planned. I explained that the area is in the 

proposal stage; the City is not planning to take her home. 

Returned call and explained the concepts of zoning, land use, development 

etc.  
North

CC5-0017 1728794024 2305 Dunn Road R-4 PD
General 

Comment

Will Dunn Road be extended to Durant Road or will there be any extension at 

all to Dunn Road?

Informed inquirer that long-term plans are to connect existing dead-end in 

Falls River to Durant Road. 
North

CC5-0018 0794044194 4025 Beryl Rd. IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Does this zoning plan have anything to do with the NCDOT plan to make the 4 

lane highway a six lane highway (Road widening project)? Would like to know 

more information about the new zoning code. Has logged onto the website 

but wants more information.

Exchanged emails with caller. West
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CC5-0019 1729613462 1823 Barngate Way R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has signed a petition against Publix being built near his home was this in 

reference to Publix? No.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0020 1830278098 12343 Basketweave Dr CUD TD R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know what the future plans are for the area near his house. He 

believes more is being planned and would like to speak to a planner. I 

explained the purpose of the rezoning but he thinks more is going to happen.

Called inquirer and explained that we are proposing to zone a portion of his 

subdivision and ROW for NC 98 from TD CUD to a single family residential 

district (R-6) since TD does not exist in the UDO and to bring the area more in 

line with the existing land uses in the area.

North

CC5-0021 1735169745 3900 Southall Drive R-1 R-1

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Was unable to look up the information on the website; wanted to know the 

new proposed zone.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0022 1725046502 2925 Huntleigh Drive IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0023 1725041342 3100 Long Bow CM CM

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0024 1725047225 0 Huntleigh no code no code

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0025 1725046306  0 Huntleigh Drive no code no code

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0026 1725242456 3116 Capital Blvd IND-1 IX-3-PL
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Wanted to know proposed zone. May call back to complain. She wants to sell 

this property to a hotel, which will require more than 3 story restriction.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0027 1725244859 3104 Starmount Drive IND-1 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0028 1725246746 3108 Starmount Drive IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0029 1725049430 3033 Capital Blvd IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0030 1739125499 3208 Canoe Brook Pkwy R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Could not view the description of the proposed zoning;  I emailed him the 

website with the address in question's proposed zoning descrtiption.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0031 1706770730 5710 Six Forks Road O&I-1 OX-3 

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Complained website not working.

Called to follow up and explained that OX-3 is our most direct translation from 

O&I-1, with minimal changes in entitlements, and serves as a transition to the 

neighborhoods along Six Forks Road.

North

CC5-0032 1739090003
2701 Wakefield Pines 

Drive
CUD SC NX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This land is currently under contract. He is planning to build a senior living 

complex on this property and would like to know if the proposed zoning will 

interfere with his future cunstruction plans. Would like to know more 

information about the proposed zoning for this address. 

Had concerns about the current zoning allowing Senior Living vs. UDO 

proposed zoning of NX. I explained to him Congregate Care is a limited use in 

the NX zoning district.

North

CC5-0033 1725277142 3601 Capital Blvd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0034 1736062202 5529 SilverAsh Drive R-10-CU R-10-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Will this affect her property? Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0035 1736403593 5331 Glenmorgan Ln R-1 w/ PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wants to know why his neighborhood is turning into a PD and there are other 

neighborhoods around him staying a R-1?

Called and explained the situation that we are cleaning up the base districts 

and retaining the existing PD conditions. No change impacting his property as 

the remapping retains the PD Master Plan conditions. He was concerned 

about impacts to property tax, which should be unaffected. Also emailing him 

the Master plan document.

Northeast
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CC5-0036 1706705178 130 Dartmouth Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC5-0037 0768095264 2710 Godley Lane CUD TD CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0038 1739153487 3324 Queensland Road
CUD TP w/ 

UWPOD

R-6 w/ 

UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0039 1707394162 8031 Allyns Landing Way R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what property near her was being rezoned and why. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0040 1718619704 2011 Falls Valley Drive R-4 with PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Want to know if there are any future plans of additional usage. Can he change 

his sign now to meet the allowed sign modifications of PD Zone? They are 

currently 6ft and would like to go up 2ft?

Inquiry comes from the developer. Interested in possibilities post rezoning, as 

well as process. Response - depends upon request, limitations of existing 

Master Plan guidelines, and Planned Development standards. Offered direct 

number for follow up questions.

North

CC5-0041 1708405744 8402 Six Forks Road CUD O&I-1 OX-3-PL-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why her building is being proposed for rezoning and not 

the entire complex.

Responded via email on May 30. Included in the email a screen shot of the 

viewer, showing that there are several buildings/properties recommended for 

a change to OX-3-PL-CU, not just one building. Also attached the conditions 

established by Z-35-95.

North

CC5-0042 1727179018 2807 Gresham Lake Rd CUD IND-1 IX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to discuss the list of acceptable usage for proposed zone. Would 

like the ordinance references.

Replied via email on May 30th. Provided some general information on the IX 

zoning category and provided links to Chapter 6 of the UDO. Attached the 

conditions on the property and the adopting ordinance for the UDO.

North

CC5-0043 1707071522 907 Bridge Way R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0044 1707474629 109 Yorkchester Way R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0045 1714631365 2225 Sheffield Road R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC5-0046 1714581363 2400 Crabtree Blvd IND-1 CX-4-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Asked does he need to vacate the premises. I explained this is only a code 

change, no need to vacate.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC5-0047 0783033442 1204 Vick Charles Drive O&I-1 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new zone code and if there was a company moving in 

that is requesting this change or is this a City wide change. I answered a City 

wide change.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0048 1704062513 1304 Cameron View Ct CUD R-15 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the proposed code for his address and surrounding area of 

Wade Ave.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC5-0049 1713037637 702 Bragg Str R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called to find out what was being rezoned and the proposed code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC5-0050 0784707672 4617 Western Blvd O&I-1 OX-3
General 

Comment

Wanted to know proposed zone code. I gave that to him. He does not have a 

problem with the UDO, but would like for someone to come and speak to him 

along with a group of developers concerning the UDO and upcoming changes 

concerning zoning in Raleigh. The only problem that he has is that there is not 

a point of contact with the City of Raleigh. When he does business with the 

town of Cary there is only one person he deals with to get the information he 

needs.

Sent email to begin setting up a time to meet with the group. Doug handled 

this as I was out of town on the date of their meeting.
West

CC5-0051 0793463218 848 Lake Raleigh Road R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted the proposed zone code for his home and neighborhood. Neighbor 

had a card and he did not. 
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest
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CC5-0052 1713031046 744 McMakin Street R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The owner has plans to build a church on this property; can this be done 

under the proposed zone code?
Told her that religious land uses are permitted in RX. South Central

CC5-0053 1704105336 1415 Hillsborough Street O&I-1 OX-3-DE

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC5-0054 1704439045 510 Tilden Street R-30 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC5-0055 0794923743 312  Chamberlain R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC5-0056 1703223861 1244 Daladams St R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0057 1703239829
1333 Lake Wheeleer 

Road
R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0058 1713033834 1119 Holmes Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC5-0059 1713271859 210 Lincoln Court R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC5-0060 1703413440 1616 Green Street R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed zone.  Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0061 1732220625 3716 Barwell Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Received the post card about proposal to changes for address. She is 

concerned because she is not a part of Raleigh, nor would she like to be a part 

of Raleigh. Her address is considered Wake County. Wants to know if the City 

of Raleigh is planning to annex her property into the City limits.

Informed inquirer that R-4 zoning would remain in effect (per property's 

location within ETJ); no pending plans for annexation.
Southeast

CC5-0062 0783130595 1118 Jones Franklin O&I-1 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0063 1703498428 15 North West Street IND-2 DX-12-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC5-0064 1703591761 114 North West Street IND-2 DX-12-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC5-0065 1703591558 410 West Edenton Street IND-2 DX-12-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC5-0066 1714151294 615 Harding Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zoning code. Voiced opposition to changes for 

1301 Brookside Drive.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC5-0067 1714765241 1412 Marlborough Road R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC5-0068 0783956150 827 Merrie Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West
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CC5-0069 1713141344 1108 S. State St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC5-0070 1736363839 5800 Louisburg Rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Previously requested to be rezoned as R-1. Believes City approved the 

request. Why is it now an R-4?

Explained that Z-45-03 only incorporated one of the owners 3 parcels and that 

he had both R-1 and R-4 properties.  Further explained that there was no 

zoning issue with having lots bigger than the zoning district's requirements.

Northeast

CC5-0071 1713168493 508  Coleman R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10.

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

South Central

CC5-0072 1703831690 1211 S. Person R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

Central

CC5-0073 1703834983 1120 S. Bloodworth R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

Central

CC5-0074 1703858655 724 S. East Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

Central

CC5-0075 1703976024 417 Watson Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

South Central

CC5-0076 1713152781 722 S. State Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

South Central

CC5-0077 1713152054 828 S. State Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

South Central

CC5-0078 0794036145 3111 Woods Place R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

West

CC5-0079 1732541205 3209 Barwell Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC5-0080 1703925833 1418 Sawyer Rd R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

South Central

CC5-0081 1703926896 1416 Sawyer Rd R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

South Central

CC5-0082 1703923894 1405 Garner Rd R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

South Central

CC5-0083 1713391717 1503 E. Jones Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why the zone is changed from R-20 to R-10. CC5-0071

Spoke with and explained in detail the changes in zoning, particularly relating 

to R-20.  He said that his properties are not large enough for apartment 

buildings so R-10 zoning would be okay.

North Central

CC5-0084 1715423694 2631 Oldgate Drive CUD R-20 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0085 0794272497 920 Marilyn Dr R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about the rezoning near him on Ridge Road. Would like to know 

why the Ridge Road area will be able to have a height of 3 stories. Wonders if 

a developer is involved with the changes in the rezoning. I explained this 

change is translating existing entitlements. Concerned change may eventually 

affect his property taxes.

Citizen was very concerned about rezoning of the O&I-1  property adjacent. 

Described both pre and post, and the difference in standards. Reassured him 

that this was a city wide effort. He had specific recommendations/comments 

but not ready to provide. Offered Rezoning email as resource.

Glenwood
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CC5-0086 1714622516 720 Brighton Road R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC5-0087 1713936826 908 Friar Tuck Road R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC5-0088 1714232613 706 Glascock St R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC5-0089 1715934353 2817 Capital Blvd NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know why property is not going to be zoned as a CX-5-PL-CU like 

his neighbor. He is concerned because if someone wants to buy the old 

Holiday Inn and wants to buy his property as well it will affect him from selling 

because of the new zone code. Would like to be zoned as CX-5-PL-CU.

The three story height limit recommended for the property is the default 

recommendation for all properties that do not have existing structures more 

than 3 stories. The adjacent property at 2815 Capital Blvd is proposed to be 

rezoned to a 5 story limit because existing construction on the property is five 

stories. While 2817 Capital Blvd may be rezoned in the future to allow for 

greater height, that decision should be made as part of the public process of a 

privately initiated rezoning.

Atlantic 10

CC5-0090 1717049711 6900 Holly Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed changes in the neighborhood. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0091 0785555568 3308 Mill Run R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed changes in the neighborhood. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0092 0793366570 2606 Avent Ferry Rd R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed changes in the neighborhood. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0093 0798762018 10521 Charmford Way R-1 R-1

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed changes in the neighborhood. And are there any 

new restrictions to his address?
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0094 1703462102 607 West South NB NX-3-UL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know proposed changes in the neighborhood. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC5-0095 1703461141 609 West South Street NB NX-3-UL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Wanted to know proposed changes in the neighborhood. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC5-0096 1733222753 4801 Tanglewood oaks R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know proposed changes in the neighborhood. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC5-0097 0794337401 3415 Hillsborough Street NB NX-3-UL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to know if the rezoning was for a project on Hillsborough street; if so 

she is "for it", if not she "is not for it". I explained that the City is proposing to 

rezone more than Hillsborough Street. I am not confident that she understood 

it was more than just Hillsborough Street.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC5-0098 1704749796
Vicinity of 1165 N. Blount 

Street

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Referred to Staff

Took warm transfer of call and described zoning changes in vicinity of N. 

Blount and Cedar streets intersection. Caller adamant about not leaving name 

or phone number. CallerID indicated call placed from WTVD but in response to 

question said it was personal call and not a media inquiry.

Mordecai

CC5-0099 1713048433 1009 Gregg Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know why his area was being rezoned. I explained it is City wide, 

not just his address.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC5-0100 1714933466 1000 Chatham Ln R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Doesn't have a computer. Wanted to know the proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC5-0101 1714493080 2220 Capital Blvd IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know if self storage can operate on this property. I explained 

that it is intended to provide for light industrial and manufacturing uses while 

allowing for retail, service, and commercial activity.

Self-service storage is a limited use in IX-3. It is permitted as long as standards 

of Sec. 6.5.5 can be met.
East

Page 38 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

CC5-0102 1725495328 4020 Capital Blvd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0103 0796052535 5204 Rembert Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0104 1705775957 3819 Six Forks Rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC5-0105 1703765797 128 E. Cabarrus Street BUS w/ DOD DX-7-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Asked does this make her taxes go up. I explained that taxes are a county 

issue. The City is proposing new zoning codes.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC5-0106 1735408837 2021 Thornblade Dr R-10 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0107 0787131785 7021 Valerie Anne Drive O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0108 0779918683 5026 Red Cedar Rd
Out of 

Jurisdiction

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC5-0109 1713485821 105 Star St NB RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC5-0110 0798419506 2209 Lodestar Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the zoning changes for 8020 Creedmoor Road. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0111 0779602088 11701 Stannary R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what is being rezoned near her. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0112 1712097932 1909 Bates Street R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what is being rezoned near her. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC5-0113 0768157184 8925 Winged Thistle CUD TC R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to know if there are any future proposed changes to the golf 

course behind his house. Is there any possibility that someone could come 

and request that the golf course be rezoned. The golf course is the reason he 

purchased the home.

Explained that the rezoning would only better support his concerns and that 

legally anyone could request a rezoning on the property in the future but that 

isn't being affected by this action.

Northwest

CC5-0114 0778388479 8704 Erinsbrook Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what is being rezoned near him. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0115 0784626370 620 Gannett Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what is being rezoned near her. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0116 0795870928 3708 Dade Street R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wants to know why 3939 Glenwood Ave. is proposed to have a height up to 

12 stories. "This would ruin the look of the neighborhood".

Someone had already answered her question. Supplied phone number for 

parks maintenance (unrelated to mapping).
Glenwood

CC5-0117 1705014611 2700 Cartier Dr R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what is being rezoned near her. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC5-0118 1705012499 2708 Cartier Dr R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know what is being rezoned near her. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade
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CC5-0119 1713193658 1012 E. Jones R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the property proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC5-0120 1714930872 1105 Chatham Lane R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the property proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC5-0121 1703492349 618 Hillsborough BUS w/ DOD NX-7-UL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Wanted to know the property proposed zone code. ****Has no problem with 

the change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC5-0122 0778713249 8840 Camden Park CUD O&1-2 R-10-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the property proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0123 0758425783 3411 Page Road CUD TD IX-3-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Lives at 3411 Page Road, Morrisville. She received the postcard saying her 

property is proposed to be rezoned. She is concerned that her propoerty is 

attached to 10900 World Trade Blvd. She is not, nor would she like to be in 

the City limits. 

Called on 6/10 and left a detailed message that the post card does not 

indicate that her property is going to be forcibly annexed.  
Northwest

CC5-0124 1703860945 219 E. Cabarrus St RB DX-3-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Commented this area is currently permitted to be more than 3 stories tall 

based on the highest point on Fayetteville St; will this change?

Explained rationale for 3 story height limit (context, HOD), noted property 

owner's objection and preference for a 4+ story height limit. 
Central 5

CC5-0125 1702464381 129 Ileagnes Road NB CX-3
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Would love to have his property rezoned to Commercial Mixed use Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0126 0758812729 9207 Giralda Walk CUD TD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

She said she does not have a description of the zone displaying on her 

computer. She asked what did the different colors mean. Suggested that it 

would be easier if there was a color key to explain the different colors on the 

remapping website.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0127 0794520438 6 Rosemary Street RB OX-3
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Currently has an electrical contracting business that he was told would be 

grandfather in as an (i2). Please confirm that he will be able to continue to 

operate his business in the proposed zone code.

Emailed to confirm that his use is an existing nonconformity and how the UDO 

addresses them. 
Wade

CC5-0128 0786854932 6001 Glenwood Ave SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted assistance with website. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0129 0786559230 5519 Sharpe Dr. R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted assistance with website. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0130 0786557222 5606 Darrow Dr R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted assistance with website. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0131 0786559222 5521 Sharp Dr R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted assistance with website. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0132 1704444429
741 Bishops Park Drive 

#302
O&I-1 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Will my taxes be effected by new zoning code? I explained that is a Wake 

County issue. They are reevaluating property values.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC5-0133 1726427978 4500 Capital Blvd SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0134 1726436986 4600 Capital Blvd SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC5-0135 1729632702 2213 Summer Elms Ct R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0136 1705022013 2813 Market Bridge O&I-1 RX-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know the new proposed zone code. She asked if there was a 

zoning meeting tomorrow (6/14/2014). I asked staff and then answered no.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade
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CC5-0137 0783593816 703 Powell Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Want to know proposed zone changes near her home. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0138 1723923014 1304 Eva Mae R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Needed assistance using the Interactive Viewer. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC5-0139 1726021235 4717 Matt Drive R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what is proposed to be rezoned near her address. I 

explained that Parkville Dr., Presley Ct. is proposed to change. She is 

concerned that her property taxes are going to rise. I explained that the City is 

only proposing to change the zoning codes; Wake County handles taxes. She 

was also concerned about Green Road park. I explained that there will be no 

change to the park. She does not have a computer nor internet. She would 

like for a planner to call her so that she can express her disagreement 

concerning the proposed zone codes.

Talked to customer and clarified her questions. Atlantic

CC5-0140 0768789040 7828 Spungold Street CUD TD R-10-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know more about UDO. Wanted to know what her property and 

property near proposed changes.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0141 0768089551 9248 Palm Bay Circle CUD TD R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Needed Conditional use defined. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0142 1702253844 814 Ileagnes Rd R-6-CU R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the proposed and current zoning codes for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0143 1702253719 818 Ileagnes Rd R-6-CU R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the proposed and current zoning codes for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0144 1702252509 822 Ileagnes Rd R-6-CU R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the proposed and current zoning codes for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0145 1702261085 806 Ileagnes Rd R-6-CU R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the proposed and current zoning codes for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0146 1702253980 810 Ileagnes Rd R-6-CU R-6-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the proposed and current zoning codes for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0147 1702263362 802 Ileagnes Rd R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the proposed and current zoning codes for this property. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0148 0758889432 9404 Centerwood R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested to know the property near him that is being proposed to change. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0149 1702466454 2743 Renfrow Road NB CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requesting a return call to get more in depth information concerning what 

her lots can be used for (CX-3). She is interested in changing lot into a parking 

lot.

Left detailed message with return number should she have further questions. 

Described in detail CX, and the possibility of a commercial parking lot on the 

property. It is an allowable use with the proper permits. Referenced 6.1.4, 

6.4.7 b, and 6.4.7 c .

Southwest

CC5-0150 1702359838 2714 S. Saunders R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Is this lot proposed for change? Answer: No. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0151 1702466454 114 Ileagnes Road NB CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0152 1702466454 116 Ileagnes Road NB CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

Page 41 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

CC5-0153 1702464359 131 Ileagnes Road NB CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0154 1702450868 2712 South Saunders NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0155 1702451717 2716 South Saunders NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0156 1702450773 502 Fenwick Drive CUD NB CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0157 1717045389 820 Van Thomas R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the location of the property near him that is being proposed to 

change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC5-0158 0792698355 2317 Lawrence Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the location of the property near him that is being proposed to 

change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0159 0787639117 6713 Glandower Road R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the location of the property near him that is being proposed to 

change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0160 1715427335 801 Moratuck O&I-2 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the location of the property near him that is being proposed to 

change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC5-0161 0787707007 4205 Sunscape Lane R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the location of the property near him that is being proposed to 

change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0162 1704888052 517 Pershing Road IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC5-0163 1704887065 513 Pershing IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points

CC5-0164 0796532881 4820 Crestmore Rd R-10-CU R-10-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested the location of the property near him that is being proposed to 

change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0165 0793378387
3513-302 Ivy Commons 

Dr
R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0166 1712025389 3309 Garner Road R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to use 3309 1/2 as an art gallery. Need more information on what 

he can and can not do on the property.

Called and left a message noting that the R-10 zoning would only allow an art 

gallery as part of a live-work development and would require a special use 

permit from the BOA.  I left my contact information for him to call back if he 

was interested in finding out more about that process and the restrictions 

associated therewith.  

South

CC5-0167 0793295157 3710 Greenleaf St
R-10 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Works for a management company that manages over 1,000 properties. 

Wants to check the proposed zone code for the properties. He went online to 

the viewer and received an "under construction coming soon network 

solutions" message. Internet issues on his end. He will shut down & try again 

later.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0168 0793188405 1402 Stovall Drive CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0169 1702689947
2201 South Wilmington 

St
IND-2 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know will the current zoning be grandfathered in. Customer asked 

to be transferred to my supervisor to ask more questions. Call transferred to 

staff.

Broker for tenants; advised that tenants' current use would not be affected by 

change to IX.
Southwest
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CC5-0170 1705487279 408 May Court R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC5-0171 1705974372 4021 Barrett Drive O&I-1 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC5-0172 1702412445 328 Tryon Road IND-1 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC5-0173 0796379957 2215 West Millbrook CUD o&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0174 0777860846 8514 Bright Loop CUD TD RX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0175 0784100886 5669 Western Blvd NB NX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC5-0176 0787245225 4060 Barton Park Place O&I-1 RX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requested new proposed zone code. She is under contract to purchase this 

property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC5-0177 0758990749
2511 T.W.Alexander 

Drive
CUD TD R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Ms. Rogers would like to request that no changes be made to the zoning 

code. She currently has the property listed for sale and she believes the 

property is more suited for commercial rather than residential.  There is no 

question but would like for someone to call her about keeping the current 

zoning code.

GEN-0392

Spoke to inquirer and let her know keeping the existing zoning (TD) would not 

be an option. Explained rationale for proposed zoning (R-10). She would like 

to have the property zoned commercially as the current zoning would allow. I 

told her I would bring her request forward to the Review Team for 

consideration. Review team recommends NX-3-PK as consistent with nearby 

recommendations. UPDATE - left message to discuss the proposed change.

Northwest 14

CC5-0178 1729901392 11224 Lofty Heights Place

R-4 w/ 

UWPOD and 

PDD

PD w/ 

UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know will property taxes go up, and that nothing will change 

concerning the property current useage
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0001 0678752466
5456 brushy meadows 

Fuquay Varina

General 

Comment

Neighbor received post card; called to inquire why she was the only person to 

receive a post card. Informed her the post card was to inform of possible 

zoning change of properties located in Raleigh. Suggested her neighbor may 

own a property in Raleigh.

Response provided by Call Center Staff.

CC6-0002 1703193400 211 Ashe Ave O&I-2 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Now that postcard notice was received and property subject to change 

identified, wanted to know what was the next step.  Informed caller if they 

had challenges with the zone change share them with us to see if there could 

be a resolution.

CC1-0004 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough

CC6-0003 0792068257 3405 Tryon Rd R-1 R-1

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller stated she did not have a computer and wanted to know if there would 

be any zoning changes in her area.  Informed caller her address would not be 

changing.  

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC6-0004 1734485115 5112 Dornoch Dr. R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller saw on website the golf course beside her house was changing from R-

10 to PD. Was concerned if that meant the golf course would be removed. 

Shared with caller the PD zone change will not change the land use, and the 

golf course would not be in jeopardy due to the change.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC6-0005 1702567747 2724 Knowles R10 R10
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller would like somone to address her concern about re-zoning creating 

thru traffic from Wilminton Street to Hammond Road. On one side of her the 

area is changing from NB to CX-3, and the other side it is changing from IND-1 

to IX-3

Emailed a response asking her to contact me to discuss in detail. Spoke with 

her on the phone as a follow up.
Southwest

CC6-0006 1733238498 5205 Tanglewood Ln R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer received a post card, called to inquire why.  I shared with caller the 

postcard was a notification of proposed rezoning; and her property would not 

be effected by the rezoning.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC6-0007 1736570060 0 Granite Ridge Trail R-6 : R-4 R-6 : R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Caller called to confirm she understood information she read on website 

regarding the property her family holds in a Trust.  I confirmed  her property 

has a split zoning, and  the remapping will not change their property zoning.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast
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CC6-0008 1706472152 408 Snelling Rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received post card wanted to know if his property would be changed by 

remapping. Informed caller his property would not be changed.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0009 1728697252 10505 Cokesbury R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller having challenges using her tablet device. Can not access the "learn 

more" only gets a grey screen. Also getting a grey screen when she attempts 

to access the UDO ordinance screen.  Would like more explanation of PD 

Zoning.  She was able to access the maps and the rezoning appears to be 

causing some splits to property. Not clear with some of the "planning jargon" 

on website. Caller stated she lives in area where the new Publix is proposed. 

Concerned whether new zoning will pave way for approval. Caller also 

hesitant about sharing email address.  Requested my notes state she would 

not like email address shared with anyone. Would only like to be contacted by 

City Planning staff member in regards to her property remapping.

Spoke with caller about why the UDO ordinance wasn't showing up...seemed 

to be related to an older iOS version. Spoke about PD zoning, explaining that 

the PD was simply a change from the PDD Overlay District becoming the base 

zoning district, and that the controls of the Falls River master plan remain in 

place. Concerns were expressed that the PD didn't seem to follow the 

boundaries of the actual development. I explained that the PD didn't 

necessarily apply to the entire development because the original developers 

may have been able to accomplish some of what they wanted under the 

existing zoning at the time. Emailed copy of Falls River master plan.

North

CC6-0010 1726319409 4418 Lake Ridge Dr R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received post card wanted to know if his property would be changed by 

remapping. Informed caller her property would not be changed.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC6-0011 1706793419 100 Killington Dr R-4 R-4
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned with the the zoning change for lot across Six Forks Rd. Would like 

to speak with someone regarding proposed height limits.

She has concerns about the OX Distict allowing gas stations.  I recommended 

she should make a case the property be mapped OP due to current use is 

entire offices.

North

CC6-0012 1729714572 2110 Piney Brook cud R15 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received post card and wanted to know what that meant for her 

property. Informed her property is proposed for a zone change from CUD R-

15 to RX-3-CU. Wanted to know if that meant she had to lose her home. 

Informed caller the zoning change only refers to the land use.

Spoke with property owner. Reassured her that she would not be required to 

redevelop, and explained difference in pre and post zoning. All ok.
North

CC6-0013 1738229238 8871 Thornton town PL CUD  SC RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if her zone was changed. Told yes it was and shared 

the change with caller.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC6-0014 1728260001 11006 Louson PL CUD R-15 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if her zone was changed; explained the change to 

caller.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0015 1737388516 8204 Haines Creek LN CUD TD R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if his zone was changed. Told yes it was and shared the 

change with caller.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Forestville

CC6-0016 1716937011 4668 Grinding Stone Dr. R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had questions about zoning change in her area. Wanted to know if that 

would mean more apartments. I stated her property was not changing but 

the property adjacent to her was changing to neighborhood mixed use, with 

height up to 3 stories. It could possibly mean more apartments with that 

zoning.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC6-0017 1701592246 3948 Durham Dr O&I-1 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller does not understand why her property is not zoned Residential. Would 

like someone to call regarding her current zoning; she thought she was in a 

residential zone, and how she can be zoned residential.

Called and talked to on 5/27. Concerned that she be allowed to continue her 

use of her home (or her children) or sale of her home for single family use. I 

confirmed that these would all be allowed.

Southwest

CC6-0018 1716897886 6215 Litchford Road CUD O&I-1 OX-3_PL-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know which of her properties would experience a zone 

change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0019 1727063989 2600 Gresham Lake Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if remapping would change zone for property. Informed 

caller it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0020 1717494738 7913 Haymarket Ln R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if remapping would change zone for property. Informed 

caller it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0021 1728264898 1311 Durlain Drive CUD R-15 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if remapping would change zone for property. Informed 

caller it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0022 1704266557 1621 St Marys R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if remapping would change zone for property. Informed 

caller it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough
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CC6-0023 1728323166 8809 Bluff Pointe CT R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if remapping would change zone for property. Informed 

caller it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0024 1723356160 645 Sunnybrook Rd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to speak with a staff member regarding his current use of land 

and how to change it to other uses
Called and left messages. Southeast

CC6-0025 1717476681 7500 Haymarket Ln R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if remapping would change zone for property. Informed 

caller it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0026 1717942277 7019 Litchford Rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wanted to know if remapping would change zone for property. Informed 

caller it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0027 1715477268 3528 Apache Drive R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller received post card and wanted to know what property near her was 

being rezoned and what the new zone would be. I shared her zone would be 

remaining the same. The area across from her is proposed to change from IND-

1, Industrial, to IX-3, Industrial Mixed use.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC6-0028 1733477148 320 Gilman Lane R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know how the remapping would affect her property. 

Informed caller she would not experience any change with her property since 

her zone was R-4 w/PDD and changing to PD.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC6-0029 1716339695 1208 Country Ridge Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what the remapping was and how it would affect her 

property. Read remapping info to caller from FAQ. Shared with caller her 

property zone would not change but several plots in her area would 

experience change and shared them with her.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC6-0030 1716530488 4910 Memory road O&I-1 OX-3PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had 3 properties; was not able to populate two of them during phone 

call to see proposed remapping. Would like a planner to call and share 

changes. Was able to identify them after phone call. [identifiable in iMAPS but 

does not register in interactive viewer -- DB]

Outlined proposed mapping changes to inquirer. Atlantic

CC6-0031 1719878858 1925 Pendelton Dr
General 

Comment

Caller had 3 properties; was not able to populate two of them during phone 

call to see proposed remapping. Would like a planner to call and share 

changes. Was able to identify them after phone call. [OUTSIDE JURISDICTION -- 

DB]

Inquirer noted she also owns 3109 Mayflower Drive; outlined remapping 

proposed for adjacent properties there.

CC6-0032 1716530481 4906 Memory road O&I-1 OX-3PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had 3 properties; was not able to populate two of them during phone 

call to see proposed remapping. Would like a planner to call and share 

changes. Was able to identify them after phone call.

CC6-0030 Outlined proposed mapping changes to inquirer. Atlantic

CC6-0033 1739006511 2933 Settle in LN R-4 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if the new Publix was the cause of the remapping. I 

shared the FAQ information on What is remapping and why the city is doing 

the remapping.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0034 1714393386 1859 Capital Blvd IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like zoning staff member to call him regarding changing current 

use of property. Would like to know if plans for use met new zoning.

Spoke with property owner on Monday; he will call later to set up 

appointment to discuss the development potential of this land as he might 

sell it.  He was not particularly interested in the UDO change.  Spoke with 

another family member/property owner on Tuesday; he said that they want 

commercial rather than industrial zoning.

East 32

CC6-0035 1703858761 722 S East Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called to see if her property zone would be changing due to the remapping 

and whether she needed to do anything.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Central

CC6-0036 1713395285 5 Maple Street R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Called to see if property would be changing due to remapping. Told caller 

zone would not be changing.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North Central

CC6-0037 0794624441 2812 Hillsborough St NB NX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what the remapping would do to her use of the 

property. Informed caller she would have more flexibilty with how she could 

use the property.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC6-0038 0794374997 3442 Bradley R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what area near him was having zoning change. 

Informed caller shopping center near his home is proposed for remapping.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC6-0039 1704997020 1805 Ridley St R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted know what area would be changing due to remapping. 

Informed caller the shopping center across from her is proposed for rezoning.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Five Points
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CC6-0040 1714151765 1509 Brookside drive IND-2 NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what new zone would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC6-0041 1714150810 1500 Wake forest Rd CUD NB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer could not navigate website. Unable to walk customer through. 

Would like a call to assist accessing website to view remapping.

Called and explained that the server was down this morning. Client will try to 

access the information and call back if there are further questions.
Mordecai

CC6-0042 1714059993 1506 Wake Forest NB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what new zone would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC6-0043 1714153617 1511 Brookside Dr IND-2 NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what new zone would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Mordecai

CC6-0044 0798457629 8708 Stage Ford Road

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Unable to populate address on the UDO Zoning Remapping page. Caller would 

like to know what the current zone is and the proposed.

Called and left message informing that the subject property is located outside 

of city's ETJ limits and the proposed remapping will not impact it. The 

property will continue with its Wake County zoning.

CC6-0045 1705858956 3372 Six forks Road O&I-3 OX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what new zone would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Midtown

CC6-0046 1712643455 2720 Big Oak St R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what new zone would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC6-0047 1712646574 2800 Dillmark CT R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what new zone would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC6-0048 1703747220 1105 S Blount St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

In 2007 the property was zoned "zero lot boundary" and caller was unable to 

build on the property. Will remapping allow him to build on the property?

Emailed that property had not been rezoned in 2007 and that a house can be 

built on the lot if it meets the setback requirements. The lot is very narrow so 

without a sideyard variance the house could only be 12 feet wide.

Central

CC6-0049 1713151811 715 Church st R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Customer wanted to know what new zone would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC6-0050 1703924322 1433 Garner Rd R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Are there any grants available for long term residents with special financial 

needs to upgrade property?
Sent inquirer link to CD's housing rehabilitation program. South Central

CC6-0051 0792470537 2420 Laurel Falls Lane R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if his zone was changing. Told him no it was not. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC6-0052 0793581267 2328 Champion Ct O&I-1 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if his zone was changing. Shared new proposed 

remapping for his areaa
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southwest

CC6-0053 1717068089 7104 Falls of Nuese Rd R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know whether the remapping would change his property 

zoning. Told him no it would not. I shared the area near him that would be 

experiencing a change.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0054 1716703724 2100 Harrod IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what the changes to the zoning would mean to current 

use. Informed caller there would be no change unless they wished to change 

what they were currently using the property for. If they decided to change 

must abide by new zoning requirements.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC6-0055 1713252141 708 cumberland R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if property zoning would change due to remapping. 

Informed no it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC6-0056 1723232680 904 cooper Rd R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Caller wanted to know if property zoning would change due to remapping.  

Informed no it would not.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Southeast

CC6-0057 1704166046 1322 Williamson Dr R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what area near him was having zoning change. 

Informed caller area across from her would be changing from Office and 

institutional to Office mixed use.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Hillsborough
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CC6-0058 1726922733 4800 Kyle Dr R-1 R-1

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what area near him was having zoning change. Shared 

changes in area.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC6-0059 0774912321 6007 Hillsborough St SC NX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what changes rezoning would do to her property. 

Informed caller of zone change from SC to NX-3-GR.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC6-0060 0784433014 5308 Hillsborough St IND-1 NX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what changes rezoning would do to her property. 

Informed caller of zone change from IND-1 to NX-3-PL
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC6-0061 0784432338 5304 Dorcus St R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if the remapping would change her zone. Informed 

caller she is R-6 and would not change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC6-0062 0795354633 1521 Village Glenn Dr. R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if the remapping would change her zone. Informed 

caller she is R-10 and would not change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0063 1704250910 1317 Williamson Drive R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

What would the development be for R-10? Caller is looking at 1809 Arlington 

and is wondering what type of residential structures would qualify under R-

10.

Left Message.  Never returned call. Hillsborough

CC6-0064 1735316410 2101 Shadow Creek dr R-10 PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller would like more explanation regarding zone codes; specifically CX-3.

Explained to her OX and CX zoning. I also explained to her that the entire 

construction of South Hall Road would be completed once a development 

plan is submitted on the property that currently has two ends of South Hall 

stubbing into the property.

Northeast

CC6-0065 0793378387 3522 Ivy Commons drive R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know whether the remapping would change his property 

zoning. Told him it was changing from R-20 to RX-3.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC6-0066 1707999148 700 Exposition place CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what she needed to do in regards to the zoning 

change. Informed caller there was nothing she needs to do; City of Raleigh 

sending notifications out as a courtesy for feedback.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0067 1716637026 4812 Old Wake Forest Rd CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller was property owners real estate agent calling on owners behalf to find 

out what new zoning would be.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC6-0068 1715749079 3137 Ward Rd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what area around his property was being rezoned. Response provided by Call Center Staff. Atlantic

CC6-0069 1712189167 2300 Dandridge Dr R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller wanted to know if the remapping would change her zoning. Informed 

caller her property would not be changed.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. South

CC6-0070 0783792872 1271 Schaub Dr

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller wanted to know his new zonning Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC6-0071 1718727970 8913 Woodstone Dr R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller wanted to know if her zoning would change due to remapping.  I 

nformed caller no changes to her property.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0072 0797421765 2443 Lynn Rd CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller unable to navigate website wanted to know what her new zone would 

be, informed her it would be OX-3-CU
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0073 0758969035 10717 Golf Link Drive CUD TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller wanted to know what her new zone would be.  Informed her the new 

zone will be R-4
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0074 0758860215 11317 Ridgegate Drive CUD TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller wanted to know what her new zone would be.  Informed her the new 

zone will be R-4
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest
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CC6-0075 0798337421 8260 Hempshire PL R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller wanted to know what was being rezoned in her area, informed caller  

the shopping center behind her.
CC1-0161 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0076 0796468218 5306 Creedmoor rd R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller called back to confirm what area would by changed near her. Informed 

her it was intersection of Creedmoor Rd and Sherborne.
CC2-0096 Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0077 0768240917
8909 Winged Thistle 

Courty
CUD TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

caller wanted to know if city of Raleigh would be building in her 

neighborhood. Informed caller no, remapping was designed to rezone the use 

for properties.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0078 1713158704 619 Quarry St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted know how the remapping would     change her zoning.  

Informed caller her property would be changing from R-20 to R-10 .
Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC6-0079 1705019511 2815 Oberlin Rd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller did not have a computer and requested written material regarding 

remapping and her property area proposed rezoning.
Mailed info 6/13/14. Wade

CC6-0080 0794923995 406 Chamberlain St R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller did not have a computer and requested written material regarding 

remapping,  and a map of  her property area proposed rezoning.  and 

description of changes. Would like material mailed to mailing address 6013 

Canadero Drive Raleigh, NC 27612

Mailed info 6/13/14. Wade

CC6-0081 0777617217 6013 Canadero dr R-2 R-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know if proper zoning would be changed informed customer 

no change due to remapping. Property would remain an R-2
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0082 1713165401 809 Lenoir St R-20 R-10
Comment about 

Proposed Height

caller wanted to know what was the purpose of the post card.  Informed 

caller City of Raliegh has proposed rezoning and the post card was a courtsey 

to share the proposed rezoning for her property.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. South Central

CC6-0083 0777685861 8318 Pilots View Drive CUD NB RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted know What her new zoning would be Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0084 0795935333 100 Edenbeurg Rd R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller inquired about what area near her property would be re-zoned.  Shared 

with her the change would be on Glen Eden and Glenwood Chnaging from R-

20 to RX-3

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC6-0085 0777457730 8039 Sunset Branch CT TD RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what her new zone would be.  Informed her the new 

zone will be RX-3
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0086 0787120358 8000 Winchester TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what his property new zoning was.  Informed him he 

was changing from TD to IX-3-PK
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0087 0795603770 3026 Devonshire R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller unable to understand the map on website explained zoning for each of 

his properties.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC6-0088 0793367974 2522 Avent Ferry Rd R-30 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller unable to understand the map on website explained zoning for each of 

his properties.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC6-0089 0793367974 2512 Avent Ferry Rd R-30 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller unable to understand the map on website explained zoning for each of 

his properties.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. West

CC6-0090 1714731978 2335 Kennington Rd R-10 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what the new Zoning for her property would be. Response provided by Call Center Staff. East

CC6-0091 0774865635
1100 corporate Center 

Drive
TD OP-4-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller represents owner of property. Has questions regarding current land use 

and proposed rezoning. Owner has plans for residential use of property. 

Wanted to make sure current zoning and proposed zoning did not conflict 

with with plans of future lot purchases.

Needs review by team; let caller know that and will be back in touch next 

week. Team agrees OX-4-PK; emailed to update (6/19/14). Received follow up 

request that zoning proposal be amended to CX as more consistent with TD; 

Review team acknowledged argument and recommends CX- for entire block 

(7/10/2014)

West 15

Page 48 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

CC6-0092 0758825348 10108 Falls Meadow Cort CUD TD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what her proposed zoning would be. Shared with caller 

she would be changing from a CUD TD w/PDD to a PD but it would not affect 

her land use.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0093 0795695218 3921 Arrow Drive O&I-2 OP-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what his proposed zoning would be. Informed caller of 

proposed change from O&I-2 to OP-4.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Glenwood

CC6-0094 1707423296 6529 Hearthstone Dr R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what her new zoning would be. Informed caller her 

property would not be rezoned.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. North

CC6-0095 0758831786 11741 Delicain Court CUD TD R-4-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had trouble understanding website information. Wanted to know what 

her new zoning would be. Informed caller her new zoning would be R-4-CU 

and read what the use would be.

Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northwest

CC6-0096 1724461385 3700 Bastion Llane IND-1 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller wanted to know what proposed new zoning would be.  Informed caller 

zoning was changing from IND-1 to IX-3-PL and read description.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Northeast

CC6-0097 1704080266 2330 Churchill Rd IND-1 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller has several properties wanted to know how she could find out 

proposed zoning for each. Shared website with caller.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

CC6-0098 1704056661 1033 Oberlin CUD O&I-1 OX-3-GR-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller had questions after viewing map online. Gave explanation of zone 

codes for his proposed change.
Response provided by Call Center Staff. Wade

GEN-0001 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC w/ 

UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Two of the lots are currently BC CUD and are currently limited to two stories.  

The proposed remapping is for three stories.  I am sending this email to 

formally note my objection to remapping these properties to three stories.

Informed inquirer of BC setback/ height regs, with added note that conditions 

currently in effect on parcels (per Z-55-94) do not address height.
North

GEN-0002 0796305907
4600 Crabtree Valley 

Avenue
CUD SC CX-12-UL-CU

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The UL frontage prohibits parking between the street and the building, but 

one of our conditions of our current zoning allows for a maximum of two rows 

of parking between the building and the street.  Will the existing conditions 

supersede the new zoning designation so we may have a minimal amount of 

parking between the street and the building if it works for our site planning?  

This property is only 2.7acres.  I assume it may be used for all retail uses and 

does not need to include any office or residential.  The parcel referenced 

above was part of a larger property that was rezoned together and the 

remainder of the property will have residential uses on it.

There is a conflict between the requirements of Urban Limited (UL) frontage 

and the conditions on the property. In light of the conflict, it is appropriate to 

change the recommendation for rezoning from CX-12-UL-CU to CX-12-CU. 

After additional review we are comfortable supporting CX-5-CU, as requested 

by owner (5/30/14)

Northwest 29

GEN-0003
General 

Comment

I would like to know if and when comments will be accepted for new building 

height restrictions, set- backs etc? Has the city been seeking comments on 

these restrictions already? Are they set in stone? Who exactly was involved in 

these new building parameters and why wasn’t public comment actively 

sought?  Who were the people who made the decisions on the housing 

restrictions including the restriction that no mother-in law suite can be added 

to a new home? That one really baffles the mind considering society today.  

Please tell me where I can make comments. *** Follow-up email: Thanks for 

the reply. Areas such as Churchill drive etc are not allowed mother in law 

suites. This is a poor policy in that people are aging and need care especially 

when nursing or assisted care is so expensive. I can believe that this day and 

age our city planners and leaders would have approved such a poor policy! 

Ridiculous

Described review and adoption process, included CC transmittal memo that 

outlined public engagement efforts, answered question on "mother-in-law" 

suite. 

Follow-up response: "You may wish to contact your City Council members and 

let them know of your views. The recommendation for accessory dwelling 

units was removed from the draft UDO during the City Council review phase."

GEN-0004 0787338046 3801 DOIE COPE RD
General 

Comment

Map has incorrectly labeled the WCPSS school Hilburn Academy (previously 

called Hilburn Drive Elementary) as being on the west side of Hilburn Drive.

The base map shown in the background is a world-wide map maintained by 

ESRI, a major mapping software company (similar to the map used by Google 

Maps, Bing Maps, etc). As such, we do not maintain that data.  We are using it 

as the base map for this purpose as it allows better visibility of the colors of 

the zoning map than the base map we use in our own system called iMaps, 

which is shown at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/.

Northwest
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GEN-0005 R-10 PD
General 

Comment

I checked the UDO website, under the Common District Exchanges pull-down 

menu section, but I did not find the Zoning Comparisons pdf for my property. 

The parcel in my neighbor hood are being rezoned for R-10 to PD (Planned 

Development).  What will this rezoning entail? What can or can not be 

constructed in the neighborhood. A pdf like the others in the Common District 

Exchanges  section of the UDO website would be very helpful.

There is essentially no change to your neighborhood’s zoning.  Hedingham is 

already part of a Planned Development District (PDD).  Under our current 

code, PDD’s also have underlying zoning (yours is R-10).  Under the new 

Unified Development District, the requirement for an underlying zoning 

district had been eliminated thus your notification.  Under the UDO, we are 

changing Planned Development District (PDD) to Planned Development PD) 

which is really mainly a name change.  Please let me know if you have any 

additional questions.

GEN-0006 1704954894 1334 Courtland Dr R-10 R-10
General 

Comment
Why is this land considered R10 instead of R6?

Noted to inquirer UDO zoning is the same as existing.  Inquirer followed up 

with request as when R-6 was adopted for nearby properties; sent inquirer 

excerpts from archival maps.

Mordecai

GEN-0007 0792285754 1941 Deep Forest Trail

R-10 w/ 

SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

R-10 w/ 

SHOD-1

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

the proposed map removes the SRPOD designation and I am wondering why? 

It would seem this is important to have in effect but perhaps there is a reason 

it would not show on the zoning map.

Viewer was not properly displaying overlay districts on parcels with more than 

one overlay; viewer has been updated to properly display overlay districts
Southwest

GEN-0008 1735415770
2336 Persimmon Ridge 

Dr

R-10 with 

PDD
PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

...I see no impact to my sensibilities or property value as a result of 

this...given my limited understanding of this rezoning effort, at 1st glance it 

appears to be an attempt to adapt to a more effective use of the rezoned 

property by incorporating more modern architectural standards and concerns 

regarding land use, affordability, energy efficiency, density and aesthetics. If 

that is correct then I have no concerns regarding this change and I support the 

intent...

Under the Unified Development Ordinance, the Planned Development District 

(PD) replaces the Planned Development Overlay District (PDD) in the existing 

code. This is a name change only. The master plan that governs zoning under 

the PDD overlay will become the zoning governance of the PD district upon 

adoption of the new zoning map.

Northeast

GEN-0009

I was wondering if the City staff has prepared a chart or some other similar 

document which shows the differences in uses and development standards 

between zoning districts in the former zoning code and the UDO.  

Directed him to the website

GEN-0010 1737379976 5612 Keowee Way CUD TD R-6
General 

Comment

I want to know how the new zoning will affect us. I took a quick look but saw 

the designations but don't really understand the old zoning so can't make a 

good comparison. Is the new zoning more restrictive allowing less apartments 

business and things of that nature ?  ( I hope so ) Please explain - I believe we 

are now (R-6) where as before we were (TD) from what I saw - please verify.

Emailed citizen about proposed rezoning. His current zoning is TD CUD with 

the proposed zoning going to R-6. Property is currently single family 

residential within a large subdivision. Advised that this proposed change was 

to bring the properties into a more consistent zoning district to match current 

development. 

Forestville

GEN-0011 1719001616 10705 Cahill Rd
Outside 

Jurisdiction

Outside 

Jurisdiction

General 

Comment

I would like to know if the rezoning affects my home and what areas around 

me are affected your web site is very confusing and not informing.

Thanks for taking the time to contact us with your concerns. As your home is 

outside of Raleigh’s jurisdiction, this process will have no impact on that 

property or those surrounding you. If you own additional property that is 

within Raleigh’s jurisdiction, you may have received notice related to that.  

Please let us know if you have any other questions.

GEN-0012 1729318690 1608 Golden Sun Dr
R-4 w/PDD & 

UWPOD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

Surprisingly, I received one of your postcards in the mail about my residence 

being rezoned,  though I cannot imagine what else it would be besides 

residential. I went on the website and nothing works. I assume this means 

you are still developing the website?

The only property we found in your name is within the Falls River 

development. If this is the property you are concerned with, hopefully we can 

address that for you. As that portion of Falls River was developed under a 

comprehensive master plan, it is currently zoned Residential with a Planned 

Development overlay district (reflective of the master plan). Our new 

development code changes the Planned Development overlay district to a 

base district, so you received notice because of this change. Any future 

development would still be beholden to the original master plan. If you are 

looking for information about a different property, please just let us know the 

address and we’ll be happy to help. Sorry you had trouble with our website. 

We have not noticed it being down for any period since we went live on 

Monday, May 19th, but glitches do occur. Please do try again and let us know 

if you have any further difficulties or questions.

North
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GEN-0013 1729602369 10801 Peppermill Drive

Residential-4 

(R-4) with 

UWPOD and 

PDD

Planned 

Developmen

t (PD) with 

UWPOD

General 

Comment

What does this jargon mean for the average citizen?  We need a clear 

understanding of how and why you are changing the zoning.  As an average 

home owner this type of communication is confusing.  What are the 

negatives?  That is the only thing we need to know as property owners and 

tax payers. In the future please consider a different format for your 

“postcard” communication.  We nearly trashed it because it looks like junk 

mail.

Thank you for taking the time to respond. I am sorry that you found the 

postcard notice confusing. With more than 45,000 properties to notify about 

this process, we have tried to be good stewards of taxpayer dollars. The 

postcard notice was determined to be the best way to approach the 

challenge. We know there will be questions and that is why we mobilized a 

telephone hotline and numerous staff to respond to everyone that received a 

postcard who wants more information. 

And we find that it is working very well. If you can share your property 

address with me, I will be glad to provide specific information about whether 

your property, or one within 100' of property you own, is proposed for 

rezoning. I can further advise you on the implications. If you own multiple 

properties in Raleigh, let me know all the addresses and I’ll cover them all for 

you. --2nd email followed up with PDD-->PD explanation

North

GEN-0014 Anderson Pointe
General 

Comment

The average citizen has no idea what these Rezoning maps represent. Can you 

be more specific when it comes to Anderson Pointe single-family homes- 

Rogers Lane and surrounding area?

While the language we use to describe the zoning district is changing, there is 

no change in the allowed uses or intensity of development for this area.
Southeast

GEN-0015 1728478233
1747 Farmington Grove 

Drive

R-10-CU 

w/PDD & 

UWPOD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

If your explanations were written in a layman language it would be easier to 

understand the proposed changes to the present zoning. I am no more 

enlightened of the changes after reading your description of the proposed 

changes to my area than I was before reading it.

Thank you for taking the time to respond. I am sorry that you found the 

postcard notice confusing. With more than 45,000 properties to notify about 

this process, we have tried to be good stewards of taxpayer dollars. The 

postcard notice was determined to be the best way to approach the 

challenge, but it had to be very general by necessity. <same as GEN-0013>

<listed districts>

The bottom line for you is that nothing is changing. It is simply a name 

change. The PDD overlay district modified the base Residential-10 (10 units 

per acre) with an associated master plan that outlines the zoning uses for 

your neighborhood. The new Unified Development Ordinance replaces the 

PDD overlay with the Planned Development district which now is the base 

district. The master plan is attached to the Planned Development, which 

outlines the zoning uses, and there is no need for the R-10 zoning...the PD 

takes care of it all. 

North

GEN-0016 1728260511 1214 Red Beech Court

CUD R-15 

w/PDD & 

UWPOD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

How can I provide you feedback if I don’t understand what you are doing?  At 

this point, I am simply “alarmed” by the post card and the web site. It has 

peaked my attention and many questions are unanswered.  I had a previous 

and similar experience in Texas with property that I own; the rezoning 

increased my property taxes by over 850% -- thousands of dollars!  Going 

straight to the point, how does the rezoning  affect my PROPERTY TAXES?   

How much is this proposed rezoning going to hit me in the pocket book?  Be 

honest and put forth enough solid information so that I and others, and my 

neighbors and friends in the area can make an informed decision. <many 

other points snipped...see original email>

Responded in a long email advising with specifics on PDD-->PD zoning on her 

propery, property tax implications, planned posting of the FAQ, how other 

citizen comments will be made transparent on the interactive viewer, and 

guided her to RaleighUDO.us for the "Roadmap to Adoption" info describing 

future opportunities for public feedback

North

GEN-0017 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment
We live in the Oakcroft subdivision and opposed to the proposed rezoning.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain. As part of the same City-

initiated remapping process, the properties immediately south, at Falls of 

Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to be zoned Planned 

Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant provisions of the Falls 

River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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GEN-0018
General 

Comment

I am trying to look at several of my properties. While I can look up the 

properties, the online comparative map does not show the current zoning and 

the proposed zoning.  I can see the color differences, but there is no reference 

or link to what the specific zoning is and is proposed to be?

Sorry you are having trouble with our viewer. If you zoom in and click on a 

property of interest on either side, it should give you a list of what the 

designations showing up on the map mean, with links to more information, as 

shown in the attached screenshot. Please give the viewer another shot and 

see if you can find the information you’re looking for. You are more than 

welcome to submit any feedback you may have related to your properties 

there, directly on the map by clicking the Give Feedback button. Should you 

continue to have issues with the viewer, please email us a list of addresses 

you are curious about and we will follow up with which are impacted and 

how.  Thanks for taking the time to contact us.

GEN-0019 1716539186 4820 Wyatt Brook Way CUD R-15 RX-3-CU
General 

Comment

You propose to include businesses limited to the ground floor of this 

townhouse community...I am opposed to that. Keep this zoned as it currently 

is -residential use only. The area is not large enough to accomodate increased 

traffic. Come see…

Emailed inquirer about the rationale for the choice of RX-3 (existing zoning 

and density are > 10du/a) and told him that commercial uses would not be 

permitted in his townhouse community due to existing buildings not meeting 

locational or building type requirements.

Atlantic

GEN-0020
General 

Comment
After entering address, no results? (Can locate by map only)

Sorry you are having issues with our viewer. Please be aware that this is not a 

“Google” type of search. We understand this limitation, which is why we 

made clicking on the map to query addresses an option. It is querying our 

address database live. So if you try entering the street number and then the 

first few letters of the address, it should appear for you to click on from the 

list. For instance, typing "1000 glen" would give you a list of options to choose 

from, and if you click on "1000 Glenwood Ave" it will take you there. 

Additionally, N/S/E/W designations have to be spelled out; for example, 600 

North Boylan vs. 600 N Boylan. Please let us know if we can be of further 

assistance.

GEN-0021
Old Watkins Rd & Beagle 

Retreat Dr

General 

Comment

I’m writing in response to the Remapping Raleigh postcard recently mailed.  

As I was looking at the maps, I decided to question the zoning of an area very 

near my subdivision.  I live at 3213 Leebrook Road, Raleigh, NC  27616.  Just to 

the south of my subdivision is a Heavy Industrial Conditional Use area, which 

appears to be a landfill area.  There’s also an area just east of there with no 

zoning information at all – possibly residential or farm land – I’m not sure. My 

concern is that there is an annual Turkey Shoot held on a property located 

there on Old Watkins Road (actually a private street, 3120 Beagle Retreat 

intersecting Old Watkins Road), and I’m trying to discern if it is appropriate 

per the zoning information.  It is very loud, and runs until 11:00 nightly during 

the season, and is very disruptive to my neighborhood. What zoning would 

this area have to be to allow such activity?  Can it be stopped?

Replied via email the afternoon of May 27th.  Noted that the property where 

the turkey shoot is held is probably in the County if no zoning information 

shows up in the UDO viewer.  Forwarded email from Robert Pearce about 

neighbors target-shooting.

GEN-0022
General 

Comment

I am new to the area and wanted to know what does this Rezoning in Raleigh 

will mean for people who own their home?

Replied via email the afternoon of May 27th.  Said that rezoning will make 

little difference for properties in the residential zoning districts, and asked if 

there is a particular property of interest.

GEN-0023 1731086402 4313 Pearl Road R-4 R-4
General 

Comment
Is this property affected by rezoning?  Thanks. GEN-0024

Sent inquirer email verifying existing/ proposed zoning. Followed up with copy 

of current zoning conditions, NB district summary, links to UDO and Allowed 

Use Table. 

South

GEN-0024 1731077826 4328 Pearl Road
R-6-CU & NB 

CUD

R-6-CU & NX-

3-CU

General 

Comment
Please advise if these two properties are affected by rezoning.  Thanks. GEN-0023

Sent inquirer email verifying existing/ proposed zoning.  Followed up with 

copy of current zoning conditions, NB district summary, links to UDO and 

Allowed Use Table. 

South

GEN-0025 1731082074 4772 Queen Pierrette St
NB CUD & R-

6-CU

NX-3-CU & R-

6-CU

General 

Comment
Please advise if these two properties are affected by rezoning.  Thanks. GEN-0024

Sent inquirer email verifying existing/ proposed zoning.  Followed up with 

copy of current zoning conditions, NB district summary, links to UDO and 

Allowed Use Table. 

South

GEN-0026 1717143918 904 Albany Ct R-10 R-10
General 

Comment

How can I find out which rezoning areas near me will impact my home…..; 

lifestyle; real estate investment.
Sent email on the 28th asking if she had any specific questions. North

GEN-0027 0787732503 6909 Chamonix Pl R-4 R-4
General 

Comment
Please let me know how your rezoning will affect me. GEN-0011

Of the properties you’ve listed, only the Shadow Elms property is in any way 

impacted by our proposal.  Currently that property is designated as 

Residential-4 base zoning district with Planned Development and Urban 

Watershed Protection Overlay Districts.  Our proposal maintains this by 

replacing the Residential-4 base district with the Planned Development 

designation and leaving the Watershed Protection Overlay in place. Stated 

simply, this property was developed as part of the Falls River master plan.  In 

order to get approval for that master plan, the developer petitioned for what 

is referred to as a Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay District.  

Since the controls of that master plan override any other existing zoning 

designation, we propose to remove it as an overlay and make it the actual 

zoning designation.  So, in effect, there is no impact to this property other 

than a change in nomenclature of our zoning.

Northwest
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GEN-0028 1729910038 11316 Shadow Elms Ln
R-4 w/PDD & 

UWPOD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment
Please let me know how your rezoning will affect me. GEN-0011

Of the properties you’ve listed, only the Shadow Elms property is in any way 

impacted by our proposal.  Currently that property is designated as 

Residential-4 base zoning district with Planned Development and Urban 

Watershed Protection Overlay Districts.  Our proposal maintains this by 

replacing the Residential-4 base district with the Planned Development 

designation and leaving the Watershed Protection Overlay in place.

Stated simply, this property was developed as part of the Falls River master 

plan.  In order to get approval for that master plan, the developer petitioned 

for what is referred to as a Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay 

District.  Since the controls of that master plan override any other existing 

zoning designation, we propose to remove it as an overlay and make it the 

actual zoning designation.  So, in effect, there is no impact to this property 

other than a change in nomenclature of our zoning.

North

GEN-0029 1726639352 4701/4703 Mallory Ct R-10 R-10
General 

Comment
Please let me know how your rezoning will affect me. GEN-0011

Of the properties you’ve listed, only the Shadow Elms property is in any way 

impacted by our proposal.  Currently that property is designated as 

Residential-4 base zoning district with Planned Development and Urban 

Watershed Protection Overlay Districts.  Our proposal maintains this by 

replacing the Residential-4 base district with the Planned Development 

designation and leaving the Watershed Protection Overlay in place. Stated 

simply, this property was developed as part of the Falls River master plan.  In 

order to get approval for that master plan, the developer petitioned for what 

is referred to as a Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay District.  

Since the controls of that master plan override any other existing zoning 

designation, we propose to remove it as an overlay and make it the actual 

zoning designation.  So, in effect, there is no impact to this property other 

than a change in nomenclature of our zoning.

Northeast

GEN-0030 1713319493 1440 Rock Quarry Rd
TD w/SHOD-

1

IX-3-PK 

w/SHOD-1

Comment about 

Proposed Height

I own the property at 1440 Rock Quarry Rd.  It consists of 2 parcel totaling 

15.06 acres currently zoned TD.  It is proposed to be changed to IX-3-PK. The 

height restriction is too restrictive especially given there is a SHOD overlay 

that prohibits me from cutting trees within the 50 ft buffer along I40.  This 

buffer more than protects the City from a 5-story building considering these 

trees are 50 ft high already and you can't see through them. (COMMENT 

CONTINUES IN GEN-0031)

WEB-3843

In light of current adjacent uses and zoning, as well as the recommendation of 

the Future Land Use Map that this area support Business and Commercial 

Services, Office Mixed Use (OX)–5–Parkway (PK) would is an alternative to the 

initial proposed rezoning to IX-3-PK. Office Mixed Use (OX) provides for a 

variety of office and employment uses while allowing for housing and ancillary 

retail. Limited retail and service-related options are allowed subject to use 

standards that restrict the size and scale of each use. The existing zoning of 

Thoroughfare District (TD) and SHOD-1 would allow development of up to 5 

stories/75 feet.

South 16

GEN-0031 1713314042 2003 S STATE ST
TD w/SHOD-

1

IX-3-PK 

w/SHOD-1

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As I understand the IX-3-PK zoning, multi-family is only allowed on the upper 

units in a mixed use building, yet with the SHOD overlay I have unreasonable 

buffers along both roads my property fronts and no business in their right 

mind would locate on the lower floor when you can't even see their business 

from Rock Quarry Rd.  Therefore, if you can't get a business on the lower 

floors, then how are you supposed to get residential on the upper floors?  The 

SHOD overlay limitations should be considered as a part of what is fair and 

reasonable in the rezoning process.  This proposed rezoning would essentially 

render my property unusable for anything but light industrial and 

manufacturing.  Multi-family should be allowed as a use on this site. 

WEB-3843

In light of current adjacent uses and zoning, as well as the recommendation of 

the Future Land Use Map that this area support Business and Commercial 

Services, Office Mixed Use (OX)–5–Parkway (PK) would is an alternative to the 

initial proposed rezoning to IX-3-PK. Office Mixed Use (OX) provides for a 

variety of office and employment uses while allowing for housing and ancillary 

retail. Limited retail and service-related options are allowed subject to use 

standards that restrict the size and scale of each use. The existing zoning of 

Thoroughfare District (TD) and SHOD-1 would allow development of up to 5 

stories/75 feet.

South 16

GEN-0032 1729735563 3745 Falls River Avenue
R-4 w/PDD & 

UWPOD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

Before making ANY rezoning changes, fix the loopholes in the UDO, as they 

only benefit the powers that stand to have a financial gain. Listen to the 

residents in the areas where rezoning is moreover opposed. We do not want 

to see our neighborhoods ruined because of some self serving, money driven 

egotists who say they know "what is best" for us..We know what is best for 

our neighborhoods and it would benefit the council and planning commission 

to listen and act in the best interest of the constituents and neighborhoods 

affected and not the special interest groups they are rubbing elbows 

with..The builders are running rampant under this UDO. If rezoning is allowed, 

you are either not paying attention, or you stand to gain from these ludicrous 

rezoning proposals..The money hungry mongrels have drawn the line and we, 

your constituents, are hoping to find you on the side of what is right by us. 

Please don't allow them to make a mockery of your positions and due 

processes as they have been

WEB-7361

Responded in a long email differentiating the remapping project from the 

Falls of Neuse/Dunn roads rezoning case; advised on the PDD-->PD  rezoning 

on her residential property

North
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GEN-0033 0786679150 6339 GLENWOOD AVE SC CX-7-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

In reviewing the proposed zoning, I have a question regarding the limited 

frontage parking detailed in zone CX-7-PL.  I am at Providence Baptist Church 

at 6339 Glenwood Ave and we have hundreds of parking spaces between our 

building and Glenwood Ave.. Will this new zoning apply to existing uses and 

what will be the parking requirements if we redevelop the lot in some way in 

the future?

Called and left message with inquirer's admin asst. Will forward inquirer's 

concern up to the remapping team. Let him know in message that his inquiry 

will be further analyzed by mapping team. The church property has an 

extensive parking lot between Glenwood Avenue and the church. Current 

configuration would not conform to Parking Limited standards. 

Northwest 17

GEN-0035 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC w/ 

UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

Ref: Z-1-14, we don't need (or want) a strip mall with an almost 50,000 sq. 

foot building in our residential neighborhood.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain. As part of the same City-

initiated remapping process, the properties immediately south, at Falls of 

Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to be zoned Planned 

Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant provisions of the Falls 

River master plan. There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, 

in this area. This case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning 

Commission. You can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 

'Subscriptions' at www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and 

City Council.

North

GEN-0037
General 

Comment

These maps need a color key!!! What does the orange mean, the pink mean, 

the purple mean, etc???

In general, yellows/oranges indicate Residential, purples indicate Industrial, 

reds indicate Commercial, and blues indicate Office. The reason that we have 

not included a legend is that if you zoom in to a particular color, codes will 

appear representing what those colors indicate.  Additionally, if you click on 

any of them, you will receive a description of what they mean.  Because there 

are many different colors (24 on the existing map and 18 on the proposed 

map), we decided that a legend would interfere with the information we are 

trying to convey, which is related to the codes and the descriptive text that 

appears with each click.

GEN-0038 0778536990 5732 WESTGATE RD
CUD IND-1 

w/AOD

IH-CU 

w/AOD

General 

Comment

The interactive UDO rezoning map shows the existing zoning of this parcel as 

CUD I-1 with the AOD. That is incorrect. In zoning case Z-10-12 the AOD was 

removed from this parcel. Its current zoning is CUD I-1. The proposed UDO 

zoning as shown on the City’s map is CUD IH with the AOD. Please remove the 

AOD from the proposed UDO zoning.

Replied by email that we would need to research the item and would get back 

to him; handed it off to the Zoning Enforcement Administrator
Northwest 80

GEN-0039 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC w/ 

UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

I am not sure why anyone who has driven on falls of neuse road would think 

its a good idea to create additional opportunities for congestion. If the only 

reason for the rezoning is to allow for developers to add shopping I 

completely disagree with this proposal. There is plenty of shopping on all 

sides of falls river/bedford, is the intent to have falls of neuse to look like 

capital blvd? This neighborhood is thriving and doesn't need or want a huge 

shopping center stuck in the middle of it. 

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain. As part of the same City-

initiated remapping process, the properties immediately south, at Falls of 

Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to be zoned Planned 

Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant provisions of the Falls 

River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

GEN-0040 1713176683 1004 E. Martin St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I currently own a duplex on a .09 acre lot, which would become a non-

buildable lot under 4,000 sq ft should this law take effect.  I'd like to see some 

provision for "grandfathering" in the event a home is destroyed to allow a 

similar structure to be rebuilt.  I would also like some sort of "grandfathering" 

to allow the duplex to be converted to a single family house on the existing 

lot.

emailed caller with information on existing nonconforming uses and 

redevelopment options 
South Central

GEN-0041 1713169124 600 Coleman St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Similar situation, only my current property is a quad.  The lot would allow for a 

single or duplex under the new zoning, I'd like some sort of grandfathering to 

be able to build back what I currently own in the event of a loss.

GEN-0040
emailed caller with information on existing nonconforming uses and 

redevelopment options 
South Central
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GEN-0042 n/a n/a
General 

Comment

The city street map for the north end of King Charles Road has been out of 

date since the early 1960s.

1.  North King Charles Road terminates at Crabtree Blvd.  There is not a street 

between Crabtree Blvd. and Crabtree Creek.  All of that area is in a flood plain.

2.  Westchester Road is shown routed through Powell Elementary School's 

parking lot.

3.  Crabtree Blvd. does not intersect with Marlboro Road.  That area is in a 

flood plain.

Please correct the errors while you are updating the zoning maps.

Our internal street maps, which you can see at 

http://maps.raleighnc.gov/iMAPS/, do not show the 3 issues you've raised 

about how these streets connect, so the City’s street map is actually up to 

date. Where you may be noticing the problem is in the basemap we’re using 

for our rezoning viewer, which is not maintained by the City.  They get their 

data from a variety of sources; while those sources likely include us, they 

supplement with data created by private agencies, which may not always be 

accurate.  We’re using this basemap because its softer appearing than our 

own basemap, allowing for better clarity on the colors of the zoning maps. 

What you see on our map (shown below) is dedicated Right-of-Way, which 

was originally laid out for streets, probably before the floodplain issues of that 

area were as well understood as they are now. The actual streets are shown 

in white (this is based on the extent of the actual pavement).

East

GEN-0043 Bug/Viewer Error
Entering address does not do anything.

We can view your nice maps.

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

GEN-0044 Bug/Viewer Error Does not work...Search function started working.   

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

GEN-0045 Bug/Viewer Error
another worthless, non working website from City of Raleigh. tried to input 

address and got ZILCH.

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

GEN-0046 1704412869 618 North Boylan Ave Bug/Viewer Error

I tried to use your interactive map for the property located at 618 North 

Boylan Ave and could not get it to respond in Internet Explorer, Chrome or 

Firefox. So I have no idea what the current and proposed zoning will e

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

Hillsborough
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GEN-0047 Bug/Viewer Error Does not seem to work in an iPad

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

GEN-0048 Bug/Viewer Error

Tried using the interactive map, and it wouldn’t list any properties using the 

address button, and it wouldn’t let me leave a comment. Thought you should 

know.

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

GEN-0049 1729827496 2322 Saint Paul's Square Bug/Viewer Error

I have attempted to find out what you are proposing but your website is 

totally inadequate.  The map doesn't have any kind of a key to explain what I 

am looking at and it keeps shutting itself down when I try to zoom in.  It is 

useless and frustrating.  Is there a place on the site that explains the process 

and expected outcome?

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

North

GEN-0050 0785840336 3905 Stags Leap Circle Bug/Viewer Error

The website maps did not try to look up my addess and list on map; nor did 

the maps of my neighborhood show any difference between current and 

proposed.

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

Northwest

GEN-0051 0774895213 1408 Rodessa Run Bug/Viewer Error

I received your remapping information and tried to find my address but could 

not. Our home is in the relatively new Inside Wade community. I put in our 

address and it could not recognize it. I tried to find it on an expanded map and 

I see Carter Finley Stadium which is close to my home but could not fine Wade 

Park Avenue which leads into our development.

Thank you for reporting the issues you were having with our website. Over 

the weekend we had a failure in the underlying technology that supports our 

primary web map (iMaps), which also caused the viewer we setup for this 

project to not display the information we intended it to.  We apologize for any 

inconvenience this may have caused. We have repaired the issue and our 

website is back working the way it was intended to.  If you navigate to our 

viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/, just enter the number and 

the first few letters of an address and it will allow you to select the address 

from a drop-down list (as shown in the attached image). Please revisit if you 

have a chance and let us know if you experience any further issues.

West

GEN-0052 1703413440 1616 Green St R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Our Property at 1616 Green Street is an Empty Lot at this Time. From the 

Road Facing the Lot to the Right that Lot is Empty. 1624 is a Lot bought by Ms. 

Alice Penny that she is Planning to Excavate the Home on it that formerly 

belonged to my Brother. The Lot to the Left of it Facing the Street is also 

Empty leaving only 1 Home. This area is fringing on Industrial/Commercial 

Lines. Is it possible to have it Re-Zoned at some point to either 

Commercial/Industrial or Neighbor Business?

Emailed inquirer with the explanation that R-6 properties are not under 

consideration for rezoning under this process since R-6 made the transition to 

the UDO. Provided a link to the City's rezoning webpage in case someone is 

interested in pursuing a traditional rezoning.

Southwest

Page 56 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

GEN-0053 1703992439 106 N East St O&I-1 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The city's proposition includes rezoning my house to R-10. I specifically 

purchased this house in 2007 because of it's zoning of O&1-1. Please do not 

rezone my property. If you do so, it will have a negative impact on my current 

and future business plans and I will take the case further.  I paid $410,000 for 

this house and the property it rests which is zoned O&1-1. Furthermore, the 

city's proposed rezoning of my property would have a negative impact on my 

property value. If this message is not sufficient for the city to reverse its plans 

to rezone my property, I would like to meet with an official who governs or 

helps to govern this process. Please acknowledge the receipt with a 

personalized, non automated email or phone call. I look forward to hearing 

back from you 

Emailed inquirer and described rationale for choice of R-10. Asked her what 

district she would like for the property (OX-3?). Informed her I would take this 

comment to the review team for discussion. UPDATE - on 6/13/14 I contacted 

inquirer via email and let her know Staff deems appropriate a change to OX-3 

for this property. HOD would remain.

North Central 18

GEN-0054 1704049530 Daniels Street R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Could you please clarify something for me. I see where Cameron Village 

Condos II on Daniels Street went from R20 to RX3.  Is that so a developer can 

buy out the condo owners and build RX3 property. Why isn't it remaining 

R20?

Emailed clarifying that RX-3 is the most comparable district available. R-20 is 

not a valid category under the UDO.
Hillsborough

GEN-0055 1729316451 1536 nealstone way

Residential-4 

(R-4) with 

UWPOD and 

PDD

Planned 

Developmen

t (PD) with 

UWPOD

General 

Comment

Please send me information in reference to the above address about the 

reZoning 
Forwarded information on current zoning and proposed UDO zoning. North

GEN-0056 1703195540 106 Wakefield Ave
IND-2 

w/SRPOD

RX-3 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property is directly behind our historic neighborhood which we have 

worked hard to restore. Although those of us who own homes that have the 

squat commercial building right on our property limits will be happy to see it 

go, we don't want it replaced by high density construction which will impact 

our property values negatively. We will only tolerate a maximum of two 

stories with a minimum set back of 20 feet. We were assured that the Morgan 

Street development which faces us on Wakefield would be respectful of our 

neighborhood, but they were allowed to install industrial fans facing us that 

were illegal as defined by both state and Wake county noise ordinances for 

industrial noise levels. It took over a year with the assistance of the RPD to 

get the owner to comply. We pay taxes, improve and maintain our homes, 

increase property values for the whole neighborhood, and generally represent 

the benefit of living in Raleigh.

GEN-0114
Emailed with information on current and proposed zoning of site, as well as 

transition requirements. 
Hillsborough

GEN-0057 1703099601 217 Dexter Place SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

R-10 would devalue the properties on my block. RX-3 or NX-3 would better 

reflect existing and future land uses for the neighborhood as well as make for 

a more contiguous zoning area.

WEB-10242
Informed inquirer his recommendation would be considered as the draft map 

is further refined.
Hillsborough 71

GEN-0058
General 

Comment

A trend in cities with a growing urban resident population is creation of micro-

residences. Either in the form of apartments or condominiums, they are 

typically sized in the 200-500 square foot range. They usually have some of 

the typical utility functions of a home in a shared space in the building -- such 

as laundry facilities, exercise/work-out area, and long-term storage. Space is 

at a premium in these high-density units as you might imagine, so efficient 

and attractive design becomes extremely important. Their per-square-foot 

costs are actually quite high as a result of the premium materials typically 

used, but because they are so small, they remain affordable to singles and 

recently married couples. I looked through the new code and didn't see this 

concept referenced, and think it'd be something that Raleigh ought to 

consider, especially with the growth of the downtown area, and regional 

urban hubs like North Hills.

I am writing you back in reference to your input on the City’s Unified 

Development Ordinance (UDO) and the concept of micro-residences. The 

City’s Zoning regulations do not carry any specific unit minimums so micro-

housing is allowed under our code so long as it complies with the minimum 

housing code standards. The new UDO allows for multifamily districts to have 

more dwelling units, theoretically, by lifting the number of “dwelling units per 

acre” that was previously a density cap under most of the higher density 

zoning districts of our previous code. Thanks for your input. We trust that the 

issue has been adequately covered by our new regulations. If you would like 

to discuss this matter further, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

GEN-0059 1724262468 3301 Terminal Drive

Industrial-1 

(IND-1) with 

SHOD-2

Heavy 

Industrial 

(IH) with 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I live at 3241 Lake Woodard and am concerned that this property which I can 

see from my front window is being rezoned " IH heavy industry" which by it's 

definition is incompatible with nearby residential. The only access to this 

property is via Lake Woodard Dr which is already overloaded with pass 

through traffic and utility vehicles from the City Operation Center. There is 

already a bottle neck of traffic at Lake Woodard and Brentwood Road. This 

rezoning, I assume, would allow for heavy vehicles which could only be a 

greater load and threat to existing traffic. I am also concerned that this is the 

only nearby property on this side of the beltline being rezoned to "IH". That 

makes me wonder If someone doesn't already have plans for a significant 

change to the use of the property which currently is only office and vehicle 

parking by the City.

CC3-0039;

WEB-6721

We are reaching out to the owner of the property in question to discuss our 

proposal and your concerns with them. We will get back to you when we have 

more information. Have been calling someone who works at the facility that is 

mailing address for this property; 2 messages week of 7/28, ongoing phone 

tag week of 8/11. Have talked with worker at facility and encouraged to 

comment; have not yet heard from. This comment and any future comment 

will be forwarded to PC for consideration with no staff recommendation

Northeast 13

GEN-0060 1702958547 2613 Garner Rd R-10 R-10
General 

Comment

The property above is already zoned R 10. The proposed is R 10. Is this just a 

notice or are there more changes to come?
Left a voicemail. South
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GEN-0061 1703422666 211 Prospect Ave. CUD BUS CX-3-PL-CU
General 

Comment

Two parcels, one on the corner as mentioned and the other immediately East 

of the first at the corner of Prospect and Green street. Currently the parcels 

are zoned Business or NB-CU, slated to be rezoned to CX-3-PL-CU and CX-3-CU 

respectively. Case #160 essentially revolves around buffering and keeping the 

second parcel which is currently improved with a SF res. rental unit, 

residential in use. We would like to redevelop both parcels as an office use 

with parking lot. At a bare minimum we would like to develop the first parcel 

as office (currently used car lot) and rent the house out for an office user. Will 

the new UDO rezoning remove the residential use and other buffer 

restrictions from the second parcel? If not, what process would we have to 

undertake to remove them?  If both parcels can’t be combined and redone as 

one, will there be any issues changing just the first parcel on S. Saunders to an 

office use so that we can build a new small office and parking lot on the 

parcel?

CC4-0030
Exchanged emails with commenter on Wednesday.  Apparently answered all 

of his questions.
Southwest

GEN-0062 1727110117
2922 Berkeley Springs 

Place 
CUD TD RX-3-CU

General 

Comment
See email

Informed inquirer of importance of existing uses in remapping, UDO 

transitions, and contacts regarding noise violations and traffic management.
North

GEN-0063 1717048152 6801 Holly Drive R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Have received the card mentioning "Proposes to rezone property near yours". 

Could not find any reliable information from the web site mentioned, in fact, 

the presentation is one of the worst I have ever seen. Please let me know the 

proposed rezoning change(s), the timing for these change and how these 

changes affect the area of Holly Drive, Justice Drive,  Van Thomas Drive, and 

Lake Forest Drive. Would appreciate a speedy written response.

Forwarded screen shot or current/ proposed zoning of subject area, with 

outline of changes proposed nearby; included direct links to remapping page 

and UDO.

North

GEN-0064
General 

Comment
Referred from phone call to Kathryn Willson; wants info on the zoning notice

Commenter has a client and the parcel in question is on the market - closing 

possibly November with PC in November, old code is still recognized. Prelim. 

site plan has yet to be submitted. Zoning and conditions in place when 

submitted will carry through. (Suspected)

GEN-0065 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email

Replied by email that his concerns about relationship between UDO and 

Comprehensive Plan regarding NX- and CX- zoning districts were outside 

scope of remapping project. Noted that item was in CPC and guided him to 

MyRaleighSubscriptions to sign up for CPC notifications.

North

GEN-0066 1704421500 719 N BOYLAN AVE SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

1.  It was my understanding that a goal of the conversion of zonings is to avoid 

creating nonconforming properties.  

2.  719 N. Boylan has been a duplex for about 37 years.

3.  This was a confirming use under the R-30 zoning and its .12 acre lot.

4.  A duplex under R-10 zoning requires a lot of 6000 square feet or more, 

which is several hundred more than the existing lot at 719 N. Boylan.

5.  719 N. Boylan is adjacent to Jenkins Memorial (Methodist) church, which 

towers over it, and is listed on the Wake County tax records as having a 3rd 

story.

6.  The CHURCH lot is proposed also to be zoned R-10!

7.  It would seem reasonable to use the OX-3 zoning for both the church (725 

N. Boylan) and our duplex (719 N. Boylan), as this would better suit the 

church, which is NOT residential, and would allow a conforming conforming 

duplex on our lot, and create a transition to other residential zonings of the 

neighborhood.

Informed inquirer that recommendations will be considered as the draft map 

is further refined.
Five Points 19

GEN-0067 1736289965 5201 SINCLAIR DR SC CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Property immediately to the rear of our residential property has been 

earmarked for upgrading to more dense usage status than it currently has. 

This would be a terrible idea for several reasons: 1. The only access or egress 

to the property would be from the end of Sinclair Dr. Sinclair is currently the 

main entrance for two large residential subdivisions. The intersection of 

Sinclair and 401 is a deathtrap now which has been made much worse by the 

Exit Ramp lane off of 540. 2. There would upon logical analysis seem to be no 

way that a traffic light could ever be added at the above intersection because 

of the proximity to the exit ramp and the traffic lights already located at 540. 

3. If you were to add the volume of traffic generated by high density housing 

into this intersection, chaos would ensue; We hope that you will reconsider 

and actually reduce the density status of this property to low density SF 

dwelling status. Other options are creating a significant public safety hazard.

Emailed inquirer and decribed rationale for CX-3 (existing zoning is SC). 

Mentioned that her proposal to downzone the property to a single-family 

district would not have Staff support, but her comments would forwarded to 

PC in October.

Northeast 20

GEN-0068
General 

Comment

She has questions about the zoning on a property, and how it might change 

under the UDO. 

Spoke with her on the phone.  She wanted to make sure that new zoning 

would not revoke site plans approved under the old zoning.  Wanted a letter 

assuring this will be the case for a certain property; I refered her to current 

planning.
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GEN-0069 0794507874 NCSU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

why is the proposed remapping for NCSU OX and not CMP?

Explained that we are not rezoning any institution to CMP without a qualified 

master plan, and that we had not received one from NCSU before the draft 

map went out. I also mentioned we are conducting outreach to CMP-eligible 

institutions to inform them of their options regarding the UDO remapping 

process.

Hillsborough

GEN-0070 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment
Comments about traffic implications of Z-1-2014; see email

Replied that rezoning inbox was intended for Citywide remapping comments, 

and notified of how to keep track of Z-1-2014
North

GEN-0071 1703965499
Lenoir Street, west of 

Swain to Chavis Way
R-20 R-10

General 

Comment

I didn't see the R-20 to R-10 conversion on your website. Can you offer some 

general guidance on the practical effects on this conversion? As well, could 

you comment on the effects of this conversion on the East Gateway 

neighborhood? Specifically, Lenoir Street, west of Swain to Chavis Way.

The rezoning to R-10 is taking place because the R-20 zoning district has been 

eliminated. As the area has generally been developed closer to the R-10 

standard, it was chosen over the next highest density UDO zoning district 

(RX), that was available as it carries with it the possibility for developments of 

much higher density. The choice to zone the area R-10 was intended to help 

preserve the existing built character of the neighborhood and to allow that 

smaller-scale pattern of development to continue. Existing developments in 

that area, such as some higher density apartments, are slated to be rezoned 

RX which stands for Residential-Mixed Use. If you would like to discuss this 

further, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

South Central

GEN-0072 0768084863
10594 Sporting Club 

Drive
CUD TD NX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The proposed rezoning of this property adjacent to Brier Creek Country Club 

homes would create an eyesore in the neighborhood. The lot in question, 

once proposed to be a Firestone Tire Shop, would not be a good fit in the 

neighborhood. The entrance would be in the residential area, directly 

adjacent to a private home, as the lot in question sits up much higher than the 

houses in the surrounding area. A possible 50 foot high structure would stand 

above the adjacent homes, lights for the required parking area would be a 

problem for those adjacent homes and in general would detract from the 

value of the homes in the area. This would be better served as residential or 

possible apartments similar to those situated across the street.

Informed inquirer that existing zoning and site use have guided remapping 

designations; advised that his comments would be forwarded to review team.
Northwest 21

GEN-0073
General 

Comment

REceived a postcard from you.  Tried to look at map.  Put in address and 

nothing happens.  Are you sure it is working again?

We experienced intermittent issues with the server that relays the data to the 

web map during Friday morning and into the early afternoon. The map is back 

up and should be functioning correctly. We apologize for any inconvenience 

this may have caused you. One thing to be aware of is that our search 

function may have difficulty keeping up with fast typers as it is looking 

through our entire list of addresses. It is recommended that you type just the 

number and first few letters of the street address and then choose your 

address from the drop-down menu (i.e.- for 222 West Hargett Street, you can 

just type “222 West Har” and it should appear in the list). If your address does 

not appear, it may be outside our jurisdiction. You can also pan and zoom to 

the location you’re interested in, or if you’re searching from home click the 

[show me where I am button]  to have it automatically locate you.

GEN-0074 0787015133 6308 Westborough Dr R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

If I read the map correctly, there are no changes in the Westborough Drive 

area. If I am mistaken, please call me

Telephoned her. Noted no change to her R-4 residence is proposed, but that 

she is immediately adjacent to TD on the east (rear). Proposed for IX-3-PK. 

Currently one-story commercial use, according to caller. I advised regarding 

height considerations and neighborhood transition requirements of UDO. She 

noted existing fence behind property is deteriorating. I gave her Zoning 

Enforcement number for determination whether fence was a legacy 

transitional yard requirement or just a good neighbor fence with sufficient 

planting area to meet transitional requirements.

Northwest

GEN-0075 0777797276 8404 Flat Keystone Drive CUD TD R-10
General 

Comment

How does this proposed rezoning affect me?  I do not understand what the 

map is showing me.  Is my house safe? 
Left a voicemail. Northwest

GEN-0076 CUD TD RX-3-PK
General 

Comment
What does the zoning change from CUD TD to RX 3 PK mean?? emailed response.  

GEN-0077
General 

Comment
a key to the zoning map would be very helpful.

In general, yellows/oranges indicate Residential, purples indicate Industrial, 

reds indicate Commercial, and blues indicate Office. The reason that we have 

not included a legend on the web map is that if you zoom in to a particular 

color, codes will appear representing what those colors indicate.  Additionally, 

if you click on any of them, you will receive a description of what they mean. 

Because there are so many different colors (24 on the existing map and 18 on 

the proposed map), we decided that a legend would interfere with and 

distract from the information we are trying to convey, which is related to the 

codes and the descriptive text that appear with each click. If you download 

any of the "Downloadable Maps" at www.raleighudo.us, those include 

legends.

GEN-0078 0758853084 9529 Brookchase Drive CUD TD R-10
General 

Comment
Please send me information on any new zoning laws or proposals Emailed information on the 2 zoning classifications. Northwest
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GEN-0079 1703491891 120 N. Boylan Ave
O&I-1 

w/NCOD

OX-3-DE 

w/NCOD

General 

Comment

Please call me concerning the rezoning: How would this impact 

redevelopment, max height, setbacks, etc?  Is this rezoning generally more 

restrictive?  Would there have to be a mixed-use component if redeveloped? 

In the event of a natural disaster, fire, etc, could we rebuild to our current 

footprint/use/height/setback?  What architectural requirements would be 

added?

GEN-0080; 

CC3-0060-

62

Provided pre and post information on standards, schedules, specific questions 

of setbacks, heights, etc. No specific uses, or types of buildings proposed yet.  

Discussed and compared standards of both pre and post for different uses.

Hillsborough

GEN-0080 1703492984 621 W Jones St
O&I-1 

w/NCOD

OX-3-DE 

w/NCOD

General 

Comment

Please call me concerning the rezoning: How would this impact 

redevelopment, max height, setbacks, etc?  Is this rezoning generally more 

restrictive?  Would there have to be a mixed-use component if redeveloped? 

In the event of a natural disaster, fire, etc, could we rebuild to our current 

footprint/use/height/setback?  What architectural requirements would be 

added?

GEN-0079; 

CC3-0060-

62

Provided pre and post information on standards, schedules, specific questions 

of setbacks, heights, etc. No specific uses, or types of buildings proposed yet.  

Discussed and compared standards of both pre and post for different uses.

Hillsborough

GEN-0081 1704547624
302 Jefferson St (1220 

Pierce St)

O&I-1 & IND-

2 (SP R-30 & 

IND-2)

OX-3 (R-10)
General 

Comment

We own the office building at 302 Jefferson street and this adjoining property 

at 1220 Pierce street .  The proposed change would make Pierce residential 

when this land has been used as a parking lot and by our company for the last 

10 years.  We would like to file a petition to keep it office space (OX-3).

CC2-0109

Staff agrees that OX-3 would be a reasonable alternative zoning choice for the 

property at 1220 Pierce Street; this recommendation will be included in the 

draft map presented to the Planning Commission in October.

Five Points 22

GEN-0082 225 Walker 
General 

Comment
I entered the address 225 walker, failed to locate property on map

No record of a 225 Walker; emailed 6/10 for more information to help locate 

property in question; Inquirer responded that they found what they were 

looking for.

GEN-0083 0758430869 3301 Page Rd
General 

Comment

Inquired about process; does not want to be annexed; currently just outside 

ETJ in Durham County

Received phone call. Informed of the effect of the rezoning on his property on 

Page Road in Durham County.

GEN-0084 1736402537 5326 Glenmorgan Lane R-1 PD
General 

Comment
Wanted explanation of how rezoning would affect property. Received phone call.  Informed of how the rezoning will affect his property.  Northeast

GEN-0085 1705320020 2425 Argyle Drive R-4 and R-6 R-4 and R-6
General 

Comment

Why is my lot split between R4 and R6.  There is no R6 density in any adjacent 

area.

Contacted inquirer via email and let him know the original split-zoning 

occurred in the 50's. Mentioned the R-4/R-6 zoning would remain since it was 

translated to the UDO when the UDO was adopted, and that these districts 

would not be under consideration as part of this citywide rezoning process.

Glenwood

GEN-0086 0779005828 7251 Terregles Drive CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU
General 

Comment

I am writing regarding the proposed changes for rezoning the area that I live.  

Does this rezoning proposal include merging the address to Wake Co rather 

than as is, Durham Co.  We should be part of Wake Co, as all the areas 

surrounding us are, and the City of Raleigh owns a large portion of land near 

the neighborhood.The Durham County schools are much further in driving 

distance, especially in time, than Wake Co schools. Also, the Wake Co school 

buses pass our neighborhood each weekday to drop kids off at a house just 

past our neighborhood; it's even on the same side of the road. I purchased 

the property in this location but close to Brier Creek, to be away from 

congestion and shopping centers which aid in loud noise and higher crime 

rate.  There is wildlife around our community, many trees which help us 

breathe in clean air, and you often see animals - to destroy their habitat to 

build offices, an apartment complex, or a shopping center would be a 

shame/cruel.

emailed response.  Northwest

GEN-0087 0778748776 8970 Ebenezer Church Rd
R-10-CU, R-6-

CU, CUD TD

R-10-CU, R-6-

CU, OX-3-CU

General 

Comment

Charleston Management responsible for Wingate Common Area. Notified of 

zoning change by resident. Did not receive postcard; mailing address 

incorrect. Wants to know what's proposed for property.

CC1-070

Left a voicemail on 6/13/14 with info about how to correct mailing address 

with county; also how to reach me with questions. Spoke later with contact; 

she understands zoning is not concerned about proposed rezoning or current 

split zoning.

Northwest

GEN-0088 1703678106 421 S Salisbury St BUS w/ DOD DX-40-SH
General 

Comment
Please call to discuss further. Thanks  left message Central

GEN-0089
General 

Comment

Dan,

I am sure you have been inundated and, as you might imagine, I am getting a 

lot of calls about the City wide remapping. There are some questions which I 

know you guys have debated internally but I am still unclear about, as follows:

1. Will old conditions to the extent still relevant and applicable be retained in 

cases where a CUD is being rezoned?

2. Will City Staff seriously entertain requests from property owners to change 

the proposed zoning on their properties to modify or delete a condition 

(assuming the answer to #1 is yes), add height, a frontage or to increase 

intensity (for example to go from OX to CX) or are those things an owner will 

have to file his or her own separate case to address?

3. Is it possible to add new conditions to a remapping rezoning case with 

owner’s consent

4.  What is Staff’s target for when the remapping will be approved?

Thanks

Answered all questions; see Rezoning Email Feedback folder.
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GEN-0090 0779005587 7270 Terregles Dr CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU
General 

Comment

I have received an email [sic: postcard] concerning Proposed New Zoning-OX. 

Are there any plans by anyone to develop the above property using the 

regulations in the OX Zoning District? We would appreciate an answer to this 

question.

Emailed inquirer and told her there were no plans for any development 

subject to OX standards. Property is subject to the standards of the Mulberry 

Park Townhome development (S-51-05)

Northwest

GEN-0091 0768828006 9621 Lumley Road TD w/ AOD IX-3-PK
General 

Comment

Forwarded item: "I received a voice mail from a gentleman with questions 

about the UDO mapping process. Can you please have someone give him a 

call?"

 - Commercial Brokerage, in Florida.  Returned call and left name,  number, 

and information  with associate, as commenter was not available.
Northwest

GEN-0092 1721496010 3701 Generosity Ct
CUD IND-1 

w/ SHOD-2

IX-3 w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I represent a client who owns several properties along Jones Sausage Road 

near the I-40 and Jones Sausage Road interchange.  I have attached the 

Proposed Zoning for each and the Condition Use section for the parcels with 

address along Jones Sausage Road. It appears as though one of the greatest 

changes is the height restriction of 50 feet.  It appears as though the IX-3 and 

IX-3-CU allow for retail uses.  Is there a section of the code that I can 

reference that goes into more detail as to the types of retail allowed?  In 

particular, I am curious as to whether hotels are allowed?  In addition, are C-

Stores, Fast Food, and retail such as Dollar Stores, Auto Zone type stores 

allowed? I  appreciate your consideration of this matter and I look forward  to 

hearing from you.

GEN-0093, 

GEN-0094, 

GEN-0095

Emailed with information about uses permitted in the IX zoning district.  

Included information on the use tables in UDO Chapter 6 and a screen shot of 

UDO page 6-5, which contains the uses he is most concerned with.

South

GEN-0093 1721591633 3905 Jones Sausage Rd CUD IND-1 IX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I represent a client who owns several properties along Jones Sausage Road 

near the I-40 and Jones Sausage Road interchange.  I have attached the 

Proposed Zoning for each and the Condition Use section for the parcels with 

address along Jones Sausage Road. It appears as though one of the greatest 

changes is the height restriction of 50 feet.  It appears as though the IX-3 and 

IX-3-CU allow for retail uses.  Is there a section of the code that I can 

reference that goes into more detail as to the types of retail allowed?  In 

particular, I am curious as to whether hotels are allowed?  In addition, are C-

Stores, Fast Food, and retail such as Dollar Stores, Auto Zone type stores 

allowed? I  appreciate your consideration of this matter and I look forward  to 

hearing from you.

GEN-0092, 

GEN-0094, 

GEN-0095 

Emailed with information about uses permitted in the IX zoning district.  

Included information on the use tables in UDO Chapter 6 and a screen shot of 

UDO page 6-5, which contains the uses he is most concerned with.

South

GEN-0094 1721498393 4001 Jones Sausage Rd CUD-IND-1 IX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I represent a client who owns several properties along Jones Sausage Road 

near the I-40 and Jones Sausage Road interchange.  I have attached the 

Proposed Zoning for each and the Condition Use section for the parcels with 

address along Jones Sausage Road. It appears as though one of the greatest 

changes is the height restriction of 50 feet.  It appears as though the IX-3 and 

IX-3-CU allow for retail uses.  Is there a section of the code that I can 

reference that goes into more detail as to the types of retail allowed?  In 

particular, I am curious as to whether hotels are allowed?  In addition, are C-

Stores, Fast Food, and retail such as Dollar Stores, Auto Zone type stores 

allowed? I  appreciate your consideration of this matter and I look forward  to 

hearing from you.

GEN-0092, 

GEN-0093, 

GEN-0095

Emailed with information about uses permitted in the IX zoning district.  

Included information on the use tables in UDO Chapter 6 and a screen shot of 

UDO page 6-5, which contains the uses he is most concerned with.

South

GEN-0095 1721497166 4005 Jones Sausage Rd CUD-IND-1 IX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I represent a client who owns several properties along Jones Sausage Road 

near the I-40 and Jones Sausage Road interchange.  I have attached the 

Proposed Zoning for each and the Condition Use section for the parcels with 

address along Jones Sausage Road. It appears as though one of the greatest 

changes is the height restriction of 50 feet.  It appears as though the IX-3 and 

IX-3-CU allow for retail uses.  Is there a section of the code that I can 

reference that goes into more detail as to the types of retail allowed?  In 

particular, I am curious as to whether hotels are allowed?  In addition, are C-

Stores, Fast Food, and retail such as Dollar Stores, Auto Zone type stores 

allowed? I  appreciate your consideration of this matter and I look forward  to 

hearing from you.

GEN-0092, 

GEN-0093, 

GEN-0094

Emailed with information about uses permitted in the IX zoning district.  

Included information on the use tables in UDO Chapter 6 and a screen shot of 

UDO page 6-5, which contains the uses he is most concerned with.

South

GEN-0096 1726013414 4606 Ravi Road CUD R-15 RX-3
General 

Comment

I'm need clarity regarding a notice to rezone my rental property at 4606 Ravi 

Road in Raleigh, NC. Track # CC1-0223. I went to the website to view the map 

but need clarity on what this means as a homeowner. It seems that the 

rezoning will expand the kinds of buildings that can be occupied. I just didn't 

know if my property would eventually be torn down to make room for new 

properties.

CC1-0223, 

CC1-0224

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in detail. Noted area is zoned to be and foreseen as 

remaining residential.

Atlantic
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GEN-0097
General 

Comment

The presentation of the remapping process states the reason for the change 

as:

Section 14 of Ordinance (2013) 151 TC 357: 

An Ordinance to Adopt the Unified Development Ordinance: 

“Part 10 Chapter 2 of the City Code shall be repealed in its entirety from the 

City’s Code when there are no legacy zoning districts on the Official Zoning 

Map.”

It does not say who made the ordinance or why it is needed, it just says you 

are abiding by it.

Responded by email (with a follow-up, see email folder): "...The ordinance 

was adopted by the Raleigh City Council. Without it, the City would have been 

required to maintain two separate codes in use side-by-side. This would cause 

unnecessary complexity and confusion among the public as to the zoning 

requirements. In order to make the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 

the sole development code, we must remove from the official zoning map all 

of the zoning districts in the old Part 10 Chapter 2 that are not in the UDO. If 

they are not removed in favor of the new UDO districts, then we would need 

the old code in order to provide the development regulations that would 

govern uses and building."

GEN-0098 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0099+

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0099 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0100 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0101 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0102 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0103 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0104 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I am a homeowner and resident of Renaissance Park in Raleigh.  The above 

location is right next door, and is currently zoned I Industrial, proposed CX.  

My neighbors and I all feel that this shopping center would more 

appropriately be zoned as NX.  The CX zoning would allow uses that do not 

respect the buffer between this area and our neighborhood.  

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0105 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24
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GEN-0106 0795871025 1229 Blenheim Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I have received the UDO Remapping notice and it concerns me since I live at 

1229 Blenheim Drive, and across the street from me is a Conservation Buffer 

(CM) and next to that are commercial property with two large office buildings 

(O&I) and that zoning is being changed.  Questions: 1-What is the impact of 

having the zoning changed for each of the commercial property that borders 

on Glenwood Ave (about 3700 Glenwood)? 2-When the new zoning changes, 

it states that space can be used residential units as in apartments/condos, 

and also small businesses which could be open at night and on weekends.  I 

do not like this at all. Please let me know of specific potential impact.  Also 

what can I do to complain about this request for zone change?

CC1-0245

Spoke with caller regarding the Office Mixed Use district and the permitted 

and limited uses, such as restaurants, that be located in the district. He stated 

he was opposed to any change that increases the amount of retail/restaurant 

uses or permits longer operating hours for those uses. 8/20/14 BW called and 

left voicemail to follow up on any outstanding questions Newman might still 

have.

Glenwood

GEN-0107 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I'm emailing to address a concern of mine.  The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd 

(Pin: 1702229269 000 / International Foods Shopping Center) is currently 

zoned I (Industrial) and proposed to be CX (Commercial Mixed Use). This 

zoning would allow uses that do not respect the buffer between this area and 

the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We would like to see this area zoned NX 

(Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of the immediate adjacency to the 

neighborhood, which holds over 1,000 households.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0108 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The International Foods Shopping Center Ctr shopping center is currently 

zoned Industrial and is proposed to be zoned Commercial Mixed Use. 

However, we'd like to see the area zoned Neighborhood Mixed Use b/c it is 

adjacent to the Renaissance Park neighborhood & this must be taken into 

consideration.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0109 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I Industrial and 
GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0110 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Subject Line: Pawn Shop...The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 

1702229269 000 / International Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I 

Industrial and proposed to be CX (Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would 

allow uses that do not respect the buffer between this area and the 

Renaissance Park neighborhood. We would like to see this area zoned NX 

(Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of the immediate adjacency to the 

neighborhood. 

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0111 1702229269 407 Chapanoke Rd IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 407 Chapanoke Rd (Pin: 1702229269 000 / International 

Foods Shopping Center) is currently zoned I Industrial and proposed to be CX 

(Commercial Mixed Use). This zoning would allow uses that do not respect 

the buffer between this area and the Renaissance Park neighborhood. We 

would like to see this area zoned NX (Neighborhood Mixed Use) because of 

the immediate adjacency to the neighborhood.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

GEN-0112 1707396610
217 WATERFORD PARK 

LN
CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Emailed representing HOA with concerns about proposed zoning; see email WEB-7684

Emailed to setup meeting/phone conference 6/25; Spoke with in person on 

7/2; Understand we addressed most of their concerns, explaining that the 

reason we've proposed what we have is that carrying forward the conditions 

as they were written in 1999 provide some additional protections on how 

much development can occur in the Office Park adjacent to their 

neighborhood.

North

GEN-0113 1702223354 1363 ILEAGNES RD IND-1 w/PDD PD
General 

Comment

With regards to future zoning requests, I would like to submit that the 

Community of Renaissance Park ( near intersection of Tryon Rd. And South 

Saunders St.) be maintained as residential and small business.

Sent email response. Southwest

GEN-0114 1703195616 117 ASHE AVE SP R-30 R-10
General 

Comment
See email GEN-0056

Sent email that her area-wide concerns will be addressed by review group and 

I would follow-up with a substantive response. Discussed by review team; 

Carter followed-up with expansive email.

Hillsborough 112

GEN-0115
General 

Comment

FYI – I have been able to put in our address on the www.RaleighUDO.us web 

site and get a comparison between the existing zoning the proposed UDO 

zoning – got on the web site today and put in my address but nothing 

happened – would not show current and proposed maps

Thanks for reporting your issue. The site seems to be working as intended, so 

we are unable to reproduce your issue. If you could let us know what address 

you’re looking for, perhaps we could be of more assistance. The address input 

does take a while to load results sometimes; if that is the issue, usually just 

typing the street number and the first few letters of the street name and 

waiting a few moments for the list to appear works. If there is a directional 

prefix, it must be spelled out. For instance 222 W Hargett, must be typed as 

“222 West Har”, and then it will appear as an option to choose from.
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GEN-0116 0778746520 5612 Rush Springs Ct
R-6-CU & 

CUD TD

R-6-CU & OX-

3-CU

General 

Comment
Neighbor who is similarly split zoned told her to call CC1-0170

Left message; followed up with email. "Your property is currently split-zoned 

and the proposed remapping would not change that circumstance.  You can 

see exactly what is proposed here: http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/. "I 

understand that you might like for your entire property to be rezoned to R-6. 

If you decide you want to pursue this, your request would be presented to the 

Planning Commission by staff when the Commission reviews the proposed 

remapping in October of this year."

Northwest 11

GEN-0117
General 

Comment

Does the UDO require that new development in Infill areas provide parking? 

For example, the new residential and student housing buildings on 

Hillsborough?  

Emailed with information regarding parking requirements in urban frontages, 

including exemptions for the first 16 residential units and 10,000 sf of 

commercial use. 

GEN-0118 0768057552 9221 Club Hill Drive CUD TD R-4
General 

Comment
Curious about what is happening with rezoning.

Tried calling the number listed, but call not going through. Looks like the 

phone number is listed wrong. There is no email address provided. -DS 

Rechecked and corrected phone number. Left message. He called back and I 

described zoning change to his satisfaction. he also asked about status of 

undeveloped land behind property his family member is looking at buying on 

Palm Bay Lane (between Palm and TW Alexander), which is proposed for R-4. -

DB

Northwest

GEN-0119 0777936247 6901 W Lake Anne Dr R-2 R-2
General 

Comment
Would like a return call

Spoke with. He had general questions about the remapping project:  why, 

when, etc. He was concerned about increasing crime with higher density 

housing being built in Raleigh.

Northwest

GEN-0120 0795748595 616 Glen Eden Drive R-4 R-4
General 

Comment
Ask about proposed remapping change for this property.

Informed inquirer his property is already subject to UDO provisions, that no 

further change is being proposed.
Glenwood

GEN-0121
no info provided in phone 

msg

General 

Comment
Just checking to see what this Remapping Raleigh is all about.

Provided inquirer with overview of remapping intiative, noting that his  

property is R-10, so already subject to UDO.  (Likely was sent notice due to 

property across the street being proposed to be rezoned.)

GEN-0122 1713147688 900 Coleman Street R-20 R-10
General 

Comment
Received 2 cards in mail; just trying to figure out what zoning will impact.

GEN-0123;

GEN-0124

Spoke at length with about the general area in east Raleigh for which the 

proposal is to rezone several acres from R-20 to R-10.  He was interested in 

the zoning of various nearby properties and the implications.  He was unsure 

of his support for the rezoning and may enter comments on the map. 

NOTE: multiple correspondence by phone and email on this property. On 

9/9/14 inquirer left personal voice message with James requesting zoning to 

remain at R-20. On 9/11, review committee decided item will go to Planning 

Commission with no recommendation. --DB

South Central 26

GEN-0123 1713147692 904 Coleman Street R-20 R-10
General 

Comment
Received 2 cards in mail; just trying to figure out what zoning will impact.

GEN-0122;

GEN-0124

Spoke at length about the general area in east Raleigh for which the proposal 

is to rezone several acres from R-20 to R-10.  He was interested in the zoning 

of various nearby properties and the implications.  He was unsure of his 

support for the rezoning and may enter comments on the map.. 

NOTE: multiple correspondence by phone and email on this property. On 

9/9/14 inquirer left personal voice message with James requesting zoning to 

remain at R-20. On 9/11, review committee decided item will go to Planning 

Commission with no recommendation. --DB

South Central 26

GEN-0124 1713494456 113 Waldrop Street R-10 R-10
General 

Comment
Received 2 cards in mail; just trying to figure out what zoning will impact.

GEN-0122;

GEN-0123

Spoke at length with about the general area in east Raleigh for which the 

proposal is to rezone several acres from R-20 to R-10.  He was interested in 

the zoning of various nearby properties and the implications.  He was unsure 

of his support for the rezoning and may enter comments on the map.. 

NOTE: multiple correspondence by phone and email on this property. On 

9/9/14 inquirer left personal voice message with James requesting zoning to 

remain at R-20. On 9/11, review committee decided item will go to Planning 

Commission with no recommendation. --DB

North Central

GEN-0125 1743262638 0 Hodge Road
General 

Comment

Inquirer is contact for New Horizon Holdings. Property is outside city limits. 

Perplexed as to why he got a postcard. Would like a call to determine why he 

got a card. 

Called several times over two days and got a busy signal each time; no chance 

even to leave a message. We determined that he was sent the post card in 

error as there are several Hodge Roads in the County.

GEN-0126
General 

Comment

The new rezoning or UDO is taking some of my property rights away.  Is there 

anything I can do to stop the taking or be compensated for the loss in value.??

I’m writing to follow up on your comment about a proposed rezoning. I’d like 

to provide you with additional information about the property in question. 

Please reply with additional information as to which property you are 

concerned about or contact me by phone so that we can discuss further. 

GEN-0127 0778292912 12304 Leesville Rd R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Received card for property near her house. What is zoning going to be…will I 

be included or is it adjoining property?

Outlined proposed mapping changes to inquirer; noted web site & additional 

information available there.  
Northwest
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GEN-0128 1701595806 3909 Durham Dr R-10 R-10
General 

Comment
Received card; wondering if any more information to send? If so, please do.

Requested that information about the rezoning be mailed to her. I put 

together an information package and mailed it to her on July 10th.
Southwest

GEN-0129 0794923961 404 Chamberlain

R-20 w/ 

NCOD + 

SRPOD

RX-3 w/ 

NCOD + 

SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Sees what's being done; has some questions. Clarified density regulations under RX. Wade

GEN-0130 0768132596
10421 Rosegate Court, 

Unit 206
CUD TD RX-4-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Please contact.

Spoke on the phone with on July 10th. She is in the Brier Creek area and 

needed to know the history of the TD CUD zoning that is being replaced with 

RX-4. Explained this to her; she may leave comments on the web site.

Northwest

GEN-0131 0778065480 7331 ACC Boulevard TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

What does height restriction mean for the area in which property is located? 

Talked with previous person, hard to understand what was meant…is it a max 

or a min or what? Please call.

CC2-0144 Wants 5 stories; will be decided by PC Northwest 7

GEN-0132 1703411899 217 Maywood Avenue NB & R-6 NX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

When, several years ago, I attended meetings in Council Chambers to discuss 

remapping, I distinctly remember that the 217 Maywood Avenue residence 

was to be excluded from any form of business zoning and was to be R-6.  

What the proposed mapping shows when it includes that house is what I 

consider to be a variation of "spot zoning."  Will someone in the Planning 

Department please correct the map so that it reflects what was agreed to at 

that meeting in Council Chambers.

Emailed and told her that staff was not aware of any agreement by Council to 

downzone the property. Gave her the rationale for rezoning the entire pacel 

to NX-3-PL. Mentioned that we would submit her request to the Planning 

Commission to review.

Southwest 25

GEN-0133
General 

Comment

Has a couple questions about grandfathering-in and the time period that 

involves grandfathering-in process with remapping.

Covered Sec. 10.3.2 and 10.3.3. regarding Nonconformities with them to their 

satisfaction.   

GEN-0134 0792772461
2323 & 2327 Lake 

Wheeler Road
R-4 R-4

General 

Comment

Regarding the upcoming remapping, this email is to recommend RX-3 zoning 

for the following properties: 2323 Lake Wheeler Road, PIN #0792772461; 

2327 Lake Wheeler Road, PIN #0792770336. My family lives on Evergreen 

Avenue, and I understand that the Owner of the above properties will be 

contacting the city regarding rezoning. We fully support the opportunity for 

small business on these lots along Lake Wheeler Road.

We will watch for direct contact from this property owner about this issue. Southwest

GEN-0135 1706506492
4220 LASSITER MILL RD 

Raleigh, NC  27609-5757 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0136 1706509316
4359 SIX FORKS RD 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5717 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0137 1705597841
4381 LASSITER MILL RD 

RALEIGH NC 27609- 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0138 1705692906

4270 THE CIRCLE AT 

NORTH HILLS ST 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5740 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0139 1705690521

4191 THE CIRCLE AT 

NORTH HILLS ST 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5712 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0140 1705595377

4100 MAIN AT NORTH 

HILLS ST 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5754 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117
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GEN-0141  1705595341
0 LASSITER MILL RD 

RALEIGH NC - 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0142  1705592477
0 LASSITER MILL RD 

RALEIGH NC - 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0143 1705593807
4217 LASSITER MILL RD 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5723 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0144 1705594776
1261 LASSITER MILL RD 

AIR RALEIGH NC - 

SC w/ SHOD-

2

CX-12-UL w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0145 1706517320
4465 SIX FORKS RD 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5719 
R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0146 1706506961
4401 SIX FORKS RD 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5719 
SC CX-5-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0147 1706504760
0 LASSITER MILL RD 

RALEIGH NC 00000-0000 
SC CX-5-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0148 1706503919
0 ROWAN ST 

RALEIGH NC 00000-0000 
SC CX-5-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31.  Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request for CX-40-UL, 

see email for full request

Midtown 117

GEN-0149 1706501753

4209 LASSITER MILL RD 

3A RALEIGH NC 27609-

5794 

SC CX-5-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with  representatives on 7/31. Will be 

following up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review 

team and forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request; parcel 

excluded from request

Midtown 117

GEN-0150 1706501878
4209 LASSITER MILL RD 

RALEIGH NC 27609-5794 
SC CX-5-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding the re-mapping effort that the City Staff has prepared, Kane Realty 

would like to request and discuss additional density in the North Hills 

Development to align with the goals of furthering the progress of a mixed-use 

node for the City.  We feel that the UDO zoning classes set would impede 

future growth potential.

GEN-0135

Called inquirer and told him we would review his comments, discuss at the 

review team level, and follow up with a meeting later in July to discuss in 

detail. (Update 7/31/14) - Met with representatives on 7/31. Will be following 

up with specific requests, which will be reviewed by the review team and 

forwarded to PC for discussion. 9/29 - Emailed request; parcel excluded from 

request

Midtown 117

GEN-0151 0795180499 3700 Carnegie Lane R-10-CU R-10-CU
General 

Comment

Received card indicating area around property would be rezoned. Not sure I 

understand exactly what that means or would that would mean to me.

Explained the rationale behind the city-wide rezoning process and that the 

vast majority of residential districts were not changed, including her property. 

Also mentioned that property owners within 100ft of a rezoned property 

were notified, although this does not explain why she received notice; 

explained that it could have been because of map clean-up related to the 

south of her property.

Northwest
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GEN-0152 0774865635
Pullen Park 

Neighborhood

General 

Comment

I am hoping to locate existing comments on the City website regarding the Re-

Mapping in my area submitted by Pullen Park and Cameron Park 

residents/homeowners.  Can you direct me to those?  

You can find many of the comments we've received and our responses on the 

Remapping Viewer at http://maps.raleighnc.gov/remapping/. Currently, it 

only displays comments that we received over the web. However, many of 

the comments that we've received over the phone and by email should 

appear there at some point next week. We can email you once those are 

available if you would like. Let us know if you need help finding anything else.

West

GEN-0153 0774865635
1100 Corporate Center 

Dr
TD OP-4-PK

General 

Comment
would like CX for hotel or residential MF/mixed use CC6-0091 Will present request to PC for consideration West 15

GEN-0154 1713086443 715 E Hargett St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for complete comment: My father and I started buying an 

assemblage of lots off of Hargett St beginning when I was in college in 2007. 

Our plan was always to do a nice multifamily development on the property 

since the majority of the land area sits isolated with poor access as is. During 

many instances, we chose these opportunities over other scattered 

opportunities because we felt that we could put together a multifamily 

project that both created quality housing and made economic sense based on 

the R20 zoning. It has recently been brought to our attention that as part of 

the rezoning overhaul that the CIty of Raleigh is going through that the zoning 

is currently set to be changed to R10 which would cut our density in half. I 

would kindly request that your team consider changing our zoning to RX-3 

which would allow us to develop the properties in accordance with our initial 

intentions when we starting buying the assemblage of properties back in 

2007.

Thanks for your inquiry about 709, 711, 712 E Hargett Street and 103, 107 

Kirkman Lane. Your request will be presented to the Planning Commission, 

but is not supported by staff since small area plan guidance for this area of 

the city prioritizes single-family development.

South Central 27

GEN-0155 1713086312 711 E Hargett St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for complete comment: My father and I started buying an 

assemblage of lots off of Hargett St beginning when I was in college in 2007. 

Our plan was always to do a nice multifamily development on the property 

since the majority of the land area sits isolated with poor access as is. During 

many instances, we chose these opportunities over other scattered 

opportunities because we felt that we could put together a multifamily 

project that both created quality housing and made economic sense based on 

the R20 zoning. It has recently been brought to our attention that as part of 

the rezoning overhaul that the CIty of Raleigh is going through that the zoning 

is currently set to be changed to R10 which would cut our density in half. I 

would kindly request that your team consider changing our zoning to RX-3 

which would allow us to develop the properties in accordance with our initial 

intentions when we starting buying the assemblage of properties back in 

2007.

GEN-0154

Thanks for your inquiry about 709, 711, 712 E Hargett Street and 103, 107 

Kirkman Lane. Your request will be presented to the Planning Commission, 

but is not supported by staff since small area plan guidance for this area of 

the city prioritizes single-family development.

South Central 27

GEN-0156 1713085377 709 E Hargett St R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for complete comment: My father and I started buying an 

assemblage of lots off of Hargett St beginning when I was in college in 2007. 

Our plan was always to do a nice multifamily development on the property 

since the majority of the land area sits isolated with poor access as is. During 

many instances, we chose these opportunities over other scattered 

opportunities because we felt that we could put together a multifamily 

project that both created quality housing and made economic sense based on 

the R20 zoning. It has recently been brought to our attention that as part of 

the rezoning overhaul that the CIty of Raleigh is going through that the zoning 

is currently set to be changed to R10 which would cut our density in half. I 

would kindly request that your team consider changing our zoning to RX-3 

which would allow us to develop the properties in accordance with our initial 

intentions when we starting buying the assemblage of properties back in 

2007.

GEN-0154

Thanks for your inquiry about 709, 711, 712 E Hargett Street and 103, 107 

Kirkman Lane. Your request will be presented to the Planning Commission, 

but is not supported by staff since small area plan guidance for this area of 

the city prioritizes single-family development.

South Central 27

GEN-0157 1713085510 107 Kirkman Ln R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for complete comment: My father and I started buying an 

assemblage of lots off of Hargett St beginning when I was in college in 2007. 

Our plan was always to do a nice multifamily development on the property 

since the majority of the land area sits isolated with poor access as is. During 

many instances, we chose these opportunities over other scattered 

opportunities because we felt that we could put together a multifamily 

project that both created quality housing and made economic sense based on 

the R20 zoning. It has recently been brought to our attention that as part of 

the rezoning overhaul that the CIty of Raleigh is going through that the zoning 

is currently set to be changed to R10 which would cut our density in half. I 

would kindly request that your team consider changing our zoning to RX-3 

which would allow us to develop the properties in accordance with our initial 

intentions when we starting buying the assemblage of properties back in 

2007.

GEN-0154

Thanks for your inquiry about 709, 711, 712 E Hargett Street and 103, 107 

Kirkman Lane. Your request will be presented to the Planning Commission, 

but is not supported by staff since small area plan guidance for this area of 

the city prioritizes single-family development.

South Central 27
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GEN-0158 1713084462 103 Kirkman Ln R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for complete comment: My father and I started buying an 

assemblage of lots off of Hargett St beginning when I was in college in 2007. 

Our plan was always to do a nice multifamily development on the property 

since the majority of the land area sits isolated with poor access as is. During 

many instances, we chose these opportunities over other scattered 

opportunities because we felt that we could put together a multifamily 

project that both created quality housing and made economic sense based on 

the R20 zoning. It has recently been brought to our attention that as part of 

the rezoning overhaul that the CIty of Raleigh is going through that the zoning 

is currently set to be changed to R10 which would cut our density in half. I 

would kindly request that your team consider changing our zoning to RX-3 

which would allow us to develop the properties in accordance with our initial 

intentions when we starting buying the assemblage of properties back in 

2007.

GEN-0154

Thanks for your inquiry about 709, 711, 712 E Hargett Street and 103, 107 

Kirkman Lane. Your request will be presented to the Planning Commission, 

but is not supported by staff since small area plan guidance for this area of 

the city prioritizes single-family development.

South Central 27

GEN-0159 1732791975 0 Poole Road
General 

Comment
Questions about remapping. GEN-0160

He was curious about how the rezoning would affect three properties he 

owns.  I explained the situation and he was satisfied, and approved the 

proposed changes.

Southeast

GEN-0160 1732793846 0 Poole Road
General 

Comment
Questions about remapping. GEN-0159

He was curious about how the rezoning would affect three properties he 

owns.  I explained the situation and he was satisfied, and approved the 

proposed changes.

Southeast

GEN-0161 Kirby Street
General 

Comment
Questions about remapping.

He was curious about how the rezoning would affect three properties he 

owns.  I explained the situation and he was satisfied, and approved the 

proposed changes.

GEN-0162 0794625885 20 Bagwell Avenue
General 

Comment
Couple of questions about remapping.

Informed inquirer his property is already subject to UDO provisions, that no 

further change is being proposed.  Noted property to the rear is proposed to 

change to OX; explained transitions which would be required of it, upon 

redevelopment. 

Wade

GEN-0163 1703585891 317 West Morgan
General 

Comment
Owner of The Borough. Has a question about outside dining. Returned call:  Got voicemail.  Left message Central

GEN-0164 1703924234 1435 Garner Rd
General 

Comment

Postal mail contact. Has no plans for property and wonders if city may 

purchase some of the property in the remapping process. Scan of letter 

forwarded to James.

F. J. Armstead

2531 Dalebrook Drive

Charlotte, NC   28216

Contacted the Real Estate Office.  They have been assembling property in this 

vicinity and may be interested in purchasing property.  Gave them a scan of 

the letter; they will respond to property owner.  I am sending a letter also.

South Central

GEN-0165 0786660636 4401 DELTA LAKE DR IND-1 & CM
IX-3-PL & 

CM

General 

Comment

Has very beautiful lake; interested in selling…thinks it could make a great 

tourist attraction/hotel/restaurant. Seemed interested in speaking to 

someone about potential of property.

GEN-0324;

GEN-0331

Replied by email that the City has reviewed the request in the past and found 

no public purpose or benefit that would justify public expenditure to acquire 

the property. Included recent statement from Stormwater division of no use 

to their program. Stated City would not make offer to purchase. Noted wide 

range of uses allowed in IX, that CM highly restricted. If he couldn't find buyer 

or use for lake, he could retain land development advisor as to whether lake 

could be drained and redeveloped.

Northwest

GEN-0166 1703771549
319 FAYETTEVILLE ST 

UNIT 209
BUS w/ DOD DX-40-SH

General 

Comment
Questions about potential increase in taxes? Asked if zip code would change?

Informed inquirer that remapping aims to approximate existing zoning & 

entitlement; multiple variables may come into play regarding long-term value.
Central

GEN-0167 1713886820 2324 New Bern Ave R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Curious which properties around her are changing.  RA: Appears only change 

in close proximity is a bit of boundary cleanup on the R-6 on the Country Club 

property to the South.

We discussed changes to the zoning in the Longview area.  Gave her an 

explanation of the zoning color scheme.  She had no objections or specific 

concerns.

East

GEN-0168 1738309412 8416 Neuse Rapids Rd CUD TD R-6
General 

Comment

Received postcard and has read notice in At Your Service. Wants to know 

what this is all about.

Provided inquirer with overview of remapping purposes and process, 

including comparison of existing and proposed zoning, and further 

opportunities for comment and involvement.

Forestville

GEN-0169
General 

Comment

Interested in some property that is being remapped. Curious about adoption 

timeline for the new map.
Called 7/17 and 7/18 and left messages.

GEN-0170 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

Our north Raleigh neighborhoods are quiet, family friendly environments. We 

have more than sufficient grocery stores in our area: Harris Teeters, Food 

Lions, and Krogers. We do NOT need another grocery store chain in our 

backyard! Recently, the Falls of Neuse road revision was completed to 4-lane, 

median road, both medians on Falls of Neuse and Dunn Rd. This revised the 

Dunn Road intersection for wider traffic lanes and took away the landscaped 

median onto Falls of Neuse. I have several objections to the proposed 

rezoning on this corner for the Publix grocery store [See email for bullet 

points]. It is vital to keep the watershed and its adjacent land clear of our 

pollutants to provide clean water for Raleigh! This area was zoned as 

residential, limiting the number of homes per acre, decades ago for good 

reason. To say "Raleigh is growing" is not reason to compromise our city and 

its water supply! I am so disappointed that rezoning is being considered at 

Falls of Neuse and Dunn Rd!

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain. As part of the same City-

initiated remapping process, the properties immediately south, at Falls of 

Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to be zoned Planned 

Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant provisions of the Falls 

River master plan. There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, 

in this area. This case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning 

Commission. You can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 

'Subscriptions' at www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and 

City Council.

North
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GEN-0171 1705021421 2615 Glenwood Ave O&I-1 OX-3-GR
General 

Comment

Would like a return call on Monday, 7/21; Just looking for an explanation of 

what the proposed changes mean for his property.

Provided overview of differences between O&I-1 and OX districts, as well as 

height limit and Green frontage. Mailed Zoning Comparison info sheet for O&I-

1 to OX to provide more detail on permitted uses and lot/bulk/density 

standards. 

Glenwood

GEN-0172 0784004330 5723 Waycross St R-10 R-10
General 

Comment

Looking for a callback for explanation of how any proposed changes may 

impact this property.

Informed inquirer that the property's zoning would not change (already 

subject to UDO).
West

GEN-0173 1714407770 307 Colleton Rd R-10 R-6
General 

Comment

Looking for a callback for explanation of how any proposed changes may 

impact this property. Note: Part of area down-zoned per Action Item A-KC 1 of 

King Charles Area Plan

Provided explanation of difference between R-10 and R-6, noting that this was 

proposed in accordance with the Comp Plan's King Charles Area Plan (Action 

Item A-KC 1). Also provided some general information on DHIC's Washington 

Terrace renovations/redevelopment.

East

GEN-0174
General 

Comment

Is there a way to look at the current and proposed zoning of an area. I click on 

the number and nothing happens. Not very interactive.

If you could provide us more information about the property you are 

interested in getting information on, we could be of more assistance. As far as 

the interactivity of the map, you can search by address, or pan/zoom and click 

on any property to get more information about our proposal. If you are 

experiencing difficulty with the search, usually just typing the house number 

and the first few letters of the street and waiting a moment allows it to search 

all of our addresses and presents yours to click on. Alternatively, you can 

zoom into the area of the map you would expect to find your property and 

click anywhere and a blue box will appear listing the address you have 

selected.

GEN-0175 1703397766 116 Saint Marys Street
O&I-1 

w/DOD
OX-12

General 

Comment

This has serious flaws in the map.....my address does not come up. Is not 

recognized, yet it is only 1 block off of Hillsborough Street !!!!!

Apologies for the map not performing for you. For some reason St Marys 

Street has been coded into our address database as Saint Marys Street, so if 

you type in “116 Saint M” and give it a moment, 116 Saint Marys Street 

should appear as the only result to click on. This property is proposed to 

change from Office & Institution-1 with Downtown Overlay District to Office 

Mixed Use with 12 Story Height zoning. Office & Institution zoning is generally 

intended for suburban office parks and medium to high density residential 

uses. Office Mixed Use is the most similar district in the new development 

code, allowing office uses, as well as housing options. A 12 story height limit 

was chosen here as this property currently exceeds our next lowest 7-story 

designation at 8 stories tall. Please let us know if you have any further 

questions or need additional assistance.

Hillsborough

GEN-0176 1704531326 514 Cleveland Street SP R-30 R-10
General 

Comment
Curious to know of any rezoning proposals for Cleveland Street

Provided inquirer with overview of remapping initiative, with details regarding 

approaches in her particular area (currently SP R-30).
Five Points

GEN-0177 1725181135 3709 SOUTHAMPTON CT R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

It seems as if a summary of what changes WILL happen would have been a 

much more effective communications vehicle. No maps. Surely there aren't 

THAT many changes to make this bad application worth the tax money it took 

to develop it. It's a colossal failure, and I'm disappointed with the city. I'm 

always cheerleading the city's efforts. This "solution" is not a solution. If you 

could have made it as simple as the Wake County's school board's app for 

finding local schools for one's kids, that would have worked. You should have 

dumped the maps and had the user enter an address and then have a 

summary: "The zoning will not change here." OR "Zoning will change from R-

whatever to R-whatever, and that means..."  ...and link to what was now 

allowed or not allowed -- in plain language. You could have also had one map 

that showed where the zoning WAS changing -- using just one color. That 

would have been useful.

WEB-19522 See email for response. Atlantic

GEN-0178 0769102450 10640 Glenwood Avenue TD CX-3-PK
General 

Comment

Representing Ruby R. Rich Family Limited Partnership that owns property. 

Would like to speak with someone about the proposed rezoning of the 

property.

Provided some basic comparative information about TD and CX. Sent follow-

up email with more detailed information about the Parkway frontage 

requirements.

Northwest

GEN-0179 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

Please do not rezone this area for Neighborhood Mix use. I have lived here for 

9 years and love the Bedford area and support the growth that this area was 

intended for but not an over sized supermarket and another strip mall area. It 

does not fit the character of this area and we are also very well served with 

several very convenient grocery stores within a 3 mile area. We need to 

encourage small businesses in the area and the support of local development. 

This is a great spot and there will be a good use for the right business in this 

area but a Publix or allowing rezoning for a large development does not 

preserve the original planning for this site. Its sad to see how easy we 

overlook the character of an area and the economy can be served with small 

business development just as well as the eye sore and traffic headache of a 

large corporation over taking it. I ask that you please vote no to rezoning. 

Almost 3000 people in this community have voiced their opinion opposing 

this.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain. As part of the same City-

initiated remapping process, the properties immediately south, at Falls of 

Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to be zoned Planned 

Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant provisions of the Falls 

River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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GEN-0180 0775806054 1549 Fullerton Place
CUD O&I-2 

w/ PDD
PD

General 

Comment
What does remapping mean for us? Please let us know the details.

Under the Unified Development Ordinance, the Planned Development District 

(PD) replaces the Planned Development Overlay District (PDD) in the existing 

code. This is a name change only. The master plan that governs zoning under 

the PDD overlay will become the zoning governance of the PD district upon 

adoption of the new zoning map.

West

GEN-0181 1726307563 4270 Lake Ridge Drive R-10 R-10
General 

Comment
Would like to speak with a planner regarding what development will entail. CC1-0057

Received return call 7/28/14.  Caller had questions regarding nearby 

properties being remapped to IX-3 and NX-3.  Described those districts and 

emailed link to remapping website.

Atlantic

GEN-0182
General 

Comment

When you click on a "for more Information" you get a full copy of the code 

book. Please change to have hot button go directly to the section of the code 

being referenced on the map.

Thanks for your message, but we’re not sure what you mean. The "Learn 

More" links for the proposed zoning are set up to go directly to the page of 

the Unified Development Ordinance being referenced. If you look at the link 

that it takes you to, it should be formatted with the last "/##/" being the page 

number that it takes you to. This is how we set it up and tested it. If there is a 

specific link that is not working for you, please let us know which one so we 

can fix it; for instance, if you clicked "Learn More" for the NX- description and 

it didn’t work. If it continues to not work for you, it would be helpful if you 

could send us a little bit of information about how you are accessing the 

viewer.  For instance, if you are using a tablet, what kind?...what browser and 

version are you using?...if a PC, what operating system? Thanks again for your 

inquiry. Hopefully it will function correctly for you in the future.

GEN-0183 0796924835
4702 Ludwell Branch 

Court
R-4 w/PDD PD

General 

Comment

See email: "I would object to any changes from R-4. We live in a highly 

developed area now...Our quiet location here is perfect. That is why we chose 

it. Please consider our quality of life if you are thinking about changing the 

zoning.  I did not choose to live here only to have all that changed. We do not 

need large shopping centers in this area. There are plenty."

Under the Unified Development Ordinance, the Planned Development District 

(PD) replaces the Planned Development Overlay District (PDD) in the existing 

code. This is a name change only. The master plan that governs zoning under 

the PDD overlay will become the zoning governance of the PD district upon 

adoption of the new zoning map.

Midtown

GEN-0184
General 

Comment

Lives in Edenton NC. Owns five units at "Creedmoor center" in North Raleigh. 

Wondering if that was going to be rezoned or if anything was going to happen 

to that.

Provided inquirer with overview of remapping initiative, with details regarding 

her properties and the timeline ahead.
North

GEN-0185 1704547412 1220 Pierce St IND-2 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property at 1220 Pierce should not be zoned OX-3, and should be zoned R-

10 like the rest of the neighborhood.  The property is a separate tract from 

301 Jefferson and due to its dimensions and location is not suitable for 

development as OX-3.  This property should be zoned as R-10 as shown on the 

existing proposed rezoning map.

GEN-0081;

 CC2-0109

Given the current split-zoning on the property and the existing development 

as a parking lot, we continue to feel that OX-3 is an appropriate 

recommendation. 

Five Points 23

GEN-0186 1704009631 1615 Hillsborough Street
O&I-2 

w/SRPOD

OX-5-GR 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Attorney with Manning Fulton Skinner representing owner Nancy Wright; 

would like to discuss process of the zoning remapping with someone.
CC1-0135 Called back with information on remapping project and proposed zoning. Hillsborough

GEN-0187 1715280777 3800 Colgate Place R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Lives next to the very first property zoned as O&I-3, and sees now that O&I-3 

is completely gone from the UDO. Would like to talk with someone about O&I-

3.

WEB-20803

The public comment period for the remapping process will remain open until 

September 30, subsequently the remapping recommendations and all 

comments will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for their review 

beginning October 14. Your comments, as well as the property owner’s will be 

presented to the Commission for their consideration. Closer to time, I will be 

able to provide details about when the Planning Commission will discuss this 

particular issue.

Midtown 28

GEN-0188 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0189 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0190 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0191 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0192 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0193 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0194 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0195 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0196 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0197 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0198 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0199 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0200 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0201 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0202 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0203 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0204 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0205 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0206 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0207 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0208 1737288327 5400 Alafia Court CUD-TD R-6
General 

Comment
What zoning is proposed for this property?

Left voicemail with information on proposed zoning district (R-6) and how it 

compares to current zoning (CUD TD). Also, noted that this proposed change 

is a closer fit with current uses in neighborhood.

Forestville

GEN-0209
1704534811

1704534891
504 Washington Street SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Have owned property 62 years. Rezoning proposal not feasible for her. Has 

been paying taxes at R-30 for 60 years. Planned to build duplex on vacant lot, 

now not allowed. Proposal cutting her income and she is a senior on fixed 

income.

Spoke to caller about the properties, 502 and 504 Washington Street. 502 is 

one of the last vacant properties in the neighborhood. Explained differences 

between R-10 and RX-3. She is requesting RX-3 for her properties. Brought her 

request to the 7/31 review team meeting and the review team supports 

changing the properties to RX-3. Left message that Staff recommends RX-3 for 

the two properties.

Five Points 31

GEN-0210 0758643319 9655 Collingdale Way CUD-TD R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Caller represents CIP Brier Creek LLC. Not in favor of zoning change. GEN-0336

He mentioned having additional sites he would like to discuss as well. Asked 

him to provide Staff with a list of these properties in order to research them 

prior to meeting to discuss. 8/18/14 BW called to follow up; left vm with 

contact info. See GEN-0336 for resolution.

Northwest 48

GEN-0211 1714162497 1600 Wake Forest Road IND-2 NX-3-PL
General 

Comment

One third of parcel occupied by restaurant building, 2/3 is vacant. Can he put 

additional restaurant use or building on parcel without subdividing?

Called and spoke with citizen. Let them know that two businesses/restaurants 

cannot be located on the same lot. A subdivision would be necessary. 

Referred them to Celia to schedule a DDS meeting. 

East
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GEN-0212 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0213 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0214 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0215 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0216 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0217 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0218 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0219 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0220 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0221 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0222 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0223 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

Page 78 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

GEN-0224 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0225 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0226 1703276298 1115 West Lenoir Street
IND-2 w/ 

HOD-G

IX-3 w/ HOD-

G

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email: Neighboring owner at 1105 W Lenoir St has concerns about 

proposal for 1115 W Lenoir St. "...Trucks come and go from the property 

regularly, often at odd hours. There is a city easement between our property 

and the commercial property that is unused by the city, unenforced, and 

access has been fenced off by our neighbor, with a sign reading 'no 

trespassing'. The building takes up a small area on the corner and the rest of 

the lot is used for various purposes. There has been ongoing construction and 

much moving about and continuous noise from various trucks back and forth, 

and many people coming and going since we moved in. There seems to be a 

series of dumpsters and trucks of all types. As I write, there is a crane out 

there moving large amounts of dirt around. I am curious as to how the 

property will be re-zoned in order to create something congruous with the 

rest of Boylan Heights, which is a Historic District that is subject to Historic 

District guidelines."

This effort is meant to replace certain zoning districts from our former 

development code with districts found in the new UDO.  It is not meant to 

change basic categories of zoning uses allowed on a property, even if the 

existing zoning/use is out of character with the neighborhood.  As the existing 

property is zoned for industrial uses, we are changing the zoning on the 

property to the closest district found in the new regulations which is IX in this 

case.  Our rezoning efforts are not intended to render existing uses on the 

property non-conforming.  The only districts in the new regulations that allow 

for industrial type uses are Industrial Mixed Use (IX) and Heavy Industrial, IX 

being the lesser of the two districts in terms of what type of industrial uses 

could take place.  If you would like to discuss this further, please don’t 

hesitate to contact me.  Also, if you feel there are zoning violations on the 

property, I can put you in contact with the Zoning Enforcement folks.

Central

GEN-0227 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0228 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0229 1721697880 2009 Citation Drive CUD-IND-1 IX-3-CU
General 

Comment

Lives at 908 Vandora Ave Garner. iMAPs search indicates this property subject 

to remapping. Requesting someone to call her back and give some description 

of twhat is happening in remapping of Raleigh.

Left voicemail with information on the remapping process as well as 

information on current zoning district (IND-1 CUD) and proposed zoning 

district (IX-3-CU). Asked to call back if any further questions. 

South

GEN-0230 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0231 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0232 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0233 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0234 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0235 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0236 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0237 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0238 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0239 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0240 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0241 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0242 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0243 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0244 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0245 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0246 1714297326 2200 Atlantic Avenue IND-2 IH
General 

Comment

 My clients, Jim & Steven Peden, own property at the end of Wicker Drive 

between Atlantic Avenue & Capital Boulevard. They would like to meet with 

you to discuss the City’s plans for their property. 

GEN-0319

Sent email that item will go to review team to schedule meeting; will follow 

up with date of meeting. 

--Meeting scheduled for 8/13/2014. See GEN-0319 for response.

East 32

GEN-0247 1714299235
1111 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
IND-2 IH

General 

Comment

 My clients, Jim & Steven Peden, own property at the end of Wicker Drive 

between Atlantic Avenue & Capital Boulevard. They would like to meet with 

you to discuss the City’s plans for their property. 

GEN-0246;

GEN-0320

Sent email that item will go to review team to schedule meeting; will follow 

up with date of meeting. 

--Meeting scheduled for 8/13/2014. See GEN-0320 for response.

East 32

GEN-0248 1714390095
1121 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
IND-2 IH

General 

Comment

 My clients, Jim & Steven Peden, own property at the end of Wicker Drive 

between Atlantic Avenue & Capital Boulevard. They would like to meet with 

you to discuss the City’s plans for their property. 

GEN-0246;

GEN-0322

Sent email that item will go to review team to schedule meeting; will follow 

up with date of meeting. 

--Meeting scheduled for 8/13/2014. See GEN-0322 for response. 

East 32

GEN-0249 1714393386 1859 Capital Boulevard IND-2 IH; IX-3
General 

Comment

 My clients, Jim & Steven Peden, own property at the end of Wicker Drive 

between Atlantic Avenue & Capital Boulevard. They would like to meet with 

you to discuss the City’s plans for their property. [Note: this parcel is 

bifurcated by rail line ROW resulting in split zone -DB]

GEN-0246;

GEN-0321

Sent email that item will go to review team to schedule meeting; will follow 

up with date of meeting. 

--Meeting scheduled for 8/13/2014. See GEN-0321 for response.

East 32

GEN-0250 1714298779 1200 Wicker Drive IND-2 IX-3-PL
General 

Comment

 My clients, Jim & Steven Peden, own property at the end of Wicker Drive 

between Atlantic Avenue & Capital Boulevard. They would like to meet with 

you to discuss the City’s plans for their property. 

GEN-0246;

GEN-0318

Sent email that item will go to review team to schedule meeting; will follow 

up with date of meeting. 

--Meeting scheduled for 8/13/2014. See GEN-0318 for response.

East 32

GEN-0251 1728143831 10550 Durant Road SC w/PDD PD
General 

Comment

I am reviewing the remapping impacts for a number of different sites for a 

clients and the one located at 10550 Durant Road indicates the old zoning as 

SC with PDD overlay and the proposed zoning as PD.  Can you provide me a 

copy of the proposed PD zoning or the Master Plan for that site? How does 

that work with no underlying zoning district?

Under the Unified Development Ordinance, the Planned Development District 

(PD) replaces the Planned Development Overlay District (PDD) in the existing 

code. This is a name change only. The master plan that governs zoning under 

the PDD overlay will become the zoning governance of the PD district upon 

adoption of the new zoning map.

North

GEN-0252 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0253 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

Page 84 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

GEN-0254 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0255 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0256 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0257 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0258 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0259 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0260 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0261 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0262 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0263 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0264 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0265 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0266 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0267 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0268 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0269 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0270 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0271 0794277420 3513 Leonard St R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Mother received and misplaced postcard; calling to find out what postcard 

was in reference to

Talked with citizen about what is proposed and how he can get more 

information on-line.
Glenwood

GEN-0272 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0273 0793367974 2514 Avent Ferry Road
R-30 

w/SRPOD

RX-3 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment
Owner of condo Apt. 201. Calling to find out what this remapping is all about.

Left voicemail with basic information on the rezoning and explained that RX-3 

is the closest comparable UDO district to the R-30 the property is zoned as 

now. Added that RX does allow a small amount of retail and office in bottom 

floor, corner apt buildings. Asked to call back if any other specific questions.

West

GEN-0274 0783110641 1508 Mary Francis Place
R-6 

w/SRPOD

R-6 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Curious as to what is going on with remapping. Looked at website but 

couldn’t figure it out. Please leave message of any length.

Left voicemail with basic information on the rezoning and explained that the 

zoning for the property in question is not changing. Noted that owner may 

have received postcard due to office uses across the street that are being 

converted to UDO district; explained that this change is minor and reflects 

current office uses there. Asked to call back if any other questions.

West

GEN-0275 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0276 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0277 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0278 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0279 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0280 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0281 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0282 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0283 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30
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GEN-0284 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0285 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0286 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0287 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0288 1706537021 4812 Six Forks Road O&I-2 OX-4
General 

Comment

Referred by City Council office. Adjacent property owner at 4535 Revere 

Drive. Wanted to speak with planning staff member for general information 

on remapping and interested to know what implications of rezoning were on 

the wooded area running northwest from her property.

CC3-0018 Provided requested information Midtown

GEN-0289 1703602268 1705 S Wilmington St IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests properties bounded by Bluff St, S Wilmington St, Walker St, and PIN 

1703501032 be zoned IH instead

Emailed response on behalf of Carter that staff does not support the request 

to change the proposed zoning. —DB

Inquirer made follow-up request to zone just the properties owned by 

inquirer in subject area to IH. Replied by email 8/18/14 that staff still does not 

support request. —DB

Southwest 33
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GEN-0290 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0291 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0292
General 

Comment

See email; various comments unrelated to Remapping; focused on Downtown 

Plan

Replied by email to acknowledge receipt of his comments; copied Trisha 

Hasch on the reply so she could plug comments into dowtown planning effort.

GEN-0293 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email; Followup to initial response; "When a record 522 citizens show up 

for a Raleigh Citizens Advisory Council meeting, and over 95% of them vote 

against the city allowing those properties to be used to build a 50,000 square 

foot grocery store, then there is a specific need to prohibit that type of retail! 

Mapping that area as NX-3 would allow a 50,000 square foot grocery store to 

be built on that property, while mapping that area as OX-3 would not allow 

that use, but would allow other retail uses."

GEN-0221

Note that the area staff has proposed to remap from CUD BC to NX-3-CU is 

only 4.35 acres. This is only 1/3rd of the 13 acres under consideration for 

rezoning as part of Z-1-2014. Also note that OX does not allow stand-alone 

retail development, and only permits retail uses to develop as a portion of a 

mixed-use building. Specifically, "the retail use cannot exceed 15% of the 

gross floor area of the entire building or 4,000 square feet, whichever is 

greater." As such, any retail development could only occur in OX as part of a 

larger Office or Residential structure...Staff will await the decision of City 

Council of whether or not they approve the request of [Z-1-2014]. Should the 

case be denied by City Council, your comments will be presented to Planning 

Commission and City Council for consideration as part of their decision 

making process about what the future zoning of these properties should be as 

part of the city-wide remapping effort.

North 30

GEN-0294 1703382467 737 WEST HARGETT ST

IND-2 

w/SRPOD & 

DOD

DX-5-UL 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Hello and thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns. I live in a two 

story townhouse at 131 Fenner Lane.  I'm in an end unit running parallel and 

directly on the 700 block of West Hargett St. If I'm reading the maps correctly, 

the block of Hargett directly across the street from me is changing to DX-5-UL. 

While I do support the density, I'm concerned about possible uses, such as 

bars, lounges, nightclubs, etc...I don't think that anyone wants to live across 

the street from a bar or nightclub. This block of Hargett is very narrow and my 

property (and several others) is right on it. Can the use criteria be adjusted? 

Thank you again and I appreciate your time. P.S. I hope I don't sound like a 

NIMBY... like the people that moved into Glenwood South after all the clubs 

and then complained about the noise.

WEB-23042

Sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/14 that Staff does 

not support change request, but it will be forwarded to PC.

Hillsborough 34
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GEN-0295 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0296 0794559790 612 Dixie Trail R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Did not receive postcard but looking at online map of rezoning area wonders 

if her property is in rezoning area.
Explained that there are no changes proposed to the zoning of this property. Wade

GEN-0297 0777799590 8433 Lunar Stone Place CUD TD R-10
General 

Comment
No comment just left contact info.

Left voicemail with basic explanation of existing and proposed zoning, 

specifically that the proposed R-10 zoning reflects the current development 

patterns and uses on the ground today. Asked to call back if any other 

questions.

Northwest

GEN-0298 1715132763 407 East Six Forks Road R-4; NB R-4; CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

With Hobby Properties calling on behalf of owner. Property is split zoned; 

would like to request that proposed rezoning eliminate the split zoning

GEN-0299;

WEB-23378

Discussed by phone that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/14: "We believe 

that the questions you raise regarding the split zoning of these properties 

merit discussion at a future meeting of the Planning Commission. That forum 

would provide an opportunity to engage all affected property owners in the 

discussion."

Midtown 35

GEN-0299 1715134729 2907 Wake Forest Road R-4; NB R-4; CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

With Hobby Properties calling on behalf of owner. Property is split zoned; 

would like to request that proposed rezoning eliminate the split zoning

GEN-0298;

WEB-23362

Discussed by phone that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/14: "We believe 

that the questions you raise regarding the split zoning of these properties 

merit discussion at a future meeting of the Planning Commission. That forum 

would provide an opportunity to engage all affected property owners in the 

discussion."

Midtown 35

GEN-0300 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0301 1703507217 212 Walker Drive
IND-2 

w/SHOD-2

IX-3 w/SHOD-

2

General 

Comment

Did not receive postcard but wants to know what is going on and is also 

concerned about zoning vioolations on property propsed for IH to the south of 

his properties

Called and had long conversation regarding zoning change rationale and his 

concerns regarding property use to the south. Sent email with mailing service 

copy of postcard showing mailing address and copy of zoning exchange sheet.

Southwest

GEN-0302 1704403178 618 West Jones Street
CUD RB 

w/NCOD

OX-3-DE-CU 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to discuss how to remove conditions on property, which would be 

difficult to adhere to under the proposed zoning

Discussed by phone that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/14: "Staff does 

not have the authority to remove legal and enforceable conditions on 

property. Our guidance documents in these cases require us to roll the 

conditions forward into the new zoning proposal.  We will present your 

request at a future meeting of the Planning Commission. That forum would 

provide an opportunity to engage all affected property owners in the 

discussion."

Hillsborough 36

GEN-0303 0796220746
5151 & 5171 Glenwood 

Ave
O&I-1

OX-3-PK & 

OX-4-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

[Client] owns and manages several properties in the City of Raleigh. He has 

annotated some recommended zoning changes for the property...Please let 

me know what process I will need to go through to get these changes made. 

(Requests OX-7)

Dan B sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; Bynum will follow up after that. The recommendations for the 

parcels you inquired about reflect the existing context and entitlements. 

While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater height, 

staff believes that those decisions should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. 

Northwest 37
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GEN-0304 1717205910 6204 Falls of Neuse Rd SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

[Client] owns and manages several properties in the City of Raleigh. He has 

annotated some recommended zoning changes for the property...Please let 

me know what process I will need to go through to get these changes made. 

(Requests CX-6)

GEN-0303

Dan B sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; Bynum will follow up after that. The recommendations for the 

parcels you inquired about reflect the existing context and entitlements. 

While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater height, 

staff believes that those decisions should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. 

North 38

GEN-0305 0794243022 3801 Hillsborough St
IND-2 w/ 

SRPOD

NX-3-PL w/ 

SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

[Client] owns and manages several properties in the City of Raleigh. He has 

annotated some recommended zoning changes for the property...Please let 

me know what process I will need to go through to get these changes made. 

(Requests NX-5)

GEN-0303

Dan B sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; Bynum will follow up after that. The recommendations for the 

parcels you inquired about reflect the existing context and entitlements. 

While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater height, 

staff believes that those decisions should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. 

Wade 39

GEN-0306 1704032618 616 Oberlin Rd
CUD O&I-2 w 

/ PBOD
OX-5-UG-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

[Client] owns and manages several properties in the City of Raleigh. He has 

annotated some recommended zoning changes for the property...Please let 

me know what process I will need to go through to get these changes made. 

(Requests OX-6)

GEN-0303

Dan B sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; Bynum will follow up after that. The recommendations for the 

parcels you inquired about reflect the existing context and entitlements. 

While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater height, 

staff believes that those decisions should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. 

Hillsborough 40

GEN-0307 0787212125 7601 Glenwood Ave TD CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

[Client] owns and manages several properties in the City of Raleigh. He has 

annotated some recommended zoning changes for the property...Please let 

me know what process I will need to go through to get these changes made. 

(Requests CX-5)

GEN-0303

Dan B sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; Bynum will follow up after that. The recommendations for the 

parcels you inquired about reflect the existing context and entitlements. 

While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater height, 

staff believes that those decisions should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. 

Northwest 41

GEN-0308 1704044011 702 Oberlin Rd O&I-1 OX-4-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

[Client] owns and manages several properties in the City of Raleigh. He has 

annotated some recommended zoning changes for the property...Please let 

me know what process I will need to go through to get these changes made. 

(Requests OX-6)

GEN-0303

Dan B sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; Bynum will follow up after that. The recommendations for the 

parcels you inquired about reflect the existing context and entitlements. 

While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater height, 

staff believes that those decisions should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. 

Hillsborough 40

GEN-0309 0779005348
Only zip provided - 27617

[7245 Aquinas Avenue]

General 

Comment

Received postcard and would like to ask a couple of questions; is a little 

confused and a little concerned.

Noted that subject property (7245 Aquinas Avenue) is within overlapping 

jurisdictions (Durham County/ Raleigh); offered overview of remapping 

intiative.

Northwest

GEN-0310 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0311 1702301391 3720 S Wilmington Street
IND-1 

w/SWPOD

IX-3 

w/SWPOD

General 

Comment
Would like to speak with someone.

Provided information on the remapping project and the translation of this 

property from IND-1 w/ SWPOD to IX-3 w/ SWPOD. Sent email with more 

detailed comparison of permitted uses under the two districts.

Southwest
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GEN-0312 1729223012 1500 & 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email GEN-0188

See email for complete response: "...As you are probably aware these 

properties are part of an active, privately-initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-

2014) that also includes parcels to the south, proposing to rezone them to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional Use (NX-3-CU). The public 

process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of the City's remapping 

initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide remapping effort. Should Z-

1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide remapping 

recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded by the new 

zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be."

North 30

GEN-0313 1704533419 501 Washington St SP R-30 & NB R-10 & NX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email…requesting expansion of NX zoning to entire parcel.

Sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/15: "We believe 

that the current staff recommendation for this parcel is the best 

interpretation of existing zoning entitlements and current land use and 

development context. The primary scope of the remapping project is to 

transition from the former zoning code to the new Unified Development 

Ordinance districts, not to engage in making substantive changes to the 

existing zoning entitlements. If it is desired that this parcel be rezoned in the 

future to allow for expansion of the neighborhood business/neighborhood 

mixed use designation, staff believes that that decision should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning."

Five Points 42

GEN-0314 1715541727 1625 Navaho Dr
IND-1 w/ 

SHOD-2

IX-3 w/SHOD-

2

General 

Comment

I am not familiar with the new zoning code, so I do not know what my options 

are. I thought there was a proposal, a few years ago to zone the areas near 

the proposed rapid transit stations very high density to encourage high rise 

development that was conducive to mixed use and high density development. 

The idea being that the rail would provide good access without a large 

increase in auto traffic. This block is ideally suited for this intense 

development because: There is a large amount of property with only three 

owners; The relatively cheap and small number of older buildings on the 

property; The proposed adjacent light rail station; The vehicular access from 

the beltline; The nearness to downtown and North Hills; The small impact that 

higher density would have on residential development. I would like to meet 

with the City staff to discuss the possible options and how to go about 

requesting the appropriate reclassification as part of the rezoning  that is now 

underway.

WEB-20498; 

WEB-20482

Emailed and asked for clarity on his request, including what building height he 

requests and whether he is requesting a different base zoning district. See 

GEN-0314; Update (9/26/14) - Owner requests IX-5 w/ SHOD-2. Taking 

request to 9/30/14 Staff Review Team meeting.

Atlantic 83

GEN-0315 1704042504 2211 Van Dyke Ave

R-10 

w/NCOD & 

SRPOD

R-10 

w/NCOD & 

SRPOD

General 

Comment

Would like to talk with someone about the history of her particular zoning 

area and has other questions about zoning. call during AM; out noon-nite.

Called on August 11th and left message, she called back on the 12th and left a 

message.  Said she will call again tomorrow at 9.  Spoke with her at length on 

August 13 and assured her that her property is not going to be rezoned.

Wade

GEN-0316 0796147270 1300 Tribute Center Dr
O&I-1; CUD 

O&I-1; CM

RX-5-PK; OX-

3-PK-CU; CM

General 

Comment

Resident at 4945 Carteret Dr. Calling to verify zoning of property behind her 

that fronts on Glenwood.

Left voice mail message for her to call me back for discussion. Complex zoning 

pattern behind her property will require more than a voice mail description. 

Spoke with inquirer; she wanted to be sure that the greenway easement of 

the apartment complex agreement remained; reassured here that CM and 

CUD aspects of creekside buffer remained and that greenway easement was 

part of the conditions and there were no plans for it to be on her side of the 

creek.

Northwest

GEN-0317 1716861420
5512 Old Wake Forest 

Road

Industrial-1 

(IND-1)

Industrial 

Mixed Use 

(IX-) with 

Height up to 

3 Stories 

with Parking 

Limited 

Frontage

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Calling in reference particularly to CC1-0053. CC1-0053

Have spoken to owner numerous times. She would like to change the name of 

her street. Referred this to GIS in May through email, also spoke with owner 

about the process and whom to contact. Will attempt to have someone from 

GIS call her back again. 

North
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GEN-0318 1714298779 1200 WICKER DR IND-2 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See letter: "...we ask that you remove the barrier to redevelopment an 

industrial zoning designation creates. We request a zoning designation of 

Commercial Mixed Use with a seven story height limit and Parking Limited 

frontage (CX-7-PL). We do understand and accept that this will make the 

current use an 'existing non-conforming use'. We have reviewed the 

nonconformity section of the UDO, Article 10.3, and believe we can live with 

the implications of this decision. The CX-7-PL is consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan, the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan, The Growth 

Framework map and our vision for the future of our property."

CC6-0034; 

GEN-0250

See letter from property owners. Staff supports request and will present to PC 

for review
East 32

GEN-0319 1714297326 2200 ATLANTIC AVE IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See letter: "...we ask that you remove the barrier to redevelopment an 

industrial zoning designation creates. We request a zoning designation of 

Commercial Mixed Use with a seven story height limit and Parking Limited 

frontage (CX-7-PL). We do understand and accept that this will make the 

current use an 'existing non-conforming use'. We have reviewed the 

nonconformity section of the UDO, Article 10.3, and believe we can live with 

the implications of this decision. The CX-7-PL is consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan, the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan, The Growth 

Framework map and our vision for the future of our property."

GEN-0318;

GEN-0246

See letter from property owners. Staff supports request and will present to PC 

for review
East 32

GEN-0320 1714299235
1111 E WHITAKER MILL 

RD
IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See letter: "...we ask that you remove the barrier to redevelopment an 

industrial zoning designation creates. We request a zoning designation of 

Commercial Mixed Use with a seven story height limit and Parking Limited 

frontage (CX-7-PL). We do understand and accept that this will make the 

current use an 'existing non-conforming use'. We have reviewed the 

nonconformity section of the UDO, Article 10.3, and believe we can live with 

the implications of this decision. The CX-7-PL is consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan, the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan, The Growth 

Framework map and our vision for the future of our property."

GEN-0318;

GEN-0247

See letter from property owners. Staff supports request and will present to PC 

for review
East 32

GEN-0321 1714393386 1859 CAPITAL BLVD IND-2 IH; IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See letter: "...we ask that you remove the barrier to redevelopment an 

industrial zoning designation creates. We request a zoning designation of 

Commercial Mixed Use with a seven story height limit and Parking Limited 

frontage (CX-7-PL). We do understand and accept that this will make the 

current use an 'existing non-conforming use'. We have reviewed the 

nonconformity section of the UDO, Article 10.3, and believe we can live with 

the implications of this decision. The CX-7-PL is consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan, the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan, The Growth 

Framework map and our vision for the future of our property."

GEN-0318;

GEN-0249

See letter from property owners. Staff supports request and will present to PC 

for review
East 32

GEN-0322 1714390095
1121 E WHITAKER MILL 

RD
IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See letter: "...we ask that you remove the barrier to redevelopment an 

industrial zoning designation creates. We request a zoning designation of 

Commercial Mixed Use with a seven story height limit and Parking Limited 

frontage (CX-7-PL). We do understand and accept that this will make the 

current use an 'existing non-conforming use'. We have reviewed the 

nonconformity section of the UDO, Article 10.3, and believe we can live with 

the implications of this decision. The CX-7-PL is consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan, the Capital Boulevard Corridor Plan, The Growth 

Framework map and our vision for the future of our property."

GEN-0318;

GEN-0248

See letter from property owners. Staff supports request and will present to PC 

for review
East 32

GEN-0323 0783792872 1291 Schaub Dr R-10 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Not sure she is interested in remapping, but wants to find out more about it. 

Address given was 3312 Octavia St (PIN 0783959058 no change in R-4 zoning), 

but believe caller is probably referring to this property (condo at master 

address 1110 Schaub) as determined in iMAPs.

Left voicemail with basic information about the remapping project and 

proposed change in zoning from R-10 to RX-3 due the current split zoning of 

condominium parcel. Asked to call back if any other specific questions.

West

GEN-0324 0786660636 4401 DELTA LAKE DR IND-1 & CM
IX-3-PL & 

CM

General 

Comment
Persistent caller still wants to sell his lake to the city.

GEN-0165; 

GEN-0331

Sent email: Your offer of sale of this property to the City of Raleigh has been 

noted. The City of Raleigh will not be making an offer to purchase. If you are 

unable to identify a purchaser and have no use yourself for the lake, you could 

retain a land development advisor to explore whether the lake can be drained 

and the parcel redeveloped.

Northwest

GEN-0325 0778748776 8970 Ebenezer Church Rd
R-10-CU, R-6-

CU, CUD TD

R-10-CU, R-6-

CU, OX-3-CU

General 

Comment
HOA would like property to be rezoned. GEN-0087

Left voicemail for HOA representative; advised that request would be 

presented to PC and left contact info should she have follow up questions
Northwest 11

GEN-0326 0784434350 115 Grand Ave IND-1 NX-3-PL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

The proposed property starts at Youth Center Dr., going down past Grand 

Ave., Marsh Ave. and on down. (See tile 23)  The zoning would go from 

industrial, to mixed use, this would be neighborhood friendly for the 

Westover subdivision.  A rezoning would also continue the overall effort of 

the city to improve and expand upon the high quality of life in Raleigh.  I 

strongly support this rezoning.

Thanks for letting us know you are in favor of the changes we have proposed. 

It is always good to get some positive feedback.
West N/A
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GEN-0327 0784433287 5305 Dorcas St IND-1 NX-3-PL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

As a property owner that is contiguous to the proposed zoning changes along 

Hillsborough St., I support the proposed zoning changes from industrial to 

neighborhood mixed use. 

Thanks for letting us know you are in favor of the changes we have proposed. 

It is always good to get some positive feedback.
West N/A

GEN-0328 0784434350 115 Grand Ave IND-1 NX-3-PL
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

See GEN-0326. Sent an email but is also interested in receiving a call back on 

the comment.
GEN-0326

Called on 8/15; She just wanted to reiterate her support for the changes 

we've proposed along Hillsborough St adjacent to her property, and 

wondered about the timeline. Thanked her and let her know how we expect 

the process to proceed through Planning Commission and City Council, 

though we cannot be sure of a timeline for final adoption.

West N/A

GEN-0329 1713147688 900 Coleman Street R-20 R-10
General 

Comment

1.  I received two post cards indicating you propose to rezone my properties. 

2.  I think you are referring to 900 Coleman Street and 904 Coleman Street; if 

not please advise 3.  Please advise by email on the: a.  current and proposed 

zoning for my properties b.  different types of on zoning available for a 

property 4. After I receive the above by email, I will likely email in a comment.

GEN-0122

Returned property owner's email on August 19th.  Included screen shots of 

the existing and  proposed zoning for his two lots on Coleman Street.  

Explained why much of east Raleigh is being rezoned from R-20 to R-10 

instead of RX.  Explained to him how to give feedback.  These are the same 

questions he asked over the phone in July. NOTE: multiple correspondence by 

phone and email on this property. On 9/9/14 inquirer left personal voice 

message with James requesting zoning to remain at R-20. On 9/11, review 

committee decided item will go to Planning Commission with no 

recommendation. --DB

South Central 26

GEN-0330 1713147692 904 Coleman Street R-20 R-10
General 

Comment

1.  I received two post cards indicating you propose to rezone my properties. 

2.  I think you are referring to 900 Coleman Street and 904 Coleman Street; if 

not please advise 3.  Please advise by email on the: a.  current and proposed 

zoning for my properties b.  different types of on zoning available for a 

property 4. After I receive the above by email, I will likely email in a comment.

GEN-0123

Returned property owner's email on August 19th.  Included screen shots of 

the existing and  proposed zoning for his two lots on Coleman Street.  

Explained why much of east Raleigh is being rezoned from R-20 to R-10 

instead of RX.  Explained to him how to give feedback.  These are the same 

questions he asked over the phone in July. NOTE: multiple correspondence by 

phone and email on this property. On 9/9/14 inquirer left personal voice 

message with James requesting zoning to remain at R-20. On 9/11, review 

committee decided item will go to Planning Commission with no 

recommendation. --DB

South Central 26

GEN-0331 0786660636 4401 DELTA LAKE DR IND-1 & CM
IX-3-PL & 

CM

General 

Comment

Thank you Sir very much for you e-mail ,God bless you, I try to sell it to the 

city of Raleigh ,not because I want that ,but because this property( as my 

knowledge )and been told  used by  the city of Raleigh to dump storm water 

through few pipes go through the property ,so it used for public service even 

it is a private property ,I clean it ,pay taxes on it ,.....so I need the city of 

Raleigh to buy it or remove the pipes and stop dump the storm water to my 

property so I can use it as a private property, some one told me it is illegal to 

dump water to some one else property ??,I think also this area can be cleaned 

and be as a Park with or without visitors,or may be with the neighbor 

property can be a hotel or offices  or any good use of it,Thank you very much 

for your concern ,God bless you.

GEN-0165; 

GEN-0324

Sent email: Your offer of sale of this property to the City of Raleigh has been 

noted. The City of Raleigh will not be making an offer to purchase. If you are 

unable to identify a purchaser and have no use yourself for the lake, you could 

retain a land development advisor to explore whether the lake can be drained 

and the parcel redeveloped.

Northwest

GEN-0332 0795039036 2609 Glen Burnie Drive R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Very curious; he is right next to a property that is R-10. Looks like changes to 

apartment complex and shopping center that are in Lake Boone Trail area 

near Wycliff. Would like to find out exactly what R-10 means bordering his 

property. Seems to be differrent from the R-4 property; what changes in that 

particular house there--single family house now.

Explained proposed rezoning from split R-10/R-15 to RX-3 for the apartment 

property adjoining caller's property. Also sent email with more details on the 

existing and proposed zoning, how to find development plan information, and 

stormwater contacts for flooding issues on adjacent property.

Northwest N/A

GEN-0333 1705176739 3359 Alleghany Dr
General 

Comment

Snail mail from executor of estate for property. Requests that we stop 

delivering mail to the house, which is about to be sold.

Postcard was received for 5540 Munford Road. Sent a postal mail letter of 

response explaining our use of Wake Co Tax Assessor mailing database.
Glenwood N/A

GEN-0334 0794372031 3514 WADE AVE SC CX-3
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Request from representatives of property owner of Ridgewood to increase 

height designation to 7 stories, based on argument that existing SC would 

allow such height with appropriate setbacks; See letter in Rezoning inbox for 

more detail

Will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; no urban form or built context to 

justify height above 3 stories
Glenwood 43

GEN-0335 R-6 R-6
General 

Comment
Can you send me information about how new UDO affects R-6 zoning?

Informed inquirer of purposes, aims and processes of remapping, including 

details pertinent to subject area.

GEN-0336 0758925523 9200 Bruckhaus St
CUD TD w/ 

PDD
PD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0337 0758614856 9951 Sellona St CUD TD OX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

Will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; recommendation was made based 

on use allocation of CUD. Planning Commission will discuss further.
Northwest 44

GEN-0338 0758624475 9931 & 9911 Sellona St CUD TD OX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; recommendation was made based 

on use allocation of CUD. Planning Commission will discuss further.
Northwest 44

GEN-0339 0758622858 9932 Sellona St CUD TD OX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; recommendation was made based 

on use allocation of CUD. Planning Commission will discuss further.
Northwest 44
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GEN-0340 0758630092 9930 Sellona St CUD TD OX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; recommendation was made based 

on use allocation of CUD. Planning Commission will discuss further.
Northwest 44

GEN-0341 0758636098 9910 Sellona St CUD TD OX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; recommendation was made based 

on use allocation of CUD. Planning Commission will discuss further.
Northwest 44

GEN-0342 0759809897 2501 TW Alexander Dr CUD TD RX-3-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties; NOTE: Existing Conditions prohibit "commercial 

uses of all types" and "office" and limit Residential development

GEN-0210
will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; existing conditions to remain and 

base district selected to best match range of allowed uses.
Northwest 45

GEN-0343 0759910693 0 Glenwood Ave CUD TD RX-3-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties; NOTE: Existing Conditions prohibit "commercial 

uses of all types" and "office" and limit Residential development

GEN-0210
will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; existing conditions to remain and 

base district selected to best match range of allowed uses.
Northwest 45

GEN-0344 0759813420 11109 Glenwood Ave CUD TD RX-3-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties; NOTE: Existing Conditions prohibit "commercial 

uses of all types" and "office" and limit Residential development

GEN-0210
will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; existing conditions to remain and 

base district selected to best match range of allowed uses.
Northwest 45

GEN-0345 0758719148 10701 Globe Rd
CUD TD w/ 

SHOD-2

RX-3-PK w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; recommendation was made based 

on use allocation of CUD. Planning Commission will discuss further.
Northwest 46

GEN-0346 0758935530 9400 Brier Creek Pkwy CUD TD CX-3-PK
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0347 0758931723 9550 Brier Creek Pkwy CUD TD CX-3-PK
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0348 0758836853 9600 Brier Creek Pkwy CUD TD CX-3-PK
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0349 0758833743 9650 Brier Creek Pkwy CUD TD CX-3-PK
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0350 0768274384
10400 Little Brier Creek 

Ln
CUD TD CX-3-PK

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0351 0768274764
10450 Little Brier Creek 

Ln
CUD TD CX-3-PK

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0352 0768286308 10401 Glenwood Ave CUD TD CX-3-PK
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0353 0768084863 10594 Sporting Club Dr CUD TD NX-3-PK
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0354 0768184675
10501 Little Brier Creek 

Ln
CUD TD R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests R-6; Part of large change request list received for various Brier Creek 

& Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; parcel is adjacent to R4 and R6 

areas, could be R6
Northwest 47

GEN-0355 0758643319 9655 Collingdale Way CUD TD R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; recommendation was made based 

on use allocation of CUD. Planning Commission will discuss further.
Northwest 48

GEN-0356 0758685362 0 TW Alexander Dr CUD TD R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0357 0758672060 0 TW Alexander Dr CUD TD R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0358 0758698122 0 TW Alexander Dr CUD TD R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0359 0758544195 11001 Globe Rd CUD TD R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. Northwest

GEN-0360 1830412549 11009 Ingleside Pl
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3-PK 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North
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GEN-0361 1830318692 11005 Ingleside Pl
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3-PK 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0362 1830412237 11008 Ingleside Pl
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3-PK 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0363 1830421903 11601 Forest Pines Dr

CUD TD & R-

6-CU 

w/UWPOD

OX-3-PK & R-

6-CU 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0364 1739187931 13800 Falls of Neuse Rd
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3-PK 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0365 1739183751 13700 Falls of Neuse Rd

CUD TD & 

CUD SC 

w/UWPOD

CX-3-PK 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0366 1739084787 2801 Wakefield Pines Dr
CUD SC w/ 

UWPOD

NX-3 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties; NOTE: Only condition on property related to 

RoW reimbursement, FLUmap calls for NMU

GEN-0210
will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; merits further discussion by 

Planning Commission, outside staff purview
North 49

GEN-0367 1739483301 10720 Common Oaks Dr
 CUD O&I-1 

w/ UWPOD

 OX-5-CU w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0368 1739480364 10740 Common Oaks Dr
 CUD O&I-1 

w/ UWPOD

 OX-5-CU w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0369 1739480681 10840 Common Oaks Dr
 CUD O&I-1 

w/ UWPOD

 OX-5-CU w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0370 1739388681 10860 Common Oaks Dr
 CUD O&I-1 

w/ UWPOD

 OX-5-CU w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0371 1739482599 10820 Common Oaks Dr
 CUD O&I-1 

w/ UWPOD

 OX-5-CU w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0372 1739388866 10900 Common Oaks Dr
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3-PK w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0373 1830524664 11555 Common Oaks Dr
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

NX-3-PK w/ 

UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3-PK; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210

will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; merits further discussion by 

Planning Commission, outside staff purview
North 50

GEN-0374 1739170617
2820 Wakefield Crossing 

Dr

CUD SC w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3 w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0375 1739079330
2760 Wakefield Crossing 

Dr

CUD SC w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3 w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0376 1739075238
2720 Wakefield Crossing 

Dr

CUD SC w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3 w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0377 1739079449
2800 Wakefield Crossing 

Dr

CUD SC w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3 w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0378 1729988780 2730 Wakefield Pines Dr
CUD SC w/ 

UWPOD

NX-3 w/ 

UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Requests CX-3; Part of large change request list received for various Brier 

Creek & Wakefield properties; NOTE: Only condition on property related to 

RoW reimbursement, FLUmap calls for NMU

GEN-0210
will discuss with review team on 8/22/14; merits further discussion by 

Planning Commission, outside staff purview
North 49

GEN-0379 1739485281 10701 Forest Pines Dr
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3-PK w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0380 1739398664 14201 Falls of Neuse Rd
CUD TD w/ 

UWPOD

CX-3-PK w/ 

UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Agree with proposal here; Part of large change request list received for 

various Brier Creek & Wakefield properties
GEN-0210 Acknowledged receipt of comment. North

GEN-0381 1737288748 5401 Cahaba Way CUD TD R-6
General 

Comment
Would like a call back to explain the rezoning

Explained differences between existing and proposed zoning, specifically that 

the proposed R-6 zoning reflects the current development patterns and uses 

on the ground today. Also sent email with more information about 

development plans for two parcels near Capital Blvd and Perry Creek Rd.

Forestville

GEN-0382 NB or R-20
NX-3-UL or 

RX-3

General 

Comment

Caller referenced intersection of S Saunders and Lenoir and then call broke up 

before his question; call back.

Informed inquirer of purposes, aims and processes of remapping, including 

details pertinent to subject area.
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GEN-0383 1715289233 Dresser Ct O&I-3 OX-3
General 

Comment

Called again to ask about O&I-3 to OX-3 translation around Dresser Ct; Would 

like a call back to discuss

GEN-0187; 

WEB-20803

Explained the Planning Commission review process and advised him that Gov 

Delivery would be the best way for him to follow the process and participate.
Midtown 28

GEN-0384 0784215140
5615 & 5619 Hillsborough 

St
NB CX-3-GR

General 

Comment

Disagrees with proposal…requests IX-3 with no frontage; see email for more 

detail

Recommended base district and frontage were selected based on existing 

entitlements and small area plan guidance; staff does not support alternate 

requested

West 51

GEN-0385 1726492472 5710 & 5720 Capital Blvd TD IX-3-PK
General 

Comment

Disagrees with proposal…requests increased height with no frontage; see 

email for more detail
GEN-0384

Recommended base district and frontage was selected based on existing 

entitlements; staff does not support alternate request
Northeast 52

GEN-0386 1724965306 1453 N New Hope Rd IND-1 IX-3-PL
General 

Comment

Disagrees with proposal…requests no frontage; see email for more detail; 

Note: address provided tied to billboard on parcel
GEN-0384

Recommended base district and frontage was selected based on existing 

entitlements and Urban Form Map designation; staff does not support 

alternate request

Northeast 53

GEN-0387 1717217840 1057 Bullard Court O&I-1 OX-3
General 

Comment
Received postcard and is interested in what remapping entails.

Informed inquirer of purposes, aims and processes of remapping, including 

details pertinent to subject area.
North

GEN-0388
General 

Comment

Mailed information to husband on remapping. Card has another worman's 

name on address, not hers. Need a call right away to explain why someone 

else's name is on title.

Spoke with her by phone. She did not have info or card at hand to be very 

helpful. Property address appears to be 8260 Hillside Drive. Doing a little 

research and will follow up with them. Husband may call back too. FOLLOW-

UP: left message with them that Wake County Revenue Dept records have an 

error in the database: property notice for address at Brickell Dr. in Florida.

GEN-0389 913 Cedar Downs Dr.
General 

Comment

See email; requesting transition exemption in Article 3.5 regarding mixed-use 

districts & residential districts separated by streets be removed from UDO

Thank you for your comment about the proposed rezoning of 6500 Chapel Hill 

Road. The topic of transition requirements between mixed use zoning districts 

and residential zoning districts separated by public right of way was discussed 

at the City Council’s Comprehensive Planning Committee meeting on 

Wednesday, August 27. The issue was referred to the City Council’s next work 

session to be held on September 16 at 11:30 am in Room 305 of the Raleigh 

Municipal Building at 222 West Hargett Street.

West

GEN-0390 Downtown
Comment about 

Proposed Height

See email; supports consistent DX- category, but recommends greater heights 

across the board

Replied by email that recommendation would be taken to review team for 

discussion and response. Review team suggests that while increased height 

seems appropriate, there is no existing context or specific plan guidance 

recommending such. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to 

allow for greater height, that decision should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. Staff does not agree with your 

request for additional height, however the request will be forwarded to the 

Planning Commission for their consideration.

Central Unmapped

GEN-0391 1707485597 7630 Six Forks Road R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Commercial broker with client looking at property. Wonders if it could be CX- 

or RX- and would that allow climate controlled self storage.

Left message with DeShele's contact info to schedule pre-application 

conference.
North

GEN-0392 0758990749
2511 T.W.Alexander 

Drive
CUD TD R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Follow-up call returning Carter's message. Review team decision documented 

in CC5-0177 response: 

"Review team recommends NX-3-PK as consistent with nearby 

recommendations. UPDATE - left message with the proposed change"

CC5-0177

We are playing phone tag. I left her a message to call me to discuss. Spoke 

with her. Property is listed for sale with contract pending to someone 

interested in day care center use for the property. Advised it was a use by 

right in NX- district. Explained implications for site development under -PK 

frontage. She stated she felt better about the zoning district proposal and 

thanked me for the info.

Northwest 14

GEN-0393 1718102514 8021 Falls of Neuse Road SC CX-3-PL
General 

Comment
Calling to learn how remapping would affect property

informed inquirer of purposes, aims and processes of remapping, including 

details pertinent to subject area.
North

GEN-0394 0774824927 6500 CHAPEL HILL RD IND-1 CX-3-PL
General 

Comment

Our neighborhood, Nowell Pointe, is aware of plans to rezone the property for 

sale at the corner of Chapel Hill Rd and Nowell Rd in Raleigh.  As residents of 

the Nowell Pointe neighborhood directly across the street from said property, 

we vehemently request, with City Council At-Large Representative Russ 

Stephenson, that a 100-foot transition buffer be maintained between the 

narrow, 2-lane Nowell Rd and any new development planned for that site.  

We have enjoyed and appreciated the forested area directly across from the 

entrance to our neighborhood for nearly 15 years, and to eliminate that 

natural landscape buffer would significantly alter the aesthetics of our small, 

residential community.   Please maintain a minimum 100-foot transition 

buffer between Nowell Rd and proposed development on that corner site!

Thank you for your comment about the proposed rezoning of 6500 Chapel Hill 

Road. The topic  of transition requirements between mixed use zoning 

districts and residential zoning districts separated by public right of way was 

discussed at the City Council’s Comprehensive Planning Committee meeting 

on Wednesday, August 27. The issue was referred to the City Council’s next 

work session to be held on September 16 at 11:30 am in Room 305 of the 

Raleigh Municipal Building at 222 West Hargett Street.

West

GEN-0395 1703799324 200 E. Edenton

O&I-2 

w/HOD & 

DOD

DX-3-DE 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height
Objects to both height and frontage; see email.

Advised by email of review team meeting and that I would follow up. Emailed 

review team response 8/29: Staff believes the points you raise have merit, 

and will be recommending to the Planning Commission that the subject parcel 

(PIN 1703799324) be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use-four stories-Urban 

General frontage (DX-4-UG).

North Central 54

GEN-0396 Wakefield & Brier Creek various various
General 

Comment

May revise request between now and Sept 30 based on conversations with 

ownership team.
GEN-0336

Will revise request to PC based on any comment received between now and 

9/30/14; Request not revised - initial request outside administrative purview; 

to be reviewed by Planning Commission 10/9/14
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GEN-0397 0793367974 2514 Avent Ferry Road
R-30 

w/SRPOD

RX-3 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Caller indicated he is with Ammons-Pittman Prop Mgmt; one of our folks 

called about Ivy Commons and was calling back as the manager of the HOA 

there to find out what this was all about. NOTE: He provided no contact info 

or who among us called; info here is product of research. Nearest item I can 

find he may be referencing is GEN-0273 -DB

GEN-0398

Spoke with inquirer on the phone and explained about the remapping project.  

His main concern was about Z-16-14 Varsity Drive, that there might not be 

enough parking provided on-site there and people will be parking in the 

nearby condo community that he represents.  I gave him the phone no. of the 

Z-16 applicant and advised about speaking at upcoming Planning Commission 

and City Council meetings regarding his concerns with the zoning case.

West

GEN-0398 0793378387 1515 Crest Rd
R-20 & R-30 

w/SRPOD

RX-3 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Caller indicated he is with Ammons-Pittman Prop Mgmt; one of our folks 

called about Ivy Commons and was calling back as the manager of the HOA 

there to find out what this was all about. NOTE: He provided no contact info 

or who among us called; info here is product of research. Nearest item I can 

find he may be referencing is GEN-0273 -DB

GEN-0397

Spoke with inquirer on the phone and explained about the remapping project.  

His main concern was about Z-16-14 Varsity Drive, that there might not be 

enough parking provided on-site there and people will be parking in the 

nearby condo community that he represents.  I gave him the phone no. of the 

Z-16 applicant and advised about speaking at upcoming Planning Commission 

and City Council meetings regarding his concerns with the zoning case.

West

GEN-0399 1724732135 1015 Corporation Pkwy IND-1 IX-3
General 

Comment

Went to website for info but it wouldn't pull up address. Would like to know 

what is proposed. NOTE: website has been flaky of late; I was able to get info 

but would not show parcel boundaries. -DB

GEN-0400 Phoned her and provided the information. Southeast

GEN-0400 1724734126 1021 Corporation Pkwy IND-1 IX-3
General 

Comment

Went to website for info but it wouldn't pull up address. Would like to know 

what is proposed. NOTE: website has been flaky of late; I was able to get info 

but would not show parcel boundaries. -DB

GEN-0399 Phoned her and provided the information. Southeast

GEN-0401
General 

Comment

Real estate appraisor interested in general information about remapping 

project and timeframe
Phoned him and gave him the overview.

GEN-0402 0784815120
4500 Western Boulevard, 

Ste. 102

SC w/SHOD-

2 & SRPOD

CX-5 

w/SHOD-2 & 

SRPOD

General 

Comment

Lessor operating an auto maintenance shop in the former auto service bays of 

the K-Mart. Wants to know if auto sales would be allowed under current 

zoning and what would be the implications under the proposed UDO mixed 

use zone. Does not plan to have an auto display area, but want to be able to 

be licensed by state as a dealer for sales transactions as a sideline to his repair 

business. Parcel is adjacent to Westgrove Towers parcel to the north, 12-story 

residential apartment communty. iMAPs shows Westgrove Street to the 

north, but it must be a private street as there is no public ROW between the 

two parcels; they abut.

Discussed with client, and ended up being a permit question. Wants to start 

an auto sales business to coincide with auto repair. Not affected by 

remapping. Directed to permitting. 

West

GEN-0403 1713147688 900 Coleman Street R-20 R-10
General 

Comment

1. I just noticed your email.; 2. To the best of my recollection, I discussed two 

things with Mr. Brantley.; a.  Keeping the zoning of 900 and 904 Coleman 

Street as R20 since it will also reduce sale-ability. b. Changing the zoning of 

900 and 904 Coleman Street(s) to allow BOTH residential uses and business 

uses at the same time.  Any application required for this? Do you see any 

negatives to having both; it will help residents survive economic downturns. 

Also my properties are near a major boulevard and across the street from a 

large apartment; 3. I'll also call you.  Please send me a list of zoning codes and 

summary definitions. My PC is having probelms. I'll call you tomorrow.

WEB-29442

See email reply sent 9/19/14. Advised that R-20 could not remain; why R-10 

was chosen; discussed home occupations and live-work options for residential 

districts; discussed nature of commercial/office mixed use districts and zoning 

practice of clustering districts; advised referral to PC without 

recommendation.

South Central 26

GEN-0404 1714153275 1301 Brookside Drive R-20 RX-3
General 

Comment

Could you please tell me the owner's name for the company called Smith 

Modern LLC that owns the land at 1301 Brookside Drive, Raleigh, NC?   Thank 

you

Sent inquirer an email directing them to the Secretary of State's online 

corporations database search tool 

http://www.secretary.state.nc.us/corporations/csearch.aspx

Mordecai

GEN-0405
General 

Comment
"Please call; we appreciate being able to have a question answered."

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation. 

GEN-0406 1704402337 623 West Lane Street RB w/NCOD
OX-3-DE 

w/NCOD

General 

Comment
Calling for information on remapping

Called and left message on Sept. 10.  Spoke withthe afternoon of the 10th.  

Explained the reasons for the remapping and the implications for his property  

in the Glenwood South area.  His major concern is that there is not enough on-

site parking being provided by businesses on Glenwood Avenue.

Hillsborough

GEN-0407 1725812559 2401 N. New Hope Rd. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-04

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast

GEN-0408 1725814179 2341 N. New Hope Rd. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-04

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast

GEN-0409 1725719996 4129 Iverson St. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-04

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast
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GEN-0410 1725811908 4133 Iverson St. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-0415

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast

GEN-0411 1725822021 4137 Iverson St. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-0415

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast

GEN-0412 1725812718 4138 Iverson St. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-0415

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast

GEN-0413 1725810453 4133 Kincaid Dr. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-0415

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast

GEN-0414 1725812471 4143 Kincaid Dr. R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

GEN-0407 

thru

GEN-0415

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northeast

GEN-0415 1704650379 423 Bickett Blvd.

Split: CUD R-

20 & 

R-10 

w/NCOD 

(most)

Split: RX-3-

CU & 

R-10 

w/NCOD 

(most)

General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask. 

NOTE: split zone is product of adjacent parcel conditional use case where the 

street centerline was erroneously extended through the southern portion of 

this lot, rather than jogging to exclude it. --DB

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Five Points

GEN-0416 0786961033 5930 Glenwood Ave. SC CX-3-PL
General 

Comment

Calling about 2401 North New Hope Road (and several vacant lots in that 

area), 423 Bickett Blvd., and 5930 Glenwood Ave. Calling about remapping, 

know little about it other than that it is happening, and hardly know what 

questions to ask.

Spoke with on the phone on September 10th.  Explained the overall 

remapping project and how it pertains to her properties.  She may contact PD 

later to request that her R-6 properties have a more intense zoning, but she's 

not ready to ask for that until she speaks with her attorney.

Northwest

GEN-0417 1704957813
1337 & 1339 Mordecai 

Drive
R-6 w/NCOD R-6 w/NCOD

General 

Comment

1. Is property within zoning remapping, if so, what is proposed?

2. Will this increase my taxes?

3. Oh, another question, back lot—driveway…not wide enough for two cars to 

pass, will remapping open it up so it could be used for something?

Explained that there are no changes proposed to the zoning of this property. Mordecai

GEN-0418 1703098776 219 Park Ave
SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like to talk with someone about the downzoning you are preparing. WEB-15367

Talked to by phone on 9/15. She very much opposes the staff 

recommendation of R-10 for this area and prefers RX. Advised that this area 

will be considered carefully by PC. She requests notification by post rather 

than by email as to when this issue will be discussed by the Planning 

Commission.

Hillsborough 116

GEN-0419 1737001356 4821 Bivens Drive R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

I was on the website which was in my water bill 

pamphlet:www.RaleighUDO.us. I attempted to locate the list of 

neighborhoods which have zoning proposals. I put in my address as directed 

an the site said this would take me to the "list" of areas scheduled for 

rezoning. I only saw a map and I was unable to find out how to read the map 

and there was no list. Can you please send me the list to which the website 

referred and then I can see if I locate my neighborhood. *Note: near Z-10-

2014

Sent email with information on how to use the map viewer to search for 

properties by address or by direct selection. Noted that there are no 

proposed zoning changes to her property or immediate surrounding 

neighborhood.

Northeast

GEN-0420 1704446017 720 Bishops Park Drive O&I-1 RX-3
General 

Comment

Would like to hear more about what the Remapping Raleigh project is about 

and how it affects his neighborhood
GEN-0421

Called back and provided information on remapping project. Caller shared 

concerns on Glewnood South density, uses, etc. reaching up into Five Points 

neighborhood; also sees that many multi-family rental properties have been 

turned back to single family use in Five Points and doesn't want this to be 

reversed. Explained that first draft of new zoning map downzones parts of 

Five Points (Special R-30) to R-10 to reflect use and context on the ground 

today; also shared that accessory dwelling uses are not a part of the UDO. 

Sent email with links to the map viewer and project website for more 

information.

Five Points
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GEN-0421 1704446017 720 Bishops Park Drive O&I-1 RX-3
General 

Comment

With the apartments being built around us right now, (over 1500) in a ten 

block area there is no way that this area can handle more traffic that would 

come with back yard apts..totally against it = a nay vote!! From over 53 

homeowners at bishops park condos alone and that's w/o getting the 

neighbors around us to sign a petition. Let me know if you need a signed 

petition to stop this in our area which is the 31 area on your map! 

GEN-0420

Thanks for your email regarding the remapping project. Per our conversation 

yesterday, backyard cottages or accessory dwelling units are not a part of the 

city’s new Unified Development Ordinance (UDO). The Raleigh Public Record 

has a nice article that discusses some of the background and conversation on 

this issue and Council’s decision to not include this development option in the 

UDO. The remapping project is focused on translating legacy zoning districts 

(commercial, retail, industrial, and higher density residential areas) into the 

new zoning districts in the UDO. This document gives a good overview of how 

staff approached the translation of the legacy zoning districts into the new 

districts. I’ve also attached a document which directly compares the existing 

zoning of your property with the proposed UDO zoning (Office & Institutional-

1 to Residential Mixed Use – 3 story height limit). 

Five Points

GEN-0422
General 

Comment

See email: various comments requested to go along with previous requests 

being forwarded to the planning commission

GEN-0384-

>0386

Thanks for your additional comments about the remapping. New 

correspondence, along with earlier email messages, will be forwarded to the 

Planning Commission for consideration as part of their review of the citywide 

remapping.

51/52/53

GEN-0423 1704412869 618 N. Boylan Avenue 

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I oppose the rezoning for the areas around 618 N. Boylan Avenue (along 

Johnson Street, Peace Street and Glenwood) to Downtown Mixed Use.  I 

support Downtown RESIDENTIAL Use.  The building limit for the area east of 

618 N. Boylan should not be allowed to have anything to infringe upon site 

lines from the 5th floor of that property. 

WEB-3841; -

3842

will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff does not support. 

Recommendations based on small area plan guidance.
Hillsborough 55

GEN-0424 wants to discuss family owned properties with staff scheduled to meet 9/24 at 2 pm; See GEN-0489 Atlantic 125

GEN-0425 1713084852 600 New Bern Ave SC, O&I-2
NX-3-GR, OX-

3-GR

General 

Comment
wants to discuss

GEN-0430, 

GEN-0431
meeting on 9/22; Requests CX-7-GR; Staff will present to PC without support South Central 149

GEN-0426 1704009302 0 Flint Place

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Mr Hardin represents the property owner of 0 Flint Pl and 1615 Hillsborough 

and inquired whether the Green frontage would apply to both properties, or 

only 1615 Hillsborough. Staff has mapped Green frontage on 0 Flint Place in 

error, and will be proposing removal of the frontage from this parcel. 

Staff has mapped Green frontage on 0 Flint Place in error, and will be 

proposing removal of the frontage from this parcel
Hillsborough 56

GEN-0427 0783158960 614 - 616 Appleton Pl CUD O&I-1 OX-5-CU
Comment about 

Proposed Height

According to the UDO  OX-5-CU & SHOD-1 for the above address, the height 

restriction is 75'. According to Exhibit C Request for Zoning Change, Z-63-04, 

Conditional Use [appears email was cut off or sent before completion -DB]

CC1-0159
Inquirer wanted to clarify permitted height since UDO says 75' and the 

conditions say 68'. I confirmed that the conditions would control height.
West

GEN-0428 1726681771 3900 Sumner Blvd TD CX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email; requests no frontage GEN-0450

Left message with property owner (9/26/14). Need to inquire as to height he 

would like us to consider. Staff not supportive of removing frontage; SEE GEN-

450 for further correspondence

Northeast 57

GEN-0429 1726585352 5405 Oak Forest Rd TD CX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email; requests IX-3
Left message with commenter (9/26/14). Staff would be supportive of IX 

zoning, but with addition of PK frontage.
Northeast 58

GEN-0430 0793881119 2401 Crusader Dr O&I-1 OX-3-PL
General 

Comment
wants to discuss

GEN-0425, 

GEN-0431
meeting on 9/22; seen GEN-0520 Southwest 148

GEN-0431 Hillsborough Street BID various various
General 

Comment
wants to discuss

GEN-0425, 

GEN-0430
meeting on 9/22; BID will contact directly

GEN-0432 0794837095 405 Horne St
R-6 

w/SRPOD

R-6 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

I am the property owner of 405 Horne Street. The properties in the block 

across the street seem much more appropriately zoned like the rest of the 

area: R-6. The properties in this block (between the east side of Horne, the 

south side of Everett, west side of Chamberlain and the north side of Safford) 

are 1-4 family properties. Why is zoning for high density apartments proposed 

for this area?

Emailed with the rationale for the choice of RX for the parcels on the east side 

of Horne Street. Also mentioned that the Oberlin Village NCOD regulations 

would apply to these parcels. Attached the R20 to RX guide and NCOD 

regulations to the email.

Wade

GEN-0433 1703862788 501 South Person Street
RB w/ HOD-

G and DOD

DX-3-DE 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

501 S. Person zoned to be future bar/restaurant. Has daycare in same block 

for 18 yrs. Not ready to be turned into DX-3. Still doing construction at center; 

has parking area to be paved and other things they want to do. Wants to 

make sure she doesn't have to be DX-3 right away. Is concerned by being 

changed right away, just want to talk with someone to review it some more. 

[NOTE: Not sure why she cited 501 S. Person in phone message. PINs of 

daycare property appear to be 1703862792, 1703864622, 1703865639 plus 

property in her name at 1703866645 -DB]

CC1-0024
She was really calling about Z-28-14, the proposed rezoning of 501 S. Person 

Street.
Central
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GEN-0434 1704542749 1307 Filmore Street SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The current zoning is SP R-30 and the proposed rezoning is R-10. The SP R-30 

is a unique high density district. The Special R-30 zoning district allows 30 

dwellings per acre, and features requirements that new structures be of a 

similar size and height as surrounding existing structures. The R-10 

designation restricts the density to 10 units per acre.

The property owner would like to request these properties not be rezoned to 

R-10. Rezoning these parcels to R-10 is contradictive to the existing 

entitlement of the land, initiates a lower density, and would be an economic 

hardship. 

We are requesting the properties be rezoned to the RX designation to allow 

for a higher density than 10 units per acre.

GEN-0435

Spoke with commenter regarding property and rationale for Staff's proposed 

zoning. Brought item to the 9/24 Review team meeting for discussion. Staff 

does not support the change to RX-3. 10/7 - Notified commenter of Staff 

recommendation via email.

Five Points 114

GEN-0435 1704541874 1315 Filmore Street SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The current zoning is SP R-30 and the proposed rezoning is R-10. The SP R-30 

is a unique high density district. The Special R-30 zoning district allows 30 

dwellings per acre, and features requirements that new structures be of a 

similar size and height as surrounding existing structures. The R-10 

designation restricts the density to 10 units per acre.

The property owner would like to request these properties not be rezoned to 

R-10. Rezoning these parcels to R-10 is contradictive to the existing 

entitlement of the land, initiates a lower density, and would be an economic 

hardship. 

We are requesting the properties be rezoned to the RX designation to allow 

for a higher density than 10 units per acre.

GEN-0434

Spoke with commenter regarding property and rationale for Staff's proposed 

zoning. Brought item to the 9/24 Review team meeting for discussion. Staff 

supports the change to RX-3 due to existing multi-family dwelling and density 

on the parcel. 10/7 - Notified commenter of Staff recommendation via email.

Five Points 115

GEN-0436 1703095849 216 Cox Avenue SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I and my husband own and live at 216 Cox Avenue in Pullen Park, and want to 

inquire about our own house, as well as the single-family at 212 and  duplex at 

214 Cox, which are colored on the proposed remapping as  R10.  It seems to 

make sense that these properties would be rezoned RX.  218 Cox, the house 

directly south and next to ours, also a single family residence, is slated for RX.  

We are wondering why the 'line' stopped at 218 with RX, and just the 2 

properties, ours and those mentioned above, were parceled for R10.  

We spoke with our neighbor at 212 Cox who concurs that RX seems to make 

more sense for our properties.  

Thanks for any insights regarding the differences between those two zonings 

for our street.

GEN-0437; -

0438

Emailed commenter and provided her the rationale for the choice of R-10 for 

the properties in question (212-216 Cox Ave). I told her I would take her 

request for RX-3 to the Staff Review team. Staff does not support request. 

10/7 - notified commenter of Staff recommendation via email.

Hillsborough 113

GEN-0437 1703095943 214 Cox Avenue SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I and my husband own and live at 216 Cox Avenue in Pullen Park, and want to 

inquire about our own house, as well as the single-family at 212 and  duplex at 

214 Cox, which are colored on the proposed remapping as  R10.  It seems to 

make sense that these properties would be rezoned RX.  218 Cox, the house 

directly south and next to ours, also a single family residence, is slated for RX.  

We are wondering why the 'line' stopped at 218 with RX, and just the 2 

properties, ours and those mentioned above, were parceled for R10.  

We spoke with our neighbor at 212 Cox who concurs that RX seems to make 

more sense for our properties.  

Thanks for any insights regarding the differences between those two zonings 

for our street.

GEN-0436; -

0438

Emailed commenter and provided her the rationale for the choice of R-10 for 

the properties in question (212-216 Cox Ave). I told her I would take her 

request for RX-3 to the Staff Review team. Staff does not support request. 

10/7 - notified commenter of Staff recommendation via email.

Hillsborough 113
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GEN-0438 1703095947 212 Cox Avenue SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I and my husband own and live at 216 Cox Avenue in Pullen Park, and want to 

inquire about our own house, as well as the single-family at 212 and  duplex at 

214 Cox, which are colored on the proposed remapping as  R10.  It seems to 

make sense that these properties would be rezoned RX.  218 Cox, the house 

directly south and next to ours, also a single family residence, is slated for RX.  

We are wondering why the 'line' stopped at 218 with RX, and just the 2 

properties, ours and those mentioned above, were parceled for R10.  

We spoke with our neighbor at 212 Cox who concurs that RX seems to make 

more sense for our properties.  

Thanks for any insights regarding the differences between those two zonings 

for our street.

GEN-0436; -

0437

Emailed commenter and provided her the rationale for the choice of R-10 for 

the properties in question (212-216 Cox Ave). I told her I would take her 

request for RX-3 to the Staff Review team. Staff does not support request. 

10/7 - notified commenter of Staff recommendation via email.

Hillsborough 113

GEN-0439 1708055596 9128 Stoney Run Drive
R-1-CU; R-6-

CU

R-1-CU; R-6-

CU

General 

Comment

Can't make heads or tails on-line of what is really changing, just need help to 

understand that. [NOTE: split zoned, with some spurious left-over junk from 

early poor GIS mapping…see Ray if you need more explanation —DB]

Called back to let her know that we will do some further research (review 

team discussion) and be back in touch with some answers about the zoning of 

her property. 10/9 - there is no change proposed to owner's property, but we 

are doing further research to see about a zoning map drawing error. This case 

is not impacted by the UDO remapping.

North

GEN-0440 1704105699 113 Hillcrest Rd
R-10 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

General 

Comment

I live at 113 Hillcrest Road adjacent to the parking lot (across from the Velvet 

Cloak Inn) that is proposed for rezoning from O&I-1 to OX-3-GR. Could you 

please answer the following questions? 1. What is the max building height 

limit for the proposed new zoning? 2. What is the rear setback adjacent to the 

rear alley and my residence in the R-10 Cameron Park Overlay? 3. What does 

GR (in OX-3-GR) designate?

Emailed back with answers to questions regarding maximum building height, 

green frontage definition and requirements, and setbacks between mixed use 

and residential district when there is an alley in between. 

Hillsborough

GEN-0441 0794261272
3800 Hillsborough St 

(Meredith Campus)
O&I-1 OX-4

Comment about 

Proposed Height

See email: "Would the planning staff support an OX5 or OX6 

remapping/rezoning of the portion of our campus south of Wade Avenue? 

Our thinking is that the campus is separated from other properties by a major 

highway or roads.  As we have watched the City's adoption of a new 

comprehensive plan and UDO, it appears that the City foresees increased 

density and building height occurring inside the Beltline; and allowing 

increased density and building height is one of the City's policy initiatives. So, 

from our perspective, our request is consistent with the City's vision and will 

enhance the College's ability to better plan the campus in light of the ever-

changing nature of higher education and the community around the College."

will discuss with review team again on 9/30; outside of administrative 

purview, will be forwarded to PC for review 10/9/14
Wade 59

GEN-0442 1722512570 0 Parrish Manor Drive CUD SC NX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has a couple questions about proposed zoning in that he would like to try to 

get rezoned to a different zoning because he thinks it would be helpful down 

the road. [NOTE: remapping viewer does not bring up this address. Search on 

3513 Rockhurst then click on parcel to the east to select 0 Parrish Manor Dr. --

DB] 

GEN-0443

Answered his questions. He would rather have CX-3-CU zoning instead. Took 

his request to the Review Team and the Team does not support the CX-3-CU 

request.

South 60

GEN-0443 1722511113 3513 Rockhurst Drive CUD SC NX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Has a couple questions about proposed zoning in that he would like to try to 

get rezoned to a different zoning because he thinks it would be helpful down 

the road. 

GEN-0442

Answered his questions. He would rather have CX-3-CU zoning instead. Took 

his request to the Review Team and the Team does not support the CX-3-CU 

request.

South 60

GEN-0444 1713270869 219 South Tarboro Road R-4 R-4
General 

Comment
Please return call

Answered general questions about the remapping project and changes in 

surrounding area. Caller wants to see more redevelopment happen in 

neighborhood and asked for contact information for Community 

Development department to find out more information about any 

redevelopment projects they may have in the area; emailed info to caller.

South Central

GEN-0445 1708207421 8410 Old Lead Mine Road CUD O&I-1 OX-4-CU
General 

Comment

One of four owners. Just want to see if any developments came upon that 

property.
CC2-0163

Wanted to see where the remapping process was. Requested that 

information on the current zoning conditions be emailed to him.  Also wanted 

to make a comment that he - and the other property owners - would like the 

remapping to remove the zoning conditions on his property. Emailed 

conditions to caller.

North 61

GEN-0446 1705720862 2731 Anderson Drive R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Parcel is not 65' across street frontage of property as UDO requires for R-4; 

wonders what UDO means versus what he has there.

Caller wanted information about 2008 Hillsborugh Street. Shared the 

proposed zoning (NX-4-UG) and provided details on this district. Also sent 

email with information sheet on BC to NX comparison, frontage requirements, 

and parking regulations under UDO.

Glenwood

GEN-0447 0785366336 4445 Harbourgate Drive R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

Is looking at purchasing property. Will remapping have any effect on 

property?
Let caller know that zoning is not changing as part of the remapping project. Northwest

GEN-0448
General 

Comment

Can you please have a staff person contact the gentleman below? He owns 

property at Rock Quarry and I-40 (1440 Rock Quarry Road.) He has questions 

about the remapping.

GEN-0030; 

WEB-3843

See email requesting 1440 Rock Quarry Road be changed to IX-5 with no 

frontage; will be discussed by review team on 9/30; staff does not support 

removal of frontage

South 63
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GEN-0449 1704009302 0 Flint Place

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Follow-up email confirming acknowledgement of staff's recommendation; 

attach email
GEN-0426 Noted as reminder to attach email response to request Hillsborough 56

GEN-0450 1726681771 3900 Sumner Blvd TD CX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email; requested meeting to discuss plans for property and effects of 

proposed zoning
GEN-0428

Offered to meet with property owners on Monday, 9/29; they would like CX-4 

no frontage, see recombination, greenway easement dedication, and tree 

conservation area dedication map 6/22/2009; staff to discuss on 9/30; staff 

thinks PC should look at this area

Northeast 57

GEN-0451 1721496010 3701 Generosity Ct
CUD IND-1 

w/ SHOD-2

IX-3 w/ 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a member of Stone & Stone Associates, LLC, I wish to oppose the new 

classification of our property...These properties are adjoining and are directly 

on Jones Sausage Road and have been classified as 1X-3-CU.  The property 

directly across Jones Sausage Road from our property has been classified as 

1X-5-CU.  We strongly believe that our limited height allowance will affect the 

value and utilization of our property as compared to the property directly 

across the street.  We believe our property should also be classified as 1X-5-

CU.  Thank you for your consideration of this request.

GEN-0092 SEE EMAIL: emailed response.  South 62

GEN-0452 1721498393 4001 Jones Sausage Rd CUD IND-1 IX-3-CU
Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a member of Stone & Stone Associates, LLC, I wish to oppose the new 

classification of our property...These properties are adjoining and are directly 

on Jones Sausage Road and have been classified as 1X-3-CU.  The property 

directly across Jones Sausage Road from our property has been classified as 

1X-5-CU.  We strongly believe that our limited height allowance will affect the 

value and utilization of our property as compared to the property directly 

across the street.  We believe our property should also be classified as 1X-5-

CU.  Thank you for your consideration of this request.

GEN-0094; 

GEN-0451
SEE EMAIL: emailed response.  South 62

GEN-0453 1721497166 4005 Jones Sausage Rd CUD IND-1 IX-3-CU
Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a member of Stone & Stone Associates, LLC, I wish to oppose the new 

classification of our property...These properties are adjoining and are directly 

on Jones Sausage Road and have been classified as 1X-3-CU.  The property 

directly across Jones Sausage Road from our property has been classified as 

1X-5-CU.  We strongly believe that our limited height allowance will affect the 

value and utilization of our property as compared to the property directly 

across the street.  We believe our property should also be classified as 1X-5-

CU.  Thank you for your consideration of this request.

GEN-0095; 

GEN-0451
SEE EMAIL: emailed response.  South 62

GEN-0454 1704039499 605 WOODBURN RD R-30 RX-3
Comment about 

Proposed Height

It would be great to see a this RX-3 rezoning go to at least a RX-4.  With the 

high construction costs involved in a redevelopment, a higher density is 

needed to make a project feasible.  Cameron Village is designated as a high 

density area yet the 3 floor constraint is saying otherwise.  

Sent email which stated in part "The potential for additional height for all of 

these parcels merits more focused public conversation than is feasible as part 

of the city-wide rezoning process; these questions will be addressed as part of 

the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan that is just getting underway. I hope you will 

be an active voice as part of that process. Your comment along with the staff 

response will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for its consideration 

as it undertakes its review."

Hillsborough 64

GEN-0455 0793997529 410 PARK AVE
O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Would it not be preferable to re-zone Pullen Park as a residential district like R-

10 (like Fred Fletcher Park), rather than OX? Or, if OX is appropriate wouldn’t 

OX with a Green Frontage be more appropriate.

Replied in part: "As a general rule, park lands have been proposed for zoning 

consistent with the zoning districts and uses of the general area within which 

they are located. There are very limited areas of residential zoning and usage 

surrounding Pullen Park, unlike Fred Fletcher Park, which is almost entirely 

surrounded by residential districts and uses. Likewise, frontages are an 

optional designation for mixed use districts in order to establish or preserve a 

desired development pattern along the street edge. Green frontage is more 

about the nature of building relationship to the street; it is not conceived of as 

a tree protection tool.  

Accordingly, staff does not support the suggested change."

Hillsborough 65

GEN-0456 1704209090 900 HILLSBOROUGH ST
O&I-1 

w/NCOD

OX-3 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Similarly, why not re-zone Saint Mary’s School OX-3-Gr? GEN-0455

Replied in part: "Frontages are an optional designation for mixed use districts 

in order to establish or preserve a desired development pattern along the 

street edge. Green frontage is more about the nature of building relationship 

to the street; it is not conceived of as a tree protection tool.

Accordingly, staff does not support the suggested change."

Hillsborough 66

GEN-0457 1703299220 905 HILLSBOROUGH ST
R-30 

w/SRPOD

RX-4 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Across Hillsborough St., why are the Cameron Court Apartments 

recommended as RX? Didn’t the “West Morgan Area Study” recommend 

conserving the green, front yard area along Hillsborough St.? Seems like RX-3 

Gr. Or OX-3-Gr. would better protect the leafy asset.

GEN-0455

Replied in part: "Frontages are an optional designation for mixed use districts 

in order to establish or preserve a desired development pattern along the 

street edge. Green frontage is more about the nature of building relationship 

to the street; it is not conceived of as a tree protection tool. The building 

footprints of Cameron Court do not meet the locational requirements of the 

Green frontage. Applying the –GR frontage designation would create a zoning 

non-conformity, which we have tried to avoid throughout the remapping 

effort. The best match for the as-built conditions is the proposed RX-4 

designation.

Accordingly, staff does not support the suggested change.

Hillsborough 67
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GEN-0458 1704314595 1200 PARK DR
O&I-1 

w/NCOD

OX-3-GR 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

ALSO, my neighbor, whose single family house at 1200 Park Dr. is shown as 

OX-3-Gr, may prefer R-6 zoning, as his neighbor’s house is proposed to be 

zoned. Ron may want to comment on this.

GEN-0455;

GEN-0461
Copied commenter on email to property owner. Hillsborough 68

GEN-0459 R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email and previous comments; Logging receipt of followup email 

reinforcing request for a more flexible zoning district

GEN-0122-

124,329,330

,403; WEB-

29442

Replied by email: "1. ...No need for an application. Your inquiry is being 

referred to the Planning Commission along with all other comments received 

during the May-September comment period. 2. ...Mixed use districts include 

up to three components: Use and base dimensions [Commercial Mixed Use 

(CX-), for example] (required), maximum height in stories (required), and 

frontage (optional). Frontage establishes a desired urban form development 

pattern along the street edge.... The comment types were provided so people 

commenting could indicate what component of the proposed zoning they 

were asking about."

South Central 26

GEN-0460 1714153275 1301 Brookside Drive R-20 RX-3
General 

Comment

I received notice from the city in regards to rezoning on a property that is 

near mine. It has been very difficult to find out exactly what is being 

proposed. The property in question is bordered by Brookside Dr, directly 

across from Emma Conn Magnet School, Frank St and Cemetary Creek. This is 

a very small property that is not suitable for any development of any kind. It is 

directly across from a elementary school. Parents arrive on Frank St at the 

Brookside intersection to pick their children up, 2 times a day every day. Too 

much traffic and congestion now, do not need more apartments or homes in 

this immediate area. The land itself borders a creek that eventually flows into 

the Neuse River. I was under the impression that no development could occur 

within 50 feet of this creek. With that setback and a reasonable setback from 

Brookside Dr and Frank St, I see NO WAY anything could be built on this small 

piece of land. I need to know when I can voice my opinion on this issue.

GEN-0404

Initial followup by Mary Ann Baldwin; Ken: "You are correct about the 

environmental constraints on the property. Any development would have to 

contend with floodplain issues and potentially Neuse Buffer Rules (frankly, I 

haven't researched this, but it seems likely). The proposed zoning does not 

replace or alter any other environmental regulations. Based on the specifics of 

the property, I find it unlikely that the new zoning will have a material impact 

on the ability of the property to be developed. Because the zoning is already 

multi-family, staff has recommended against down-zoning it. However, you 

may make such a request if you wish. If you do, please reply to everyone on 

this email by September 30. Staff will make sure your request is considered by 

the Planning Commission during their review of the draft map. Note that the 

property cannot be zoned such that no development is possible--that would 

be considered a taking."

Mordecai

GEN-0461 1704314595 1200 PARK DR
O&I-1 

w/NCOD

OX-3-GR 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Yes! Please make my zoning at 1200 Park Dr. The same as the rest of my 

residential neighbors.
GEN-0458

Sent email: "You have asked to have your property remapped from its existing 

O&I-1 w/NCOD to  R-6 w/NCOD instead of the initial staff proposal of OX-3-GR 

w/NCOD.

"Staff will forward to the Planning Commission your request to have your 

property rezoned as R-6 w/NCOD. It will be placed in the category of “Staff 

agrees with the commenter.”

Hillsborough 68

GEN-0462
General 

Comment

Have you 15-20 minutes today to show me the proposed Zoning Map?  

Alternatively, is there one available that I can get my hands on today (to 

purchase?)

As the proposed zoning map is currently in draft form and about to be taken 

up by our planning commission for further consideration, we do not have 

readily available versions for purchase. However, you should be able to find 

everything you need at www.raleighudo.us. There, you can find the web map 

Steven Mohr mentioned showing side-by-side comparisons of the existing and 

proposed zoning, with detailed descriptions upon clicking. There are also 

downloadable PDF versions of the proposed zoning map available there, with 

the City broken into 32 tiles. See the reference map under “Downloadable 

Maps” to decide which Tiles you need to download. RA-Asked for PC version 

of map for overlays; Followed up that overlays can be found on the viewer 

with instructions of how to display them

GEN-0463 1714153275 1301 Brookside Drive R-20 RX-3
General 

Comment

 My main interest is to not see the property developed.  It is not a suitable 

property.  Too close to schools and the traffic associated with schools. Too 

close to a creek that eventually flows into the Neuse River.  So I ask the 

Planning Committee to consider my request to prevent any development on 

this very small peace of land.

GEN-0460

Replied in part: " If the City were to restrict all development on the property, 

it would be considered a taking of all property rights, and the City would be 

required to pay compensation to the property owner for the loss of 

development entitlements. That kind of property intervention is beyond the 

scope of the zoning remapping project, which at its most basic simply seeks to 

translate the old zoning districts into the most comparable new Unified 

Development Ordinance (UDO) zoning districts. 

Accordingly, staff does not support the suggested change."

Mordecai 196
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GEN-0464 1704165215 1304 Annapolis Dr O&I-1 & R-6 OX-3 & R-6
General 

Comment

I would like it noted that the lease, attached and found at the following link, 

http://services.wakegov.com/booksweb/PDFView.aspx?DocID=106131162&R

ecordDate=07/06/1972, is to be taken into consideration as you move 

forward with rezoning discussions.   I live at 1322 Williamson Dr and my 

property is adjacent to the Annapolis drive property, I am deeply concerned 

about the rezoning and how it will affect our neighborhood. I want to make 

sure the buffer zone is noted and honored.  My concerns also include the 

noise and safety for my property and my neighbors should an adjustment be 

made to the current zoning.  One major concern is that the rezoning will 

include pressure to open Williamson Dr to Annapolis, that is not in keeping 

with the lease.  Please keep us updated on any relevant information.

WEB-15042

Emailed citizen and notified them that I would forward their comment on to 

the remapping team. They would like their comments to be taken into 

consideration when remapping. 

Hillsborough

GEN-0465 1704165215 1304 Annapolis Dr O&I-1 & R-6 OX-3 & R-6
General 

Comment

I would like it noted that the lease found at the following link, 

http://services.wakegov.com/booksweb/PDFView.aspx?DocID=106131162&R

ecordDate=07/06/1972, is to be taken into consideration as you move 

forward with rezoning discussions.   I live at 1320 Diehl Street and my 

property is adjacent to the Annapolis drive property, I am deeply concerned 

about the rezoning and how it will affect our neighborhood. I want to make 

sure the buffer zone is noted and honored.  My concerns also include the 

noise and safety for my property and my neighbors should an adjustment be 

made to the current zoning.  One major concern is that the rezoning will 

include pressure to open Williamson Drive and Diehl Street to Annapolis, that 

is not in keeping with the lease the way it is structured.  Please keep us 

updated on any relevant information.

#REF!

Emailed citizen and notified them that I would forward their comment on to 

the remapping team. They would like their comments to be taken into 

consideration when remapping. 

Hillsborough

GEN-0466 1734324050
727 & 731 North Rogers 

Lane

R-1 & AP w/ 

sliver of R-

4/PDD

R-1 & AP w/ 

sliver of R-

4/PD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

See email; expressed concerns about upstream erosion; but appreciative of 

Planned Development zoning to north of property

Thank you for your message regarding the zoning remapping project. We 

appreciate your feedback on the stormwater issues in your area as well as 

your comments on the proposed rezoning of the property north of you. 

Please don't hesitate to contact us with any other comments, questions, or 

concerns. 

Southeast

GEN-0467 Boylan Heights
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Part of email of comments: "1. We are generally agreeable to keeping the R-

10 zoning (although this is not truly reflective of the current development 

patterns in this Historic District neighborhood). 2. We are generally agreeable 

to the rezoning of the adjacent IND-2 zoned property to IX-3-UL."

Informed inquirer of purposes and intent of remapping, noting that the 

proposed zoning aims to provide close continuity with the existing district.
Central

GEN-0468 1703471358
behind 311 to 411 Kinsey 

Street
IND-2 & R-10 IX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for full comment: "3. We are extremely concerned that an area 

between Dupont Circle and Kinsey Street (located behind the properties from 

311 to 411 Kinsey Street) is proposed to be rezoned from R-10 to IX-3-UL..."

GEN-0467

Informed inquirer of purposes and intent of remapping, noting that the 

proposed zoning aims to provide close continuity with the existing district 

while avoiding potential non-conformities.

Central 118

GEN-0469 1703379838
S side Boylan Heights 

Bridge
NB & IND-2 DX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

4. We request that the properties on the south (Boylan Heights) side of the 

Boylan Avenue Bridge, currently zoned IND-2 and NB, be rezoned to NX-3 

instead of the proposed DX-3. The reasoning behind this request is that the 

adjacent properties are all zoned R-10, that the railroad tracks provide an 

excellent physical divide between the commercial uses to the north and the 

residential uses to the south of the bridge, and that such a rezoning would be 

similar to the proposed rezoning of the properties on Lenoir and South from 

NB to NX.

GEN-0467

Informed inquirer of purposes and intent of remapping, noting that while the 

proposed zoning aims to provide continuity, the request for alternation is 

acknowledged and will be left to Planning Commission consideration.

Central 119

GEN-0470 1703276298
NW of 

McCullough/Lenoir

IND-2 

w/HOD-G

IX-3 w/HOD-

G

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

5. We request that the properties to the north and west of the intersection of 

McCullough and Lenoir Streets currently zoned IND-2 be rezoned to R-10 

instead of IX. The reasoning being that these properties are cut off from 

adjacent industrial zoning by the physical boundary of railroad tracks; these 

parcels are otherwise surrounded by R-10 zoning and single family uses; and 

these parcels are located within the historic district. In addition, the three-

story height limit is incompatible with the surrounding single family 

residences. If the zoning category of R-10 is deemed unacceptable, we would 

respectfully request the parcel alternatively be rezoned to NX-3-UL or DX.

GEN-0467
Informed inquirer of purposes and intent of remapping, noting that the 

proposed zoning aims to provide close continuity with the existing district.
Central 120

GEN-0471 1703368467 701 W Lenoir Street NB w/HOD-G
NX-3-UL 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

6. We would request that the vacant parcel located at 701 W Lenoir Street, 

currently zoned NX-3-UL, be rezoned to R-10 along with the rest of Boylan 

Heights. The reasoning being that this parcel is adjacent to R-10 zoning on 3 

sides; it is located in the Boylan Heights Historic District; and R-10 would be 

more in line with the Future Land Use Plan for this location.

GEN-0467
Informed inquirer of purposes and intent of remapping, noting that the 

proposed zoning aims to provide close continuity with the existing district.
Central 121

GEN-0472 0794520434 8 Rosemary Street
RB w/ 

SRPOD

OX-3 w/ 

SRPOD

General 

Comment

She and husband [NOTE: Robert I. Sealey —DB] own several properties; would 

like to know which one or ones are involved in this remapping

Called back with information on proposed change from Residential Business 

w/ SRPOD to Office Mixed Use -3 w/ SRPOD. Emailed use comparison sheet of 

the two districts.

Wade
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GEN-0473 1714617785 2319 Derby Drive R-10 R-6
General 

Comment

She and husband [NOTE: Robert I. Sealey —DB] own several properties; would 

like to know which one or ones are involved in this remapping
GEN-0472

Called back with information on proposed change from R-10 to R-6. Noted 

that this proposal is due to recommendations from King Charles Area Plan. 

Emailed with link to plan.

East

GEN-0474 0794271868 1003 Marilyn Drive R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

She and husband [NOTE: Robert I. Sealey —DB] own several properties; would 

like to know which one or ones are involved in this remapping
GEN-0472 Informed caller that there is no change proposed. Glenwood

GEN-0475 0795446576 1204 Granada Drive R-4 R-4
General 

Comment

She and husband [NOTE: Robert I. Sealey —DB] own several properties; would 

like to know which one or ones are involved in this remapping
GEN-0472 Informed caller that there is no change proposed. Glenwood

GEN-0476 1714818849 2464 Milburnie Road R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

She and husband [NOTE: Robert I. Sealey —DB] own several properties; would 

like to know which one or ones are involved in this remapping [NOTE: 

property is across street from large area downzoning from R-10 —> R-6 —DB]

GEN-0472 Informed caller that there is no change proposed. East

GEN-0477 1708207421 8410 Old Lead Mine Road CUD O&I-1 OX-4-CU
General 

Comment

Interested in property at this address [NOTE: this is a do-over from Friday…it's 

definitely a new call, note phone number has changed.]

CC2-0163; 

GEN-0445

Would like zoning conditions to be removed from property. Let caller know 

that staff is unable to remove zoning conditions as part of this process, but let 

him know the request would be forwarded for to Planning Commission for 

further review.

North 61

GEN-0478 1702312192 3600 S WILMINGTON ST
IND-1 

w/SWPOD

IX-3 

w/SWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for full request: "On behalf of Bannister Properties LLC…I request 

reconsideration of the proposed IX-3 zoning for this area. We believe that 

consideration should be given for a CX designation for the entire area or most 

certainly all of the frontage on Tryon Road. We also request that intensity 

level should be moved upward from the proposed '3' to at least a '5' or '7.'"

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning.
Southwest 122

GEN-0479 1702310153 475 TRYON RD
IND-1 

w/SWPOD

IX-3 

w/SWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for full request: "On behalf of Bannister Properties LLC…I request 

reconsideration of the proposed IX-3 zoning for this area. We believe that 

consideration should be given for a CX designation for the entire area or most 

certainly all of the frontage on Tryon Road. We also request that intensity 

level should be moved upward from the proposed '3' to at least a '5' or '7.'"

GEN-0478
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning.
Southwest 122

GEN-0480 1702301850 3608 S WILMINGTON ST
IND-1 

w/SWPOD

IX-3 

w/SWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for full request: "On behalf of Bannister Properties LLC…I request 

reconsideration of the proposed IX-3 zoning for this area. We believe that 

consideration should be given for a CX designation for the entire area or most 

certainly all of the frontage on Tryon Road. We also request that intensity 

level should be moved upward from the proposed '3' to at least a '5' or '7.'"

GEN-0478
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning.
Southwest 122

GEN-0481 0779605493
11700/11710 New 

Leesville Blvd
CUD SC CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email: various questions relating to impacts of development / 

consideration in zoning

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
Northwest 123

GEN-0482 Dresser Court O&I-3 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

would like to see Dresser Ct properties that are O&I3 zoned something other 

than OX- it doesn't seem like a good substitute and neighborhood worked 

hard to get OI-3. OP may be a better fit. Getting rid of OI-3 seems like a 

defacto rezoning as there is no good new category. 

WEB-20803, 

WEB-23682, 

WEB-24642

Indicated that issue will be taken to PC for their consideration, and noted 

previous web-submitted comments that echo this comment. 
Midtown 28

GEN-0483 1724273393 3249 Lake Woodard Drive IND-1 IX-3 / IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I am a homeowner at 3249 Lake Woodard Drive.  Across the street from me is 

an area zoned industrial.  I’d like to request that zoning for this area exclude 

businesses with paint rooms that vent fumes from their work into the 

community.  Wood furniture companies and companies that use toxic finishes 

that require a paint room to vent their fumes from inside to outside should 

not be positioned across from a  neighborhood.  Perhaps another level of 

industrial should apply to such companies and that level not be a designation 

across from a neighborhood.  We want clean air too. 

The recommended zoning of this property is the best translation in the new 

zoning districts of the entitlements associated with the current zoning. You 

can read more about how the current and proposed zoning compare here: 

file:///C:/Users/walterb/Downloads/ZoningComparisonI-

1toIXandOPandIH.pdf 

Northeast 197

GEN-0484 1703985048 540 East Hargett Street CUD O&I-2 RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to RX-3-CU; seeking to retain greater variety of use entitlements of 

O&I-2 on this vacant land. Also has questions regarding "confusing or 

obsolete" conditions. See scan of snail mail letter attached to initial response 

email.

Replied by email in part: "The staff review team has evaluated your 

comments and requests regarding this property. Given the indeterminate 

nature of the zoning conditions and the fact that the City cannot unilaterally 

remove zoning conditions from property, this item will be forwarded to the 

Planning Commission with no recommendation from staff."

South Central 124

GEN-0485 1704547412 1220 Pierce St IND-2 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email with attachments; Request's that 1220 Pierce carry forward as R-10 GEN-0185 for review team; no change in opinion Five Points 23

GEN-0486 1704167200 1333 Diehl Street R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

My home has a 50’ buffer between our property and the Annapolis Drive 

Building. One of my neighbors has sent a link noting the buffer contract that is 

in effect. I assume that the buffer zone is not part of the rezoning discussion 

and that my property is not affected. The OX-3 classification is new but the 

building already has three stories. What will be allowed in a mixed use 

zoning?

Emailed citizen and notified them that I would forward their comment on to 

the remapping team. They would like their comments to be taken into 

consideration when remapping. 

Hillsborough
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GEN-0487 0779605493
11700/11710 New 

Leesville Blvd
CUD SC CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I'm a resident in the Dominion Park neighborhood and would like to know of 

why the 11700 New Leesville Blvd area was rezoned to CX-3-CU. Is there 

current interest to lease/build/construct or was this a city led decision and 

who proposed it?

GEN-0481
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
Northwest

GEN-0488 0779605493
11700/11710 New 

Leesville Blvd
CUD SC CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area needs to remain single family residential in nature.  Multi family 

housing and retail would change the character of the area.  The area has been 

single family subdivisions for years which is what attracted most residents to 

the area.  Please do not change this with apartments (there are plenty of 

apartments at Brier creek), and additional retail would only mean empty 

storefronts in the near future as the area is already over-retailed. Thank you 

for allowing residents to provide feedback

GEN-0481
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
Northwest

GEN-0489 1715228363 2828 Industrial Dr IND-1 CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

CX would disallow WH/distribution/flex; those uses are currently part of use 

of Bell's Carpets at this location
GEN-0424 will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff agrees with IX Atlantic 125

GEN-0490 1715606648 2020 Yonkers Rd IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

IH would disallow office? Currently used as office space leased to NC Dept of 

Correction
GEN-0489

will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff will pursue text change to IH 

allowed uses to include office
East 126

GEN-0491 1716966976 5501 Departure Dr IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

would like IX; see Spring Forest frontage as retail, but would like to retain IX 

type rights for rear portion of property while area transitions
GEN-0490 will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff agrees with IX North 127

GEN-0492 1703881970 220 E Morgan Street BUS w/ DOD DX-7-UG
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Brought to us in meeting with Mack Paul and Gordon Smith (owner). Wants 

DX-20-UG.

Staff does not feel additional height is appropriate in this location due to 

context.
Central 128

GEN-0493 1703884007 215 S Person St

O&I-2, RB, 

CUD O&I-1 

(all w/ DOD)

DX-7-SH, DX-

7-UG, DX-7-

UG-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Brought to us in meeting with Mack Paul and Gordon Smith. Properties 

include all parcels within block east of Moore Square bounded by Hargett, 

Bloodworth, Martin, and Person. Majority of properties are owned by COR. 

Requests 20 stories and the removal of conditions from Z-108-99.

Staff does not feel additional height is appropriate in this location due to 

context. Request is not from property owners(s).
Central 129

GEN-0494 1726722301 4428 James Road
R-6 w/SHOD-

4
R-6

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

See email; comments requesting more intense zoning for Crocker/Eason 

properties re: 401 North Corridor Plan; sent followup email requesting 

someone call and speak with him

WEB-37443

Called back and shared information about staff remapping team's general 

approach to keeping R-6 properties as is. Let property owner know that 

request for different zoning would be reviewed by staff review team and 

passed along to Planning Commission for review. Also, added owner to 

Planning Commission MyRaleigh subscription list.

Northeast 130

GEN-0495 1704011774 213 Oberlin Road
O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-GR 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See letter scan in Rezoning email folder; "…request for alternaitive UDO 

residential and specific 'Remapping' zoning…. reflective of specific provisions 

of the City of Raleigh's '2030 Comprehensive Plan' specifically the 'Historic 

Preservation' elements.... CP recognizes dthat development of properties 

adjoining historic resources can present issues of both scale and proximity.... 

transitional areas of properties adjoining, both north and south of the 

Property must be afforded due consideration. The Owners thus request that 

appropriate zoning that recognizes and assures continued historic residential 

use likewise preserve existing transitional protection areas that have applied 

to their Property and adjacent properties for decades." [NOTE: iMAPs 

identifies address of PIN as 217 Oberlin --DB]

Called and left message on 10/9/14. emailed info@howelllaw.net to advise 

that staff will not make a recommendation on this matter, but will forward to 

PC for their consideration

Wade 131

GEN-0496 0774824927 6500 CHAPEL HILL RD IND-1 CX-3-PL
General 

Comment

Received call as user was having trouble with the viewer; He requested 

information on property be emailed to him; Called again 9/30 asking about 

setbacks

Emailed caller information requested on proposal; followed up with call and 

explained build-to provisions  of Parking Limited frontage.
West

GEN-0497
General 

Comment

I am particularly concerned with the ‘transitions’ between residential and 

commercial zonings.  These are currently very suburban in nature, relying on 

shrubbery and landscaping, and open space limited largely to parking.  These 

responses have no place in urbanizing areas. A more flexible, and broader 

palette of options needs to be made available or mapping needs to include 

commercial districts where the current transition rules are modified. 

Concerning Hillsborough Street, I note that most parcels are mapped for 4 

stories or less.  Our experience with every development on the north side of 

the Street is that 5 stories is needed to make a redevelopment viable.

Your concerns about transition regulations in the Unified Development 

Ordinance are outside the scope of the remapping process. You can find more 

information about the text change process online. The potential for additional 

height along Hillsborough Street merits more focused conversation than is 

feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; this question will be 

addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street 

Area Study.

Wade 100
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GEN-0498 0782688069 4100/4020 Tryon Road

IND-1 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

IX-3-PL 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Gandhi At Tryon Road, LLC and Tryon Square Plaza, LLC are the owners of Lots 

1 and 2, the parcels at 4100 and 4020 Tryon Road respectively. We own both 

properties but the ownership is in two separate legal entities. It is our 

understanding that the proposed Industrial Mixed Use zoning will allow a 

mixture of commercial, retail and mercantile development and residential 

development is encouraged by the City of Raleigh, but not required. We 

request that the Frontage designation be removed from both parcels, since 

Tryon Road is a multi-lane divided road and the PL designation could 

adversely impact the types of development on the parcels. Based on the 

property being bordered by Tryon Road, Lake Dam Road and Interstate 40, 

the potential for off-site pedestrian traffic is very low. We also request the 

height restriction be changed to 4-story, 60-foot height. Since there is SHOD 

yard along Interstate I-40 that would act as a visual buffer.

WEB-37444, 

WEB-38402

Called back to clarify request - does not want PL frontage and would like to 

have 4 stories instead of 3. Informed that staff not supportive of removing PL 

frotnage recommendation due to built context and surrounding context, but 

that 4 stories could be amenable due to location in mixed use center on the 

urban form map and that Tryon is a Transit Emphasis Corridor. Marked as "No 

Recommendation" from staff. 

West 132

GEN-0499 1715124622 2600 Wake Forest Road IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email w/attachment for concerns

GEN-0500, 

WEB-38089, 

WEB-39044

Your comments regarding the properties at 2600 Wake Forest Road and 601 

Creekside Drive will be forwarded to the Planning Commission next week as 

they begin their review of the public comments and draft rezoning map. Staff 

will forward your comment with no recommendation as there was no specific 

change request (different district, height or frontage). To answer your 

question on how the zoning district would affect floodway fringe regulations: 

the proposed CX (Commercial Mixed Use) zoning district does not alter or 

expand the floodway regulations.

Atlantic 133

GEN-0500 1715128398 601 Creekside Dr IND-1 CX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email w/attachment for concerns

GEN-0499, 

WEB-38089, 

WEB-39044

Your comments regarding the properties at 2600 Wake Forest Road and 601 

Creekside Drive will be forwarded to the Planning Commission next week as 

they begin their review of the public comments and draft rezoning map. Staff 

will forward your comment with no recommendation as there was no specific 

change request (different district, height or frontage). To answer your 

question on how the zoning district would affect floodway fringe regulations: 

the proposed CX (Commercial Mixed Use) zoning district does not alter or 

expand the floodway regulations.

Atlantic 133

GEN-0501 1729223012 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email with comments regarding Z-1-2014 Z-1-2014

We hear your concerns and hope you have or have had an opportunity to 

voice them at today’s Planning Commission and future public meetings 

related to Z-1-2014. I want to reiterate that the UDO Remapping under way is 

an entirely separate process from the privately initiated rezoning request 

labeled Z-1-2014, and the outcome of that case will likely impact the ultimate 

outcome of the remapping on that site. However, staff will carry forward the 

recommendation we have in place until such time as Z-1-2014 is settled. 

Should Z-1-2014 be approved, staff’s recommendation will become irrelevant 

as the zoning approved with that case will become law. However, should that 

case be denied, Planning Commission and City Council will further evaluate 

the future zoning of that site in order to come up with a final 

recommendation for what the ultimate zoning of the site will be.

North 30

GEN-0502 Downtown

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email regarding concerns about proposed designations in the downtown 

area
To be invited to present concerns to Planning Commission. Central Unmapped

GEN-0503 0794728039 2604 Hillsborough St NB NX-4-SH
Comment about 

Proposed Height

This property should be designated NX-5-GR.  Hillsborough Street is a Priority 

Transit Corridor per Map T-2 of the Comprehensive Plan.  Thus and also, per 

page 36, properties along Hillsborough Street are in a Core/Transit Area and 

per Table LU-2 Core/Transit Area height ranges from Min of 2 to max. of 5 

stories for the NX designation.  Five (5) is the appropriate story height to allow 

for 1 level of concealed parking with active uses along the street for that level 

(below grade is cost prohibitive and unrealistic for moderate mixed use 

developments of 5 stories) and 4 levels of active uses above.  This property 

sits directly across from the main campus library and student cafeteria of NC 

State University. If density such as 5 stories on one of the few Priority Transit 

Corridors in Raleigh, especially directly across the  street from the approx. 

35,000 student North Carolina State University is not appropriate, where is it 

appropriate? Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

WEB

This question will be addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan 

and Hillsborough Street Area Study that are just getting underway. While staff 

does not agree with your request, it will be forwarded to the Planning 

Commission for consideration.

Wade 134

GEN-0504 0779605493
11700/11710 New 

Leesville Blvd
CUD SC CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Rezoning this property to Cx is not appropriate. That property is too small for 

adequate mixed use, and mixed use is not all appropriate in any manner in 

the middle of a residential area. I absolutely appose changing this zoning.

GEN-0481
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
Northwest 123
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GEN-0505 0787125613 7700 GLENWOOD AVE TD OX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

My family has owned the property at 7700 Glenwood Ave for More than 50 

years. The proposed zoning change from TD to OX3-PK is a downgrade in 

zoning. The ability to develop our parcel as a retail site is being taken away by 

this change and it will substantially reduce the value. It has always been 

viewed as a retail site in the way it has been valued for tax purposes and that 

is what potential buyers have showed interest in. This essentially would 

constitute a taking without compensation. I personally have been working 

with someone over the past seven months on a project for this site that 

would not be allowed under the new zoning. I am requesting that any change 

in zoning be consistent with what currently exist on the property today. 

Called back to clarify request - interested in having ability to do retail and 

perhaps mini/self-service storage. Believes that Community Mixed Use would 

be the right district. Sent owner email noting that staff is supportive of change 

request to base district of CX due to existing entitlements and land use 

context.

Northwest 135

GEN-0506

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for comments about "east side of South Saunders Street from 

southeast corner of Summit Avenue to the northeast corner of South 

Saunders and Gilbert Streets "

GEN-0132

Existing zoning for properties immediately adjacent to the side of S Saunders 

in this area are NB. Proposed zoning would reflect the existing zoning of the 

parcels.

Southwest 25

GEN-0507
Peace College / Seaboard 

Station

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email w/attachement: "On behalf of Peace College of Raleigh, Inc., Peace 

College Foundation of Raleigh, Inc., Peace University Properties, LLC and 

Seaboard Station of Raleigh, LLC, please see attached letter."

Various WEB

Your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 193

GEN-0508 0783144438 900 Jones Franklin Road
SC w/SHOD-

2

CX-3 

w/SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As Manager and Counsel for Worthy Partners, LLC, owner of 900 Jones 

Franklin Road, I write to convey our concerns about the proposed rezoning for 

the property. This property is proposed to be rezoned CX-3. We believe that 

given its proximity to I-40 and I-440, more height is appropriate and therefore 

request that it be remapped to CX-12. 

Staff has reviewed your request for greater height (12 stories) for the 900 

Jones Franklin Rd property. Since there is no existing context or specific plan 

guidance recommending this height, staff does not support this request. 

While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater height, 

that decision should be made as part of the public process of a privately 

initiated rezoning.

West 136

GEN-0509 1725005965
2500, 2600 and 2620 

Brentwood Road
IND-2 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

As counsel for Isabel C. Worthy, Worthy Enterprises, LLC and Worthy 

Holdings, LLC, I write to convey our concerns about the proposed remapping 

for these properties. Each of these properties is proposed to be remapped to 

IX-3, however given the FLUM designation of Office and Residential Mixed 

Use, the adjacency to the Raleigh greenway and the Public Safety Center and 

related 300 foot communications tower and the proximity to the I-440 

beltline and a  Transit Emphasis Corridor, we believe a wide range of 

commercial uses should be allowed on these properties. We do not think it 

appropriate to restrict residential to vertical mixed use in this location. We 

therefore request that you reconsider the proposed remapping for these 3 

properties and revise them to CX-7. We would be pleased to meet with you 

and discuss this in person.

Staff has reviewed your request for a different zoning district (CX) and greater 

height (7 stories) for the properties at 2500, 2600, and 2620 Brentwood Rd. 

We believe that the current staff recommendation for these parcels is the 

best interpretation of existing zoning entitlements and current land use and 

development context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to 

allow for different intensity of uses or greater height, that decision should be 

made as part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 

Northeast 137

GEN-0510 1703766221
121 & 125 E SOUTH ST, 

600 S BLOUNT ST
NB w/HOD-G

OX-5 w/HOD-

G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Recommend MAX height 3 or 4 to be consistent with the rest of the block and 

across Blount street. Are within the HOD. 125 E South Street is a landmark 

with statewide significance and can be denied demolition. Existing buildings 

no taller than 2-1/2 stories.

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Central 138

GEN-0511 1703771994 13, 15 & 19 E MARTIN ST
BUS w/ DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-40-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height
Are within the HOD. Existing buildings 3 stories. Recommend MAX height 5. GEN-0510

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Central 139

GEN-0512 1703782139

8, 12, 16 & 20 E HARGETT 

ST;  206 & 216 S 

WILMINGTON ST

BUS w/ DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-40-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Are within the HOD. Existing buildings no taller than 3 stories. Recommend 

MAX height 5.
GEN-0510

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Central 140

GEN-0513 1703785164

BLOCK BOUNDED BY 

HARGETT, BLOUNT, 

MARTIN & WILMINGTON

BUS w/ DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Is within the HOD. Existing buildings no taller than 3 stories. Most are 2-

stories. Recommend MAX height 5.
GEN-0510

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Central 141

GEN-0514 1703785518

BLOCK BOUNDED BY 

MORGAN, BLOUNT, 

HARGETT, & 

WILMINGTON

BUS w/ DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH/UG 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Is within the HOD. Existing historic buildings no taller than 3 stories. 

Recommend MAX height 5.
GEN-0510

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Central 142

GEN-0515 1703789468

BLOCK BOUNDED BY 

MORGAN, PERSON, 

HARGETT, & BLOUNT

BUS w/ DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-UG 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Is within the HOD. Existing historic buildings no taller than 3 stories. Most 2-

stories. Recommend MAX height 5.
GEN-0510

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Central 143

GEN-0516 1704802896
401, 407, 411, 415 & 419 

N PERSON ST

R-30/O&I-2 

w/PDD & 

HOD-G

PD w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Are within the HOD. Existing historic houses are no taller than 2-1/2 stories. 

Recommend -GR or -DE to be more appropriate required frontage based on 

existing conditions. Within the HOD. Existing historic houses are no taller than 

2-1/2 stories.

GEN-0510

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

North Central 144

GEN-0517 1704807264
219, 220 & 221 N 

BLOODWORTH ST

NB/O&I-1 

w/HOD-G
NX/OX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Are within the HOD. Recommend -GR or -DE to be a more appropriate 

required frontage based on existing conditions adjacent and across the street. 

Historically only corner lots had buildings close to the street without a yard 

and it is unlikely that anything other than that would receive a COA.

GEN-0510

the issues you raise merit public discussion as part of the Planning 

Commission’s review of the citywide remapping. Your requests will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

North Central 145
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GEN-0518 1723290377 100 & 101 Poe Drive CUD O&I-2 OX-5-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for details: Requesting CX due to limitations on hotel construction 

in OX

Determination of whether or not the range of uses allowed by CX zoning 

would be appropriate for these parcels should be made as part of the public 

process of a privately initiated rezoning. Staff continues to believe that OX is 

the appropriate base district for these properties in light of the current CUD 

O&I-2 zoning.  Staff does not agree with your request, however it will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for consideration as part of their 

review of the citywide remapping.

East 146

GEN-0519 1736173184 5001 Spring Forest Road CUD TD RX-5-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for details: Requesting CX-3-CU

Staff agrees with your request to change the base district recommendation 

from RX to CX for this parcel given the current entitlements and conditions 

and to reduce the height designation from 5 stories to 3 stories, but staff does 

not agree with your request to remove the frontage designation. The 

setbacks required by the current TD zoning are replicated by the PK frontage. 

The alternate recommendation of CX-3-PK-CU will be forwarded to the 

Planning Commission for consideration as part of their review of the citywide 

remapping.

Northeast 147

GEN-0520 0793881119
600, 620 Bilyeu St, 715 

Nazareth, 2401 Crusader

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-PL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

See email for details: Requesting OX-3 (no frontage)

Staff agrees with your request to remove the frontage designation from these 

properties. Your request will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for 

consideration as part of their review of the citywide remapping.

Southwest 148

GEN-0521 1713084852
600 New Bern Ave / 17 S 

Swain St

SC/O&I-2 

w/NCOD

NX/OX-3-GR 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for details: Requesting CX-7-GR

Staff does not support the removal of the NCOD without a separate rezoning 

process. Proposed zoning reflects existing zoning of the property and the 

recommendations of the New Bern Corridor Plan.

South Central 149

GEN-0522 1703884007

BLOCK BOUNDED BY 

HARGETT, MARTIN, 

PERSON & 

BLOODWORTH

RB, O&I-2, 

CUD O&I-1 

w/DOD

DX-7-SH/UG, 

DX-7-UG-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Height
See email for details: Requesting 20 stories

Staff does not feel additional height is appropriate in this location due to 

existing context. Request is not from property owners(s).
Central 129

GEN-0523 1703881970 220 E Morgan Street BUS w/DOD DX-7-UG
Comment about 

Proposed Height
See email for details: Requesting 20 stories

Staff does not feel additional height is appropriate in this location due to 

existing  context.
Central 128

GEN-0524 1704353002 0 Wade Avenue O&I-1 OX-4
Comment about 

Proposed Height
See email for details: Requesting 7 stories

the matter merits further discussion. Your comment will be forwarded to the 

Planning Commission for their discussion without a recommendation from 

staff.

Five Points 150

GEN-0525 0794275314
1209, 1213, & 1215 Ridge 

Road

O&I-1 / CUD 

O&I-1

OX-3 / OX-3-

CU

Comment about 

Proposed Height
See email for details: Requesting 5 stories

Height recommendations were made based on existing heights, valid 

approvals for height, and in some cases Comprehensive Plan guidance. None 

of these factors indicate that it would be appropriate for staff to recommend 

additional height in this area. Staff does not agree with your request, however 

your comment will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for 

consideration as part of their review of the citywide remapping.

Glenwood 151

GEN-0526 Various CUD TD Various

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email: Crossreference with requests from CIP Brier Creek for changes Various: see email 44-48

GEN-0527 0777287975 8901 Glenwood Ave
TD w/AOD & 

MPOD

R-4 w/AOD 

& MPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email for details: Requesting CX-3

The initial recommendation of R-4 is not appropriate given the overlay 

district. Staff would recommend instead IX-3 with airport overlay district and 

metro park overlay district. This alternate recommendation will be forwarded 

to the Planning Commission for consideration as part of their review of the 

citywide remapping.

Northwest 152

GEN-0528 Peden Properties

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email: Crossreference with requests from Peden family for changes

Staff agrees with this request in light of small area plan guidance for this area 

of the city. This request will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for 

their consideration.

East 32

GEN-0529 Paramount NB w/PBOD DX

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I would like the zoning group to consider changing the proposed zoning of 

areas of DX5, NX3UG, DX7SH (near Peace Street and Boylan Avenue). The 

proposed zoning is Downtown Mixed Use and I would request a change to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use. This area is on the border of Glenwood South, but 

maintains the neighborhood feel. I believe this is an important aspect of 

keeping the downtown area community focused.

WEB-37450, 

WEB-38104

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

Page 114 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

GEN-0530 0778739502 8733 Springhouse lane CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I was notified of a proposed rezoning of the area across from my backyard 

along Ebenezer Church Rd (see attached map, my house is the blue dot and 

the area in question is the light blue strip). It looks like they could put offices 

along the road, but I was previously told that there would be a mound 

blocking the residential area from the offices. Is this true? I would like more 

information about the proposed rezoning since the website did not provide 

enough details. Would the offices be right along the road? Would there be 

any barrier between my backyard and these offices? If not, I will need to 

move since I do not want business looking into my backyard where my 

children play.

Emailed citizen about the property in question and provided zoning conditions 

for both zoning cases on the property. 
Northwest

GEN-0531 Hillsborough Street NB NX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email: Requesting CX for all of Hillsborough St
Proposed remapping is based on existing uses, zoning,  and Future Land Use 

Map guidance.
Wade 153

GEN-0532 1703949579
512 Martin Luther King 

Blvd
R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wants to go on record before deadline in opposition to downzoning.
Proposed zoning is consistent with remapping guidance, existing land use, and 

FLUM designation.
Central 154

GEN-0533 1713041328 1014 Holmes Street R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Wants to go on record before deadline in opposition to downzoning.
Proposed zoning is consistent with remapping guidance, existing land use, and 

FLUM designation.
Central 154

GEN-0534 1702887696 421 Eby Drive
IND-2 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

General 

Comment

Concerned about what new zoning district means for conformity of property. 

Has owned since 1950s. Small parcel, has had outdoor storage of materials, 

etc. entire time. IH setbacks would cause problems for him. Wants to know if 

it would become non-conforming? Would outdoor storage be grandfathered 

in? 

Returned phone call and acknowledged receipt of comment; will follow up 

with final staff response. 10/8/14: followed up with him that he'd be a legal 

non-conformity and only subject to UDO requirements if property were 

redeveloped. —DB

Central

GEN-0535 1703098776 219 Park Ave
SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Spoke with young lady before. Does not want to be rezoned; it is inverse 

condemnation. Wants to be sure and to verify that she is on record against 

the proposed zoning.

GEN-0418;

WEB-15367

Called and left message on 10/9/14 confirming that request will be forwarded 

to the Planning Commission for consideration.
Hillsborough 116

GEN-0536 0794339499 3411 Hillsborough Street NB w/SRPOD
NX-3-UL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3.

CX base zoning is inconsistent with remapping guidance. Removing frontage 

would be inconsistent with mapping guidance as well. Language is planned to 

be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of frontage 

would not render a property a non-conformity.

Wade 155

GEN-0537 1725031568 2929 Capital Boulevard NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Atlantic 156

GEN-0538 0786681528 6712 Glenwood Avenue IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Northwest 157

GEN-0539 0795698823 4123 Glenwood Avenue NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Glenwood 158

GEN-0540 1715936330 2823 Capital Boulevard NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Atlantic 159

GEN-0541 1716990129 5620 Atlantic Avenue SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

North 160

GEN-0542 1715829585 2744 Capital Boulevard SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Northeast 161

GEN-0543 0796700071 4120 Glenwood Avenue NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Glenwood 158

GEN-0544 1717127972 6601 Falls of Neuse Road SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

North 162
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GEN-0545 1715494776 4101 Wake Forest Road NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Midtown 163

GEN-0546 1702470709
2516 South Saunders 

Street
NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Southwest 164

GEN-0547 1712498642 1960 Rock Quarry Road SC CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

South 165

GEN-0548 1715133422 2837 Wake Forest Road NB CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Objects to frontage designation; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-

3.

Removing frontage would be inconsistent with mapping guidance. Language 

is planned to be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of 

frontage would not render a property a non-conformity.

Midtown 166

GEN-0549 0794336646 3611 Hillsborough Street NB w/SRPOD
NX-3-UL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3.

CX base zoning is inconsistent with remapping guidance. Staff is considering 

options for inclusion of car wash use as part of NX. Removing frontage would 

be inconsistent with mapping guidance as well. Language is planned to be 

added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of frontage would 

not render a property a non-conformity.

Wade 167

GEN-0550 1713572734 1900 Poole Road NB NX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3. Request seems reasonable with current use of property. Southeast 168

GEN-0551 1714193080 1942 Wake Forest Road NB NX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3.

CX base zoning is inconsistent with remapping guidance. Staff is considering 

options for inclusion of car wash use as part of NX. Removing frontage would 

be inconsistent with mapping guidance as well. Language is planned to be 

added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of frontage would 

not render a property a non-conformity.

Five Points 169

GEN-0552 1713497184 1809 New Bern Avenue NB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3.

CX base zoning is inconsistent with remapping guidance. Removing frontage 

would be inconsistent with mapping guidance as well. Language is planned to 

be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of frontage 

would not render a property a non-conformity.

East 170

GEN-0553 1704815826 540 North Person Street NB NX-3-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3.

CX base zoning is inconsistent with remapping guidance. Removing frontage 

would be inconsistent with mapping guidance as well. Language is planned to 

be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of frontage 

would not render a property a non-conformity.

North Central 171

GEN-0554 0794337981
3614(3616) Hillsborough 

Street
NB w/SRPOD

NX-3-PL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3.

CX base zoning is inconsistent with remapping guidance. Removing frontage 

would be inconsistent with mapping guidance as well. Language is planned to 

be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of frontage 

would not render a property a non-conformity.

Wade 172

GEN-0555 0784202723 5633 Western Boulevard NB NX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Objects to proposed zoning; requests reconsideration and revision to CX-3.

CX base zoning is inconsistent with remapping guidance. Removing frontage 

would be inconsistent with mapping guidance as well. Language is planned to 

be added to the UDO that would ensure that the application of frontage 

would not render a property a non-conformity.

West 173

GEN-0556 0795887501 3717 National Drive
O&I-1 

w/SHOD-2

OX-5 

w/SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-12.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 174

GEN-0557 0795887960 3725 National Drive
O&I-1 

w/SHOD-2

OX-5 

w/SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-12.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 174

GEN-0558 0795879441 3700 Glenwood Avenue CUD O&I-2 OX-7-CU
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-12-CU.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 174

GEN-0559 0795879708 3701 National Drive CUD O&I-2 OX-7-CU
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-12-CU.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 174
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GEN-0560 0795990214 3733 National Drive
O&I-1 

w/SHOD-2

OX-5 

w/SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-12.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 174

GEN-0561 0795993108 3739 National Drive
O&I-1 

w/SHOD-2

OX-5 

w/SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-7.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 175

GEN-0562 0795982876 3724 National Drive O&I-1 OX-5
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Writing to convey thoughts about proposed zoning; at the present time 

comfortable with this proposed remapping, however will continue to study 

this matter.

Thank you for your comment. Glenwood

GEN-0563 0795889173 3700 National Drive O&I-1 OX-5
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-7.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 175

GEN-0564 0795889544 3716 National Drive O&I-1 OX-5
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-7.

Request is not consistent with remapping guidance and there is no policy 

guidance to support additional height in this area.
Glenwood 175

GEN-0565 0795983272 3310 Womans Club Drive O&I-1 OX-5
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Writing to convey thoughts about proposed zoning; at the present time 

comfortable with this proposed remapping, however will continue to study 

this matter.

Thank you for your comment. Glenwood

GEN-0566 1702346427
2916 South Wilmington 

Street
IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to CX-3.

Request is consistent with FLUM designation. One of the properties in the 

common ownership of the 5 neighboring parcels contains a billboard, which 

will render the property non-conforming and trigger action on removing the 

billboard if the propety is zoned CX-3. Further discussion is needed.

Southwest 176

GEN-0567 1702346225
3000 South Wilmington 

Street
IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to CX-3.

Request is consistent with FLUM designation. One of the properties in the 

common ownership of the 5 neighboring parcels contains a billboard, which 

will render the property non-conforming and trigger action on removing the 

billboard if the propety is zoned CX-3. Further discussion is needed.

Southwest 176

GEN-0568 1702346005
3020 South Wilmington 

Street
IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to CX-3.

Request is consistent with FLUM designation. One of the properties in the 

common ownership of the 5 neighboring parcels contains a billboard, which 

will render the property non-conforming and trigger action on removing the 

billboard if the propety is zoned CX-3. Further discussion is needed.

Southwest 176

GEN-0569 1702335897
3040 South Wilmington 

Street
IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to CX-3.

Request is consistent with FLUM designation. One of the properties in the 

common ownership of the 5 neighboring parcels contains a billboard, which 

will render the property non-conforming and trigger action on removing the 

billboard if the propety is zoned CX-3. Further discussion is needed.

Southwest 176

GEN-0570 1702335750
3100 South Wilmington 

Street
IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to CX-3.

Request is consistent with FLUM designation. One of the properties in the 

common ownership of the 5 neighboring parcels contains a billboard, which 

will render the property non-conforming and trigger action on removing the 

billboard if the propety is zoned CX-3. Further discussion is needed.

Southwest 176

GEN-0571 1714292486
1053 East Whitaker Mill 

Road
IND-2 IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to CX-5.
Staff supports request with addition of a PL designation. East 177

GEN-0572 1705029420 2600 Glenwood Ave O&I-2 RX-7-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Concerned about proposed zoning for property; requests reconsideration and 

revision to OX-7-PL.

Request is consistent with mapping guidance (existing zoning, current and 

proposed land uses, and FLUM designation). Staff agrees with request.
Glenwood 178

GEN-0573 1704412869 618 N. Boylan Avenue 
NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

We purchased our home at the Paramount prior to construction. It was one of 

the very first downtown residences and we feel like pioneers who brought it 

to Glenwood South. We are pleased with our urban living.  Please keep ALL 

the surrounding properties zoned Neighborhood Mixed Use as this zoning is 

most conducive to all living in residences.  

Thank you for your comments regarding proposed UDO remapping near your 

property at 618 N Boylan. Your comments, along with the others we have 

received related to the properties surrounding The Paramount, will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their review. More information on 

the remapping project as the Planning Commission begins its review is 

available at www.RaleighUDO.us. Be sure to sign up for MyRaleigh 

Subscriptions and subscribe to the topic “UDO - Unified Development 

Ordinance.“ You will then receive email notice of each Planning Commission 

UDO review agenda as it is posted. The draft map with all comments will be 

forwarded to the Commission at its October 14 meeting, and review will begin 

in earnest on October 21.

Hillsborough 55

GEN-0574
Glenwood-Brooklyn 

Neighborhood
Various Various

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Received various comments from Glenwood-Brooklyn regarding zoning 

proposal for entire neighborhood; requesting NCOD as well as various 

differences from City proposal…see email & supporting documents

This request has been broken down into separate requests. See additional 

requests from Glenwood-Brooklyn Neighborhood/Phil Poe.
Five Points 180
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GEN-0575 1705023229 2607 Glenwood Ave O&I-1 OX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

See email/letter for request

Staff notes that the Green frontage designation reduces some parking 

requirements and may actually facilitate redevelopment of the parcel. Your 

request will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration 

without a staff recommendation.

Wade 179

GEN-0576 1713340839 814 Rock Quarry Rd NB, R-10 NX-3, R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Would like entire parcel zoned CX-3

R-10 portion of property was not part of the original scope of remapping since 

R-10 translated to the UDO. Staff feels NX-3 is appropriate for front portion of 

lot since existing zoning is NB and current uses are permitted in NX-3.

South Central 198

GEN-0577 Various SP R-30 RX-3, R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Apply NCOD to properties zoned SP R-30 GEN-0574
This request is consistent with mapping guidance, but additional discussion is 

needed on how to proceed.
Five Points 180.1

GEN-0578 Various Various Various

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Apply NCOD to properties not zoned SP R-30 (R-30, R-30-CUD, O&I-1, O&I-1-

CUD, NB, IND-2)
GEN-0574

Request is not consistent with mapping guidance. Properties are not located 

within current SP R-30 zoning district and are not subject to SP R-30 

standards.

Five Points 180.2

GEN-0579 Various SP R-30 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Rezone parcels (4) to R-10 instead GEN-0574
Request is not consistent with mapping guidance. Request is not from 

property owners.
Five Points 180.3

GEN-0580 Various
R-30 / CUD R-

30

RX-3, RX-3-

CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Rezone various R-30 properties to R-10 instead GEN-0574
Request is not consistent with mapping guidance. Request is not from 

property owners.
Five Points 180.4

GEN-0581 1704329607 722 Gaston St NB NX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Rezone parcel to RX-3 instead GEN-0574
Request not consistent with mapping guidance. Request is not from property 

owner.
Five Points 180.5

GEN-0582 1704325892 809 Brooklyn St O&I-1 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Rezone parcel (parking lot) to RX-3 instead GEN-0574
Request is not consistent with mapping guidance. Request is not from 

property owner.
Five Points 180.6

GEN-0583 1704424530 601 Devereux St
O&I-1, CUD 

O&I-1

OX-3, OX-3-

CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Rezone Partnership Elementary to R-10, R-10-CUD instead GEN-0574
Rezoning parcels to R-10/R-10-CU would not be consistent with guidance on 

mapping. Request is not from property owner.
Five Points 180.7

GEN-0584 1704541874 1315 Filmore Street SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Rezone parcel to RX-3 instead
GEN-0574; 

GEN-0435

Property owner has also submitted request to rezone to RX-3. Staff supports 

request.
Five Points 180.8

WEB-18 510 Glenwood Avenue
IND-2 

w/PBOD
DX-7-SH Bug/Viewer Error

This is not anywhere near the address of 510 Glenwood Avenue as shown on 

the map.

Thanks for reporting this bug with our viewer. Our IT folks have worked it out. 

We encourage you to try your search again, and let us know any feedback you 

may have. You can also pan and click on properties you're interested in 

viewing in either map.

Northwest

WEB-321 5520 Louisburg Road R-1 R-1
General 

Comment

My understanding is that the future land use is moderate density residential! 

Am I missing something?

You are correct that the Future Land Use designation for this parcel is 

Moderate Density Residential. However, the existing zoning designation is 

Residential-1 (R-1). As part of this process, R-1 properties are not being 

proposed for rezoning, so there are no changes being considered for this 

property. Should you wish to pursue a change to the zoning of this property, 

we require a petition rezoning through the process explained here: 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/business/content/PlanDev/Articles/DevServ/Rezo

ning.html

Northeast

WEB-641 502 W LENOIR ST R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property is an industrial property with an existing commercial structure.  

The proposed zoning change includes this property with the RX-3 zoning to 

the west.  A better fit for this existing commercial property would be to zone 

it similar to the IX-3 UL proposed zoning to the north.  This will eliminate a 

need for future rezoning of this property.

Informed inquirer about rationale behind proposed zoning (existing zoning 

was primary consideration in determining UDO zoning, along with FLUM, 

which both are consistent with RX-3). Also mentioned that legal non-

conformities would be allowed to remain under UDO zoning.

Central

WEB-642 514 W LENOIR ST R-20 RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property is owned by the same owner as 503 W. Lenoir St.  Please see 

comments for 502. W. Lenoir St. "The 502 W. Lenoir St. property is an 

industrial property with an existing commercial structure.  The proposed 

zoning change includes this property with the RX-3 zoning to the west.  A 

better fit for this existing commercial property would be to zone it similar to 

the IX-3 UL proposed zoning to the north.  This will eliminate a need for future 

rezoning of this property."

Informed inquirer about rationale behind proposed zoning (existing zoning 

was primary consideration in determining UDO zoning, along with FLUM, 

which both are consistent with RX-3). Also mentioned that legal non-

conformities would be allowed to remain under UDO zoning.

Central
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WEB-323 Right-of-Way R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

There is not an inch of property that has not been built upon.  Why are you 

going to rezone it?

With the implementation of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO), the 

current zoning district of your property will no longer exist.  It is being rezoned 

to a comparable UDO district.  Conditions related to your property can be 

found at: http://maps.raleighnc.gov/planning/conditionaluses/1999/Z-63-

99.pdf

North

WEB-324 1540 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I disagree with the proposed rezoning of the property.  The rezoning would 

increase traffic in the Wood Spring neighborhood especially on Whittington 

Dr.  It will also cause more traffic on Falls of Neuse which already is congested 

in the afternoon.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-325 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This is a purely residential area, at the nexus of several affluent 

neighborhoods.  Shopping is already abundant, varied, and conveniently 

placed nearby both to the north and the south.  Current area residents would 

have no need of the businesses in this area and would likely boycott due to 

their current overwhelming objection.  Zone is not large enough to make it 

appealing enough to attract others from outside the area to sustain the 

businesses.  Rezoning this would be a mistake and a massive gamble for those 

acquiring the property.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-326 8041 Allyns Landing Way R-6 R-6
General 

Comment

I received the post card today from you about the proposed rezoning of my 

property. However, when I look at the two maps, I don't see a change in 

codes for my particular address. Please advise.

In your case, Residential-6 remained the same zoning district in the UDO 

mapping.  The biggest change in Residential-6 in the UDO mapping is 

multifamily and townhome developments are not allowed in conventional 

development.  They were in the old code.  There are different development 

scenarios, compact and conservation developments, which would that, would 

allow townhome or apartments, but there are minimum site acreages 

required.

North

WEB-643 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

A major retail development would greatly devalue homes in this area and 

create new traffic patterns that would be both inconvenient for homeowners 

as well as unsafe for the many younger children living in this area. 

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-644 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Against rezoning.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-645 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do not agree with rezoning this area.   This changes will negatively impact 

the property values, safety of residents, volume of traffic and materially 

change the character of the area that green, natural, and mostly residential.   

We have 4 grocery stores within close proximity and a vacant grocery store 

location a couple of miles away.  Rezoning this for a new grocery store makes 

absolutely no sense.  

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-646 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Against rezoning

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-647 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: Against rezoning

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North
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WEB-961 1540 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This is a residential area.  This proposal would make the neighborhood too 

commercial.  Please, do not rezone this area.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-962 3813 Boddie Drive R-6 R-6
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Thank you for notifying me of the proposed changes. I have no issues with the 

proposed rezoning.





Please notify me if any additional changes are proposed on nearby parcels.

If there are any additional changes adjacent to you, we will let you know. You 

will also receive notice of any related Public Hearings after our public 

comment period is closed.

Atlantic

WEB-1281 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Rezoning this property makes little sense in light of the recent traffic changes 

at Falls of Neuse and Dunn Road. A large retail/commercial property would 

just back up northbound traffic at the critical home commute hours of 4-7pm 

turning right and east down Dunn Road, a single lane boulevard. This will lead 

to fender benders and other accidents at that juncture, essentially blocking 

and slowing ingress in to the large Bedford development. Thus, one of the 

most important benefits of the recent widening would be nullified.





There is already ample retail and commercial amenities less than 2 miles in 

both directions - no need for more. Two Harris Teeter and two Food Lion 

stores are plenty. This zone instead should be developed in the boutique 

concept style of Lafayette Village: coffee shop, butcher, etc.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-1282 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: A major retail development would greatly devalue homes in this 

area and create new traffic patterns that would be both inconvenient for 

homeowners as well as unsafe for the many younger children living in this 

area. 

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1283 1519 MICHELLE DR

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: A major retail development would greatly devalue homes in this 

area and create new traffic patterns that would be both inconvenient for 

homeowners as well as unsafe for the many younger children living in this 

area. 

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1284 1519 MICHELLE DR

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: A major retail development would greatly devalue homes in this 

area and create new traffic patterns that would be both inconvenient for 

homeowners as well as unsafe for the many younger children living in this 

area. 

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1285 Right-of-Way

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: A major retail development would greatly devalue homes in this 

area and create new traffic patterns that would be both inconvenient for 

homeowners as well as unsafe for the many younger children living in this 

area. 

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1286
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: A major retail development would greatly devalue homes in this 

area and create new traffic patterns that would be both inconvenient for 

homeowners as well as unsafe for the many younger children living in this 

area. 

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North
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WEB-1287 8105 FALLS OF NEUSE RD
SC 

w/FWPOD

CX-3-PL 

w/FWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

I believe this plot should be rezoned as Neighborhood Mixed Use because of 

the proximity to the Bent Tree Neighborhood which would limit the height to 

existing neighborhood requirements.  This property abuts several 

homeowners in Bent Tree, much like Lafayette Village (just a block north) 

does to its adjoining neighborhood and the zoning should be consistent 

between the two.  Also, I'm concerned that the proposed rezoning would 

allow Hibernian to expand, potentially increasing noise levels at night.  With 

its proximity to my front door (we own property within eyesight of the 

proposed rezoning), I'd like to keep that potential problem at bay.    

The proposed rezoning for the properties on Falls of the Neuse Road is 

Commercial Mixed Use (CX)-3-Parking Limited (PL). The property at 7805 

Fiesta Way is proposed to be rezoned to CX-3. The base district of CX is 

recommended because it is the most similar district in the Unified 

Development Ordinance to the Shopping Center district and generally allows 

the same uses. The 3 indicates that buildings in this district are limited to 3 

stories/50 feet maximum. For reference, residential districts limit height to 3 

stories/40 feet maximum. Parking Limited (PL) is a frontage designation that 

limits the amount of parking that can be located between the building and the 

street in order to promote walkability of future developments. Parking 

Limited frontage is recommended for much of the commercial property in this 

vicinity along Falls of the Neuse Road. 

North

WEB-1288 2420 WYCLIFF RD
SC w/SHOD-

1

CX-3 

w/SHOD-1

General 

Comment

What is the designation for CX3 for what appears to be Lake Boone Shopping 

Center? Thanks.

Responded via email - Provided descriptions of pre and post zoning as well as 

links to specific information
Northwest

WEB-1289 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment
DUPLICATE: Against rezoning.

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1290 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: I do not agree with rezoning this area.   This changes will 

negatively impact the property values, safety of residents, volume of traffic 

and materially change the character of the area that green, natural, and 

mostly residential.   We have 4 grocery stores within close proximity and a 

vacant grocery store location a couple of miles away.  Rezoning this for a new 

grocery store makes absolutely no sense.  

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1291 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am against the rezoning of this property. This is a beautiful,  family area of 

Raleigh with lots of natural resources.  Please do not destroy it by allowing 

this property to be rezoned

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-1292 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: Proposal does not enhance neighborhood and surrounding areas. 

Not appropriate 

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1293 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: Proposal does not enhance neighborhood and surrounding areas. 

Not appropriate 

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-1294
Outside 

Jurisdiction

Outside 

Jurisdiction

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Against Rezoning

This comment is posted outside our jurisdiction, where we are not making any 

changes. As such, we're unsure of which part of our proposal you are 

opposing. Please feel free to revisit our map and try again, or contact us via 

one of the other methods listed in our contact information.
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WEB-1601 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Does not fit with the surrounding neighborhoods and traffic could not be 

supported.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-1921
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do not support the proposed rezoning of this property.  It will have 

considerable negative affect to surrounding residential access roads, 

neighborhoods and traffic.  It is out of scale and character with the immediate 

area.  Road access does not support the proposed development.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-1922 3723 Bison Hill Lane CUD O&I-1 R-10-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
The zoning change more accurately reflects the current land use.

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
Northeast

WEB-1923 225 E DAVIE ST BUS w/DOD DX-3-SH
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Height at this downtown site (along with 228 E Martin Street) should be set to 

allow for mid-rise development.  Would recommend 6 stories be the allowed 

height.   

Part of 228 E Martin Street is located in the Moore Square Historic Overlay 

District. Its balance and 225 E Davie Street are adjacent to the District. This 

context is the reason that these parcels are recommended for a three story 

height limit. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for 

greater height, that decision should be made as part of the public process of a 

privately initiated rezoning. 

Central 69

WEB-1924 0 GILMAN LN R-4 w/PDD PD
General 

Comment
i don't understand what any of this means.

Sent link to UDO remapping page with offer to provide site-specific 

information if address were provided.
Southeast

WEB-2241 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Please protect our neighborhood from incorrect development

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-2242 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: I live in the Wood Spring neighborhood that Whittington Drive 

serves as a main entrance.  I do not oppose development of this land that is in 

accordance with the Comprehensive Plan. The Z-1-14 rezoning is not in 

accordance with the Comprehensive Plan. It does not ensure neighborhood 

and environmental preservation. It DOES propose to bring more than 2 

MILLION new vehicle trips per year (more than 5,000/day) to Falls and Dunn.  

The site should be maintained in current zoning and development that is 

allowed should proceed.  Raleigh should not allow spot zoning and shoehorn 

an out-of-scale commercial development in an entirely residential 

community.  We should not permit development that HARMS neighborhoods 

by decreasing property values and making our residential streets less safe due 

to cut-through traffic.  Let's have smart growth in Raleigh that balances 

development with neighborhood preservation.  Thank you.  

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-2243 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

There is no way a large store should be allowed on this property, the traffic 

alone would create havoc to this area. Understood that there may be small 

business in this land area (which I believe it is zoned for) but a large grocery 

store would be a disservice to the residents of North Raleigh.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-2244 1540 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Inappropriate location for commercial development.  Too small to attract non 

local consumers.  Local residents heavily opposed based on surveys and signs.  

Alternative shopping already conveniently available w/in two miles.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-2245 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

As a home owner in this area I want to maintain its current residential 

character and strongly oppose the proposed zoning change.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-2246 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

It is  inappropriate to rezone this land. We do not need  publix in this location

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-2561 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: Please protect our neighborhood from incorrect development

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-2562 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I live in the Wood Spring neighborhood that Whittington Drive serves as a 

main entrance.  I do not oppose development of this land that is in 

accordance with the Comprehensive Plan. The Z-1-14 rezoning is not in 

accordance with the Comprehensive Plan. It does not ensure neighborhood 

and environmental preservation. It DOES propose to bring more than 2 

MILLION new vehicle trips per year (more than 5,000/day) to Falls and Dunn.  

The site should be maintained in current zoning and development that is 

allowed should proceed.  Raleigh should not allow spot zoning and shoehorn 

an out-of-scale commercial development in an entirely residential 

community.  We should not permit development that HARMS neighborhoods 

by decreasing property values and making our residential streets less safe due 

to cut-through traffic.  Let's have smart growth in Raleigh that balances 

development with neighborhood preservation.  Thank you.  

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-2563 2104 KARNS PL

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This proposal would cause severe traffic hardships to Bedford, Falls River and 

surrounding developments.  It makes absolutely no sense to me to add 

another major food chain store when sufficient markets already exist within a 

2 mile area, specifically, 2 Food Lion stores and 2 Harris Teeter stores. all 

between New Falls of Neuse and Durant Road. I refuse to deal with the traffic 

problems this proposal will cause, and will definitely boycott the new Publics 

proposed at Falls of Neuse and Dunn Rd.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-2881 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

As a home owner in this area we already face issues with traffic.  Also, there is 

a wakemed north campus that is expending around the corner.  I strongly 

oppose the proposed zoning change.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-2897 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

A commercial development on this corner provides no value to an already 

overwhelming residential neighborhood.  The mixed used developments in 

Bedford are examples of how successful businesses operate under the current 

zoning plan.  I will actively campaign against any council person who votes for 

the proposed changes.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-3202 Right-of-Way
General 

Comment

I received a postcard but cannot find a rezoning. Where are the street 

names??

Reached out for address verification 5/29; Your property is unaffected by this 

process. Due to the imprecise nature of marrying zoning map data to parcel 

map data, there may be a slight overlap on your rear property line with the 

neighboring parcel causing you to get notification. Just know that your parcel 

is zoned Residential-6 today and will remain Residential-6 until you or a future 

owner requests otherwise, meaning that for you and your neighbors, the only 

development that can occur would have to be basically the same as it is 

today.

The parcel to the rear of your property is being rezoned from Conditional Use 

Office & Institutional to Office Mixed Use – 3 stories, Conditional Use. This is 

the most direct translation we have from our old zoning regulations to our 

new. There are also additional restrictions on that property which provide 

strict buffering requirements to your neighborhood should that property 

redevelop.

Midtown

WEB-3521 1500 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Against rezoning. Would cause a traffic nightmare in an already busy 

intersection. My children attend Little Pros Academy (daycare right next door) 

and I don't want them to subjected to contstant delivery trucks and garbage 

trucks on a daily basis

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-3522 1500 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This land is not appropriate to rezone to allow for a large development, as it 

will negatively impact the adjoining neighborhoods.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-3203 1540 Dunn Rd
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

DUPLICATE: This land is not appropriate to rezone to allow for a large 

development, as it will negatively impact the adjoining neighborhoods.

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-3204 3221 NORTHSIDE DR IND-1 IX-3
General 

Comment
How does the proposed zoning from IND-1 to IX-3 affect the property?

IND-1, the old legacy district was classified as a strictly industrial district, and 

therefore, it allowed for all types of industrial and commercial uses; while 

residential uses were strictly prohibited; setbacks are specified, a height of 

max. 50’ is recommended, though you could go higher by giving additional 

setbacks meeting the code requirements. IX, the new UDO district is classified 

as an industrial mixed use district. It is intended to provide for a variety of 

light industrial and manufacturing uses while allowing for retail, service, and 

commercial activity and limited housing opportunities. To help ensure that 

land is reserved for manufacturing and employment, residential uses are 

limited to the upper stories of mixed-use buildings. IX is not intended to 

provide for areas exclusively dominated by light industrial or manufacturing 

but provide for developments that incorporate commercial uses with housing, 

retail and service-related activity.

North

WEB-3841 618 North Boylan Avenue NB w/PBOD DX-5
Comment about 

Proposed Height

I live at 618 North Boylan Ave. (The Paramount). The lot immediately adjacent 

to my condo on the west side has a proposed height of up to 5 stories. Given 

that there is not road seperating the lot from our building, I propose this 

should be maximum 3 stories like the other adjacent lot on the west side. 

**Correction to my last comment. I meant the adjacent lot on the east side 

for the building… should be maximum 3 stories vs. the proposed 5.

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) – 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. The plan recommends a 

maximum building height of 40 to 50 feet along Peace Street; 615 W Peace 

Street is proposed to be rezoned to a 3 story height limit (50 feet maximum) 

for this reason. For areas of the city where small area plans, such as the Peace 

Streetscape and Parking Plan, have been completed, the proposed remapping 

recommendations reflect guidance provided in the small area plans. 

Hillsborough 55

WEB-3842 618 North Boylan Avenue NB w/PBOD DX-5
Comment about 

Proposed Height

Correction to my last comment. I meant the adjacent lot on the east side for 

the building… should be maximum 3 stories vs. the proposed 5.

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) – 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. The plan recommends a 

maximum building height of 40 to 50 feet along Peace Street; 615 W Peace 

Street is proposed to be rezoned to a 3 story height limit (50 feet maximum) 

for this reason. For areas of the city where small area plans, such as the Peace 

Streetscape and Parking Plan, have been completed, the proposed remapping 

recommendations reflect guidance provided in the small area plans. 

Hillsborough 55
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WEB-3857 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I strongly object the re-zoning proposal at Falls of Neuse and 

Whittington/Dunn. While I’m all for progress, growth, and innovation the 

proposed location is simply NOT the right place for a large grocery store. It 

would severely impact my beloved neighborhood of Wood Spring – with 

increased traffic, less safe streets, noise and emission pollution, and a hugely 

negative impact on the aesthetics of our beautiful neighborhood entrance. 

Furthermore, our neighborhood would no longer be safe for pedestrians and 

children. Please, please do what’s right for the people who live here. The 

building of a Publix is completely out-of-scale with this location. It will turn our 

lovely neighborhood into a traffic-jammed, loud, unsafe area. I urge you to 

stop this. Please let me know how I can help you do so.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-3858 2808 Royal Forrest Drive

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

Why is there no "disagree with re-zoning" on the drop down menu? We 

disagree!! We believe that this area should NOT be rezoned to allow large 

developments to pop up where smaller developments were designed to fit. 

As a Bedford resident since 2004, we do not oppose development and 

growth, we oppose re-zoning to allow larger developments to take over (and 

maybe even fund insider deals ... because that is surely what it seems like to 

3,400+ people opposed to re-zoning). Don't ignore us ... we know what you 

are trying to do.

Emailed 5/30; As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at 

the southeast intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to 

be rezoned from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes 

closest to matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that 

currently govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-3859 Right-of-Way
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

I've received your post card. I've looked at the map; however there were no 

addresses or street names. Thank you for considering my input.

Sent email for more information on 5/30; Apologies if you could not find what 

you were looking for.  Please let us know if you have any further questions; 

Rec'd followup asking about widening of Rock Quarry near 5500 block; 

forwarded to Trans Planning who followed up with him.

Southeast

WEB-3860
6212 OLD WAKE FOREST 

RD
R-6 R-6

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This parcel is on very busy road with lots of frontage. This is not suitable for R-

6 type of development. It makes sense to make this OX-3 to match the other 

4 interior acres adjacent to this other half. Please rezone this parcel and the 

adjacent 2 acres with two old houses to OX-3. Thank you!

Emailed inquirer with the explanantion that R-6 properties are not under 

consideration for rezoning under this process since R-6 made the transition to 

the UDO. Provided a link to the City's rezoning webpage in case someone is 

interested in pursuing a traditional rezoning.

North

WEB-3843 1440 Rock Quarry Road
TD w/SHOD-

1

IX-3-PK 

w/SHOD-1

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Height limitation is too restrictive. At least 5 stories should be allowed. With 

the SHOD overlay and a 50 ft buffer this more than protects the appearance 

from the road since you can't see over or through 50 ft pine trees.

In light of current adjacent uses and zoning, as well as the recommendation of 

the Future Land Use Map that this area support Business and Commercial 

Services, Office Mixed Use (OX)–5–Parkway (PK) would is an alternative to the 

initial proposed rezoning to IX-3-PK. Office Mixed Use (OX) provides for a 

variety of office and employment uses while allowing for housing and ancillary 

retail. Limited retail and service-related options are allowed subject to use 

standards that restrict the size and scale of each use. The existing zoning of 

Thoroughfare District (TD) and SHOD-1 would allow development of up to 5 

stories/75 feet.

South 63
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WEB-3861 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Strongly disagree with the rezoning proposal. After just slightly addressing 

extremely heavy traffic with an additional lane, this new rezoning will make 

this entire area a nightmare. There are plenty of empty grocery buildings that 

this entity can go into without causing their major chaos here. I, for one, 

would boycott this store, not only on principle, but also because we are 

familiar with it from FL and are not impressed. We have adequate grocery 

stores nearby already with much finer quality.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-4161-

4801
1500 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am terribly concerned about the amount of traffic the proposed rezoning 

would bring to the Bedford/Falls River/Woodspring neighborhoods not to 

mention to the watershed area and the existing day care. The proposed 

rezoning is not at all what thousands of homeowners agreed to when 

purchasing their homes. I am worried about my property value declining just 

so that people can have yet another grocery store when there are already 

plenty of options in a very small radius.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-4162-

4481

11110 Falls Of Neuse 

Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Please sit at the intersection of Falls and Dunn around rush hour on any given 

work day. This corridor was just widened and it's already at it's capacity 

during these hours, not too mention the blind turn onto Dunn heading South 

on Falls. It's going to be a logistical nightmare adding increased traffic to this 

area. What if any plans are there to improve traffic flow if a big box tenant 

inhabits this location? Raleigh PD should sign a lease for one of the small retail 

shops as I'm sure their will be a fender bender every other day at this 

location.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-4177-

4482
1500 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Comment related to property at Dunn Road and Falls of Neuse...please 

maintain current zoning. Proposed rezoning is not in line with existing 

neighborhoods and recreational Falls Lake feel. Developers propose 'walkable' 

retail which is not really feasible given already heavy traffic. Traffic and safety 

issues will only get worse if rezoned as proposed.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-4802 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I disagree with the rezoning proposal for Falls and Dunn. It is not necessary, 

nor beneficial, and is harmful to the neighborhoods here. This road was just 

widened within the last 18 months. The traffic impact will exceed the previous 

calculations designated for this area and impede traffic flow. There are more 

suitable locations for Publix to acquire and those other locations have proper 

accommodations for traffic and pedestrian use. As a growing community we 

need to monitor business impact. Raleigh has the benefit of being a desirable 

location. We need to manage our roadways for long term growth within the 

next 10-15 years. Lifetime Fitness is building the largest workout facility on 

the east coast on the southside of 540, miles from this location. We need to 

look at the larger picture and impact of traffic in our metropolitan area. 

Raleigh is not desperate to have Publix. Publix is desperate to be in Raleigh.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-4803 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

The proposed rezoning will be detrimental to the existing residential 

neighborhoods. Rezoning would allow for a huge supermarket that will have 

negative traffic, safety, and pollution impacts that will detract from the 

community feel and Falls of Neuse natural spaces. This rezoning is not inline 

with the Comprehensive plan, and existing zoning of small retail and office 

space, in a community setting, is more inline with the existing and future use. 

On top of all this, large supermarket and retail centers existing in three 

directions in under 5 miles, so this density and scale are not needed at this 

time. More importantly, this rezoning is not consistent with Raleigh 

Comprehensive Plan for the Falls of Neuse corridor.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-4804 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I disagree with rezoning this property for Publix. The traffic impact will be 

awful for the families who live near this site.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-4805 201 Waterford Park Lane CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I disagree entirely with the Current and the Proposed zoning of our 

development. Why in the world would a townhouse community be rezoned 

for mixed office, retail use? Why can we not be rezoned the same as the 

townhouse community immediately to our south?

Given the current development and use of your neighborhood, R-10 would be 

a logical choice. However, Waterford Square was zoned in conjunction with 

the Six Forks Office Park to the north in November of 1999 to Office and 

Institution-1 Conditional Use. One of those conditions (#8 in the attached 

PDF) controls the overall scale of development that can occur for the entire 

acreage of the zoning case (your neighborhood and the office park). Due to 

this restraint, it is necessary to carry forward the conditions associated with 

the 1999 zoning and apply a consistent zoning district for the entire acreage. 

The most direct translation of the current zoning in the Unified Development 

Ordinance is Office Mixed Use, with a 3 story limit (OX-3-CU). One thing to be 

aware of is that, while this zoning allows for office and limited retail, if your 

homeowners’ association has restrictive covenants that exclude these uses, 

they would further restrict what uses are allowed in the neighborhood. 

North

WEB-4806 null
Outside 

Jurisdiction

Outside 

Jurisdiction

General 

Comment

The interactivity of the map is quite poor, and very disappointing. Links to a 

legend and information regarding the codes used would be helpful if 

citizen/proprty/home owner understanding and feedback is truly desired. 

Knowing the vast array of technical and technological resources available in 

the Triangle, I would have thought a true interactive map would be provided 

to the citizens of Raleigh. Such a disappointing site.

We are sorry that you have not found our viewer to be as useful as you 

expected. We have generally received positive reviews of the viewer, and are 

surprised by your feedback. Our viewer is designed to be compatible for users 

of computers, tablets, and even phones. If you can tell us more about what 

sort of problems you were having, we can see if there’s anything we can 

tweak on our end to make the experience better for everyone. We do 

sincerely desire to be transparent and allow for the greatest level of 

understanding for all of our constituents and are sorry that you have not 

experienced that with what we have provided. If you have any specific 

questions about the impacts of our proposal to your property, we have setup 

multiple venues for that discussion. While I hope you’ll give our viewer 

another chance, please do not hesitate to call or email us with any questions.

WEB-4483 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

Does the new zoning allow for the stores to be larger then in the old? Why 

does the new zoning not allow for outdoor seating?

Provided inquirer with info on basic development standards under existing 

and proposed zoning. 
North

WEB-4807 4020 ED DR CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Ours is a condominium community consisting of nine, two and three story 

buildings contained mostly within the Hemlock Forest Circle loop.  It is not 

compatible with ground floor businesses due to the lack of ability to handle 

any substantial volume of traffic and lack of adequate parking.  The building 

entrances are controlled by electronic code systems and there are no external 

entrances for the units on 7 of the buildings.  Access would require 

compromising security for all residents as well as presenting a maintenance 

issue for the common areas, both inside and outside.  The zoning description 

addresses apartments, not condos, so this may be an error also.

Emailed inquirer about the rationale for the choice of RX-3 (existing zoning 

and density are > 10du/a) and told him that commercial uses would not be 

permitted in his condominium community due to existing buildings not 

meeting locational or building type requirements.

Northwest
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WEB-5121 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This rezoning is complete wrong for the area in terms of character and safety 

for the neighborhood children given the traffic increase which will occur. 

Dunn and Falls already has too much traffic and rezoning will increase it. The 

area is totally residential and in the watershed area. Why does Raleigh not 

want to protect the neighborhoods and watershed? Rezoning and developing 

this property as if it were on Capital Blvd with sufficient road access is 

inappropriate and out of scale. 

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-5122 1708 Patton Road IND-2 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

None at this time
Emailed inquirer and asked if there were any specific questions, comments, or 

concerns.
Five Points

WEB-5441 312 S SWAIN ST R-20 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I have already had infrastructure changes made to my home to add a 1 

bedroom attic apartment.  

The property is proposed to be rezoned to R-10, a residential district that 

allows up to 10 dwelling units per acre. Two-unit living is permitted in R-10.  

The minimum lot size for an attached house is 6,000 square feet, and  the 

property in question is 0.15 acres or 6,534 square feet. The proposed rezoning 

is not in conflict with your current arrangement.

South Central

WEB-5457 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am against the Publix moving into this property. The proposed store doesn't 

fit the surrounding neighborhoods look and feel. There are plenty of other 

places within Raleigh that a Publix could move including the former Kroger 

property, which Publix has declined stating " the traffic flow was not ideal and 

they didn't like the shoppers in that area". That area is only 2 miles from 

where the store would be. Those shoppers will come to the store anyways so 

why not have the store in an existing space.


Also Falls of Nuese was just widened within the last 18 months to provide 

"more adequate" coverage for the neighborhoods. The traffic pattern is still 

no ideal and with Publix bringing in 2 million cars per year it will make the area 

a huge traffic jam all of the time. 

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-5458
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree with re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much more HARM and provides NO 

benefit for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on 

Falls, Dunn and Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE 

mistake and very POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve 

placing a HUGE store/ plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful 

neighborhood. You work for US the citizens of this community- you were NOT 

elected to line the pockets of greedy not the developers!

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-5459
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree with re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much more HARM and provides NO 

benefit for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on 

Falls, Dunn and Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE 

mistake and very POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve 

placing a HUGE store/ plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful 

neighborhood. You work for US the citizens of this community- you were NOT 

elected to line the pockets of greedy not the developers!

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-5460
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree with re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much more HARM and provides NO 

benefit for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on 

Falls, Dunn and Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE 

mistake and very POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve 

placing a HUGE store/ plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful 

neighborhood. You work for US the citizens of this community- you were NOT 

elected to line the pockets of greedy not the developers!

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-5461
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree w/ re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much  HARM and provides NO benefit 

for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on Falls, Dunn 

& Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE mistake and very 

POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve placing a HUGE store/ 

plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful neighborhood. You work 

for us- the citizens of this community- you were NOT elected to line the 

pockets of greedy developers!

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-5473
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree with re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much more HARM and provides NO 

benefit for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on 

Falls, Dunn and Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE 

mistake and very POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve 

placing a HUGE store/ plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful 

neighborhood. You work for US the citizens of this community- you were NOT 

elected to line the pockets of greedy not the developers!

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-5474
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree with re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much more HARM and provides NO 

benefit for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on 

Falls, Dunn and Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE 

mistake and very POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve 

placing a HUGE store/ plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful 

neighborhood. You work for US the citizens of this community- you were NOT 

elected to line the pockets of greedy not the developers!

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-5475
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree with re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much more HARM and provides NO 

benefit for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on 

Falls, Dunn and Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE 

mistake and very POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve 

placing a HUGE store/ plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful 

neighborhood. You work for US the citizens of this community- you were NOT 

elected to line the pockets of greedy not the developers!

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North

WEB-5476
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I do NOT agree with re-zoning this land for a huge grocery store & plaza that is 

in the WRONG place. Rezoning will do much more HARM and provides NO 

benefit for citizens in this area. Homes will be devalued and the traffic on 

Falls, Dunn and Whittington is already horrible as it is. This will be a HUGE 

mistake and very POOR planning on the part of the City if they approve 

placing a HUGE store/ plaza on a small corner directly inside of a beautiful 

neighborhood. You work for US the citizens of this community- you were NOT 

elected to line the pockets of greedy not the developers!

Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us. This appears to 

be a duplicate comment. Please be advised that City of Raleigh staff will only 

respond to each unique comment once.

North
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WEB-5477 1500 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

We moved to this community in September 2012 under the premise that this 

land was zoned for small office or small retail. The Falls Corridor is mentioned 

in the Comprehensive Plan as an area protected from large out-of-scale 

development and that factored into our decision to live here.  We believed 

the Comprehensive Planâ€™s promise to guide decisions affecting 

development and protect neighborhoods. This rezoning proposal does not 

provide a public benefit and is instead detrimental to our neighborhoods. The 

proposed development will increase traffic on our neighborhood streets and 

harm the investment we made in buying our home. Raleigh should develop in 

a manner that is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and that benefits 

communities, not harm them.  As a resident, taxpayer, voter and mother, I 

respectfully request that this rezoning proposal is not permitted.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-5478 3519 EDGEMONT DR CUD R-15 RX-3-CU
General 

Comment

It appears that the Edgemont Drive area is being rezoned to RX-3-CU, which is 

"residential mixed use."  It was zoned as CUD-R-15.  What will be the 

differences due to the rezoning?

You can find answers to many of your questions on the remapping website 

here:   

http://www.raleighnc.gov/business/content/PlanDev/Articles/Zoning/Zoning

Remapping.html

There is a comparison sheet where you can compare the differences between 

R-15 and RX.  With regards to retail sales in RX, they would only be permitted 

on the ground floor corner unit of an apartment building, not in townhomes.  

http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/PlanDev/Documents/Zoning/UDO/Zoning

ComparisonR-15andR-30toRX.pdf

Northwest

WEB-5479 3519 Edgemont Drive CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

The Edgemont Drive community consists three story townhomes contained 

mostly within the Olde Town at Bentley Ridge area. It is not compatible with 

ground floor businesses due to the lack of ability to handle any substantial 

volume of traffic and lack of adequate parking. The zoning description 

addresses apartments, not town homes or condos, so this is an error also.

You can find answers to many of your questions on the remapping website 

here:   

http://www.raleighnc.gov/business/content/PlanDev/Articles/Zoning/Zoning

Remapping.html

There is a comparison sheet where you can compare the differences between 

R-15 and RX.  With regards to retail sales in RX, they would only be permitted 

on the ground floor corner unit of an apartment building, not in townhomes.  

http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/PlanDev/Documents/Zoning/UDO/Zoning

ComparisonR-15andR-30toRX.pdf

Northwest

WEB-5489
1933 Somerset Hills 

Court
R-10 R-10

General 

Comment

This map show a change in the zoning of the golf course that bumps into my 

part, changing for R6 to PD. What is PD?

Emailed citizen information about his zoning. His property is not being 

rezoned, it is already zoned R-6 and R-10. Answered his question about the 

replacement of the old PDD to new PD. 

Northeast

WEB-5761 214 LOFT LN R-10-CU R-10-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Checking out the changes Thank you. Please let us know if you have any questions. North

WEB-5762 214 LOFT LN R-10-CU R-10-CU
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Checking out the changes Thank you. Please let us know if you have any questions. North

WEB-6081 702 Quarry Street R-20 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

can I have more information on the rezoning of quarry street, coleman and 

state streets
Emailed with an explanation of how to access the PDFs of the tiles. South Central

WEB-6401 2324 WADE AVE CUD R-15 RX-3
General 

Comment

There seems to be a small sliver of RX-3 next to RX-3. Can these be merged 

into one district?

These will be merged on the final map.  The reason they are not currently 

shown as merged is because one is going from a conditional use district to a 

general use district and the other is a general use to general use cleanup to 

align with parcel boundaries.

Wade
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WEB-6721 3301 TERMINAL DR
IND-1 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I live at 3241 Lake Woodard and am concerned that this property which I can 

see from my front window is being rezoned " IH heavy industry" which by it's 

definition is incompatible with nearby residential. The only access to this 

property is via Lake Woodard Dr which is already overloaded with pass 

through traffic and utilty vehicles from the City Operation Center. There is 

already a bottle neck of traffic at Lake Woodard and Brentwood Road. This 

rezoning, I assume, would allow for heavy vehicles which could only be a 

greater load and threat to existing traffic. I am also concerned that this is the 

only nearby property on this side of the beltline being rezoned to "IH". That 

makes me wonder If someone doesn't already have plans for a significant 

change to the use of the property which currently is only office and vehicle 

parking by the City.

doing some additional research on this property and will be back in touch 

soon with more information
Northeast

WEB-7041 7716 Fiesta Way R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

I disagree with any rezoning in this area. Myself & my neighbors have been 

negatively affected by the Hibernian Pub. The noise level is unacceptable 

(especially) on Fri. & Sat.nights (I have contacted law enforcement concerning 

the noise level). Any additional commerical usage will increase runnoff & 

additional lighting issues which is also a problem.

Her property is R-4, but told her some properties along Falls of Neuse Road 

(south side) have potential to be rezoned to commercial uses.
North

WEB-7042 5900 CHAPEL HILL RD IND-1 IX-3-PK
General 

Comment

Why would this area not be proposed as CX-12-CU as the "Inside Wade" 

project is? This area is in need of restaurants/shops with residential space 

above. There are limited options for patrons to events at the PNC arena and 

Carter Finely. This area needs to be more attractive before/after events and in 

between for residents. Location is prime.

This property is recommended to be rezoned to Industrial Mixed Use (IX) – 3 – 

Parkway (PK). This is the closest translation in the Unified Development 

Ordinance of the property’s existing zoning, Industrial (IND)-1. Additionally, 

there is no policy guidance in the 2030 Comprehensive Plan (including the 

Future Land Use Map) or any subsequent small area planning documents that 

would support rezoning to a Commercial Mixed Use (CX) district.

West 70

WEB-7361 Right-of-Way
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This is a Terrible place to allow rezoning. I purchased a home in the 

community of Bedford 10 years ago when there were only 241 residents... I 

knew that growth would take place... But I knew what type and size of growth 

would be allowed and what would not be allowed and you did too. A vote in 

favor of rezoning this area will be a direct slap in the face to your constituents. 

Growth is fine and I'm all for it! When it fits the community need and blends 

well with its surroundings. I have a lake behind my home and I'll ask you this 

question: there are only 2 gas stations in our 3 mile radius so if someone 

came to you and said "Let's fill in the lake and put a gas station there! It'll be a 

really convenient spot!". Would you?

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-7681 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

How am I supposed to know when I get to the 1,000 character max allowed? 

Shouldn't this comment box have a counter on it?

Thanks for pointing that out. Initially, the box should have turned red when 

you exceeded 1,000 characters. However, that did not always work exactly 

right in every browser. So due to your feedback, we have added a counter.

North

WEB-8001 1540 Dunn Road
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

No rezoning

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-7682 301 Park Avenue SP R-30 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I bought this property for in 2005 as a R-30 zoning (previously neighborhood 

business). I would like this property to remain as close as possible to R-30 as 

an R-X designation. I had already expressed this to planning staff but it was 

not reflected on this map.

Contacted inquirer by email and phone, and explained rationale for the choice 

of proposed zoning district (R-10). I mentioned that I would be taking his 

comments and request for RX-3 zoning to the review team for consideration. I  

will follow up with the inquirer 6/11/14, following the review team meeting. 

UPDATE (6/13/14) - I contacted inquirer and let him know we would amend 

the draft zoning map to change his properties to RX-3.

Hillsborough 71

WEB-7683 221 Dexter Place SP R-30 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

First of all this is not a separate parcel. 221 Dexter Place does not exist. This is 

part of 301 Park Avenue and it is all deeded as one lot, paid for as one lot, etc. 

Wake Co. was notified many years ago about this and has not updated their 

record. Regardless, I would like this property to be zoned as R-X, which is 

most closely aligned with the Special R-30 zoning and relates to the other 

properties on the south side of Dexter.

Contacted inquirer by email and phone, and explained rationale for the choice 

of proposed zoning district (R-10). I mentioned that I would be taking his 

comments and request for RX-3 zoning to the review team for consideration. I  

will follow up with the inquirer 6/11/14, following the review team meeting. 

Suggested he contact Wake County regarding the one parcel vs. two issue. 

UPDATE (6/13/14) - I contacted inquirer and let him know we would amend 

the draft zoning map to change his properties to RX-3.

Hillsborough 71

WEB-8321 219 Dexter Place SP R-30 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I bought the property in 1998 as an Special R-30 designation. Downzoning to R-

10 is a significant reduction in the use of the property. I would like the 

property to be zoned as R-X along with the rest of the propriety on the south 

side of Dexter. We had a community meeting and relayed this information to 

Doug Hill on planning staff and it was not reflected in this mapping.

Contacted inquirer by email and phone, and explained rationale for the choice 

of proposed zoning district (R-10). I mentioned that I would be taking his 

comments and request for RX-3 zoning to the review team for consideration. I  

will follow up with the inquirer 6/11/14, following the review team meeting. 

UPDATE (6/13/14) - I contacted inquirer and let him know we would amend 

the draft zoning map to change his properties to RX-3.

Hillsborough 71

WEB-7684
217 WATERFORD PARK 

LN
CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

The Waterford Square Townhome community is completely built out 

consisting solely of single family residences. As such the designation should be 

changed to R-10-CU as the neighboring community of townhomes to our 

south. The office complex to our north should be combined with the office 

complex to its north and classified as either OX-3-CU or NX-3-CU. Both of 

these complexes are also completely filled in with various businesses but no 

retail is included. The proposed classification of OX-3-CU is inappropriate for 

Waterford Square as our Declaration of Covenants and Restrictions would 

deny the possibility of conducting a business or retail operation in our 

townhome community. Waterford Square is simply a residential community 

of townhomes. Regards, John Stewart President Waterford Square HOA

Given the current development and use of your neighborhood, R-10 would be 

a logical choice. However, Waterford Square was zoned in conjunction with 

the Six Forks Office Park to the north in November of 1999 to Office and 

Institution-1 Conditional Use. One of those conditions (#8 in the attached 

PDF) controls the overall scale of development that can occur for the entire 

acreage of the zoning case (your neighborhood and the office park). Due to 

this restraint, it is necessary to carry forward the conditions associated with 

the 1999 zoning and apply a consistent zoning district for the entire acreage. 

The most direct translation of the current zoning in the Unified Development 

Ordinance is Office Mixed Use, with a 3 story limit (OX-3-CU). One thing to be 

aware of is that, while this zoning allows for office and limited retail, if your 

homeowners’ association has restrictive covenants that exclude these uses, 

they would further restrict what uses are allowed in the neighborhood. 

North

WEB-7685 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

The current zoning has a limit of 3,000 sqft, and as stated in the "Conditional 

User Buffer Commercial" zoning definition "was originally intended to provide 

compatibility between small retail uses and adjacent low density residential 

uses."  The proposed zoning would remove the square footage limitation and 

explicitly allows for buildings up to 50ft tall - well out of scale with the 

surrounding neighborhood.  In other words, rezoning may be necessary as a 

result of the applicability of the UDO, but NX-3-CU is an incredible jump up 

from the existing zoning classification.  This is out of character with the 

surrounding land use, will increase traffic to levels not supported by BRAND 

NEW infrastructure (updated to handle current residential use) and will 

increase the likelihood of accidents and incidents in the surrounding area due 

to the lack of ingress/egress typically needed for the size development 

contemplated with NX zoning.  I am against this proposed rezoning 

classification.

You are correct that Buffer Commercial (BC) has a 3,000sqft limit. However, 

that is per floor, per lot. Currently, there are two lots; as there is no minimum 

lot size for non-residential uses of BC, these could be further subdivided to 

whatever point a developer could meet all setback, stormwater, tree save, 

parking, and other requirements. As the two existing properties together are 

~180,000sqft, they could theoretically be subdivided many more times, with 

each of these new lots allowed 3,000sqft per floor. As the height cap for BC is 

40ft (or more with increased setbacks), a 3 story/50ft product is conceivable, 

similar to what the proposed NX-3-CU would allow. You can find more 

information on Buffer Commercial here: 

https://library.municode.com/HTML/10312/level4/COCOTA_PT10PLDE_CH2Z

O_ARTCSUREZODI.html

North

WEB-8641
10630 BEDFORDTOWN 

DR

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

There is no need for re-zoning this neighborhood. With the exception of the 

zoning case, the neighborhood is completely built-out and doesn't require 

rezoning. R-4-UWPOD-PDD appears EXACTLY THE SAME (functionally 

speaking), as PD-UWPOD. So why waste the city's (and resident's) time 

rezoning that which doesn't need to be rezoned?

You are correct that, functionally speaking, the existing zoning and the 

proposed zoning are the same. When the Unified Development Ordinance 

(UDO) was adopted, it removed the Planned Development Overlay District 

(PDD) and replaced it with a Planned Development (PD) base zoning district. 

In order to fully implement the UDO and retire the old zoning regulations, the 

PDD overlay district will be rezoned to the new PD base zoning district on the 

map. 

North

WEB-8961 5113 NORTH HILLS DR R-4 w/PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property is part of the current greenway system. Our family very much 

enjoys this property in its current state. Its natural areas are quite serene & 

beautiful. We walk these trails often. We would not support re-zoning that 

opens this property up to development.

We love our greenways and definitely want them to continue as the 

wonderful amenities they are. This rezoning process does not create any 

additional entitlements for development of the properties in the vicinity of 

your comment. The land here is preserved under an easement for use as a 

greenway. 

Midtown
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WEB-8962 1500 DUNN RD
CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I oppose rezoning of this property because the proposed development is 

harmful to neighborhoods.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-8978 916 WITHERS RD IND-1 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This is proposed to be zoned as a "Heavy Industrial" zone. This is literally 

directly across the street from a residential neighborhood. Machinery and 

industrial noise are a current issue and it clearly states that this is a mismatch 

to being near a residential zone (Renaissance Park).

This property was recommended for Heavy Industrial (IH) zoning based on the 

current use on the site. Review of the current use suggests that this site is 

already being used for a high-impact industrial use. This is an allowed use 

currently and the proposed zoning was chosen to allow continuation of the 

current use. 

Southwest

WEB-9282
11110 FALLS OF NEUSE 

RD

R-4 

w/UWPOD 

and PDD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

I agree with the proposed rezoning.  There is not enough variety in this area 

as it is.  A Publix grocery store would be a welcome addition to our 

community.  This area could definitely use an alternative to having to drive 2 

miles in either direction just to buy groceries.  Having a grocery store within 

walking distance might help to alleviate the congestion issues we currently 

experience.  Please take note that I am only agreeing with the proposed 

rezoning if the store is a Publix, as I have lived in other areas where Publix 

anchors shopping malls and it has resulted in a great convenience for all.

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-9602 3708 Dade Street R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Please inform us as to what rezoning of this property entails.
Emailed citizen information about his zoning. His property is not being 

rezoned, it is already zoned R-4.
Glenwood

WEB-9603 5012 TANGLEWOOD DR R-4 w/NCOD R-4 w/NCOD
General 

Comment

I do not know enough about the proposals at this time to make an informed 

comment. My property backs up to the two large buildings facing Fairhill 

Drive.

Emailed Ms. Parramore with an explanation of the existing and proposed 

zoning on the office property to the east of her lot.  
Northwest

WEB-9604 Right-of-Way R-4 R-4
Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

I was pleased to see the zoning on the east side of Lead Mine Road remained 

unchanged, preserving Lead Mine Road as a natural boundary between high 

density commercial to the west of Lead Mine and R4 residential to the east. 

Maintaining these natural boundaries seem to help avert many difficulties in 

the long run. (Great use of technology for informing the public! Nice web 

site.) 

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
Midtown

WEB-8979 5646 Hamstead Crossing R-10 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am very concerned about this proposal. It concerns me that I may lose this 

peaceful space as well as for safety and my property value. The lake and 

woods provide a nice buffer for sound, a safe backyard without undesirables 

living behind us and definitely help with resale values for aesthetic and 

privacy reasons. Would the lake still exist under this proposal? How much of a 

buffer would be left between our homes and the new development? Would 

the residential units built be high end or low end sales/rentals? What about 

saving green space in Raleigh? Isn't this a factor? I see deer, fox, turtles, 

geese, ducks, frogs, eagles, bluebirds, etc. in these woods and around the 

lake. It seems so wasteful to destroy this beautiful and serene area just for 

more buildings and concrete. Please reconsider this proposal and take into 

consideration those of us who own homes behind this space. Our property 

values, safety and privacy will all be shot if this proposal is implemented. 

Please reconsider. 

emailed response. Please note that your property is currently zoned R-10 and 

the proposed UDO remapping will not change/affect properties zoned R-10. 

So there is no direct impact to your property through the remapping process. 

With regards to your inquiry regarding buffering, there is a strip (approx.. 95’) 

of Conservation Management zoning (CM) edging the property line of your 

subdivision. Within this strip of CM, no buildings would be permitted other 

than open space. However, beyond that, it is impossible to predict the future 

of the lake, which will likely depend on the property owner, the future use of 

the property on which the lake is located and the surrounding properties. It 

appears that the lake currently serves as a stormwater catchment area.

Northwest
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WEB-8980
9228 Stone Mountain 

Road
CUD O&I-2 R-4

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment. We definitely agree with 

the proposed re-zoning.

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
Northwest

WEB-8981 10401 FOSSIL CREEK CT CUD TD CX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I am worried about too many shops behind brier creek country club since it 

will not only generate noise but give more access to casing houses in our 

neighborhood. we have a problem with people parking and breaking in so it is 

better to have a distance. The fire station protects that section but not where 

you propose

Contacted inquirer via email and explained rationale for choice of proposed 

zoning district. Mentioned issues she brings up are public safety issues.
Northwest

WEB-8982 7204 Aquinas Avenue CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

The Land Use of the zone at our address is at present purely residential as a 

matter of fact. Therefore the future zoning should reflect this and also be 

"Residential-Only" and not "Mixed Use" 

Emailed inquirer and noted that the conditions associated with his property's 

rezoning are linked to those of the surrounding area (which is partially 

undeveloped). Therefore staff proposes to leave the conditions intact. One of 

those conditions permits a limited amount of office development, therefore 

staff supports the recommended OX-3-CU zoning. 

Northwest

WEB-8963 7252 Terregles Drive CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU
Comment about 

Proposed Height

PLEASE ANNEX MY SUBDIVISION INTO WAKE COUNTY! What is the proposed 

usage for the property BEHIND my house (North)?

Emailed inquirer to inform him that the UDO remapping does not 

contemplate annexation, and noted that the property to his north is in 

Durham County and not part of this UDO remapping.

Northwest

WEB-9922 216 Dexter Place
SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Current property and neighborhood has greater density than R-10. Correct 

zoning should be RX-3 to not devalue property.

Contacted inquirer via email and mentioned Staff will be taking the comments 

and request for RX-3 zoning to the review team for consideration, in 

conjuction with other properties in the vicinity. I  will follow up with the 

inquirer 6/11/14, following the review team meeting. UPDATE (6/18/14) - I 

emailed inquirers to let  them know we would not recommend change to RX-3 

due to non-conforming lot size and neighborhood transition requirements 

would burden future development of the property.

Hillsborough 72

WEB-

10242
217 Dexter Place

SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Correct zoning should be RX or NX to reflect existing and future land use for 

this neighborhood as well as make for a more contiguous zoning area. R-10 

would devalue these properties and, over time, prove discriminatory. 2010 

census data for the neighborhood confirms a) that the current density greatly 

exceeds R10 and b) that the average household income would not support 

single family housing on these parcels. Healthy growth - supporting both 

greater income/rent/taxes per acre and diversity of population can only be 

achieved thorough RX, NX, etc. Also, please confirm that all stakeholders are 

really being contacted. Two owners of multi-family property that I contacted 

last week (on this block alone) where unaware that their property was 

earmarked for down-zoning or might become non-conforming.

Contacted inquirer via email and mentioned Staff will be taking the comments 

and request for RX-3 zoning to the review team for consideration, in 

conjuction with other properties in the vicinity. I  will follow up with the 

inquirer 6/11/14, following the review team meeting. UPDATE (6/13/14) - I 

contacted inquirer and let him know we would amend the draft zoning map to 

change his properties to RX-3.

Hillsborough 71

WEB-

10258
4705 Mifflin Street R-4 w/ PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I disagree with the proposed change; I see no clear or compelling evidence 

that supports changing this address from purely residential and see that this 

proposal does not extend itself to similar neighborhoods adjacent (on 

Sugarbush) and across Creedmoor (same developer and more adjacent to 

retail that 4705 Mifflin st. Thank You

There is essentially no change to your neighborhood’s zoning.  It is already 

part of a Planned Development Overlay District (PDD).  Under our current 

code, PDD’s also have underlying zoning (yours happens to be R-4) though it 

really doesn’t serve any purpose as it is superseded by the Planned 

Development Overlay District that is already in place on your property.  Under 

the new Unified Development Ordinance, the requirement for an underlying 

zoning district had been eliminated for Planned Developments, thus your 

notification.  Under the UDO, we are changing Planned Development District 

(PDD) to Planned Development (PD) which is really mainly a name change on 

the map.  Please let me know if you have any additional questions.

Northwest

WEB-

10243
9156 Wooden Road

CUD TD w/ 

PDD
PD

General 

Comment

To be clear, this is NOT a general comment. I DISAGREE with this zoning. 

Going to PD as "a relief mechanism against prescriptive zoning"... I don't see 

any way anyone in these neighborhoods benefits from that. "Prescriptive 

zoning" is a good thing as a property owner, since you liked what you saw 

enough to buy here. "Prescriptive zoning" is probably bad for the tax base, 

though, which is probably why the municipal government wants to do this.

WEB-10562

This area is currently zoned Conditional Use District-Thoroughfare District-

Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay District (CUD-TD-PDD). 

Citywide, areas currently regulated by a Planned Development Conditional 

Use Overlay District (PDD) are proposed to be rezoned to the Planned 

Development (PD).  While the naming convention for this type of zoning is 

changing, the regulations and entitlements are effectively the same. 

Development in a PD district is controlled by a Master Plan. This area was 

developed under the Brier Creek Village Center Master Plan, which the City 

approved in 2005. The Brier Creek Village Center Master Plan controlled 

development that has already occurred here (including the townhouse and 

apartment neighborhoods), and will continue to control what development 

can occur here under the proposed zoning.

Northwest
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WEB-

10562
9156 Wooden Road

CUD TD w/ 

PDD
PD

General 

Comment
Make nthat "NOT" a good thing for homeowners. WEB-10243

This area is currently zoned Conditional Use District-Thoroughfare District-

Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay District (CUD-TD-PDD). 

Citywide, areas currently regulated by a Planned Development Conditional 

Use Overlay District (PDD) are proposed to be rezoned to the Planned 

Development (PD).  While the naming convention for this type of zoning is 

changing, the regulations and entitlements are effectively the same. 

Development in a PD district is controlled by a Master Plan. This area was 

developed under the Brier Creek Village Center Master Plan, which the City 

approved in 2005. The Brier Creek Village Center Master Plan controlled 

development that has already occurred here (including the townhouse and 

apartment neighborhoods), and will continue to control what development 

can occur here under the proposed zoning.

Northwest

WEB-

10882
5929 Cameo Glass Way O&I-1 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I could not find a key for the maps to tell me what the zoning changes mean. 

It appears that this is moving my neighborhood to more of a commercial 

zone, but I cannot tell for certain. Is there anyway to understand what this 

means?

The key to the map appears as the text below the maps. When you search for 

your address or click on any point on the map, that text updates to explain 

what the designations mean at the selected property. The designation 

proposed for your neighborhood actually accomplishes the opposite of what 

you seem to be concerned about. It moves your neighborhood into a more 

strictly Residential zoning. Currently, your neighborhood is zoned Office & 

Institution-1 (O&I-1), which allows for some types of commercial 

development including banks, salons & offices. Whereas, the proposed zoning 

of Residential-10 generally only allows for residential development, with a cap 

of 10 dwelling units per acre. Your neighborhood was developed under the 

O&I-1 category as residential is allowed to be developed under that category. 

The proposed zoning intends to protect the residential character of your 

neighborhood by more closely reflecting how it was constructed.

Northwest

WEB-

11202
3937 WESTERN BLVD

NB & R-6 

w/SRPOD

NX-3 

w/SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
Thank you, this makes much more sense.

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
West

WEB-9281-

11522
3607 FALLS RIVER AVE

R-4 w/ PDD 

& UWPOD

PD 

w/UWPOD

General 

Comment

The Future Land Use Map shows the Shoppes at Bedford area as 

Neighborhood Mixed Use and not PD

Areas that currently have a Planned Development Conditional Use Overlay 

District (PDD) are all being translated to the Planned Development (PD) 

Special District under the UDO. This is because development of these areas 

are controlled by Master Plans that are tied to these Planned Developments. 

You are correct that the Future Land Use designation for this property is 

Neighborhood Mixed Use. However, the Future Land Use Map is only one 

factor in determining the proposed zoning. The primary factor is translating 

existing conditions. Because this property currently lies within the Falls River 

Master Plan (as amended on 11/6/2002 by Z-62-2002), the existing PDD is 

being translated directly to the PD base district which replaces the PDD in the 

UDO. You will receive a copy of this master plan and the referenced 

amendment at the email address you've provided.

North

WEB-

11538
401 N Harrington Street

IND-2 with 

DOD
DX-12-SH

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Condo Owner @ West Bldg. (400 W. North St.,Unit 1406) It appears the city 

has done a thoughtful job on the rezoning. You have my provisional support. 

Good luck.

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
North Central

WEB-

11842
9801 Brier Creek Parkway CUD O&I-2 OX-3-PK-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The area across the street from the elementary school on brier creek parkway 

between alm and globe marked in red CX would be better zoned as NX or 

something less dense. CX is not appropriate here as it abuts houses and 

apartments without a buffer.

Emailed inquirer and described rationale for CX-3-PK zoning (existing zoning is 

TD and FLUM is Regional Mixed Use). Also mentioned requirement of 

development under UDO to incoporate transitions on their property when 

abutting single family zoning. NOTE: address and marker on the web tool are 

not the location of the properties described by inquirer.

Northwest 73

WEB-

11843

10594 Sporting Club 

Drive
CUD TD NX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This zone is within walking distance of my house. As such the NX code reflects 

this. But given this is in a residential area, exactly which "commercial" entities 

can use this lot seems very vague. Seems it could be any retail or service use. 

If the zone is designed for businesses that serve clients within "walking 

distance", I'd argue that the business should predominantly serve people that 

walk to it and not increase motorized traffic to the neighborhood. The "code" 

provides insight in terms of building dimensions, but I'm not seeing anything 

in terms of noise, storage of hazardous materials or impact on traffic - 3 of the 

most pressing concerns of anyone living in a residential area. What 

assurances can be given to protect against these 3 concerns?

Informed inquirer that primary remapping guidance has been provided by 

existing zoning and land use.  Noise is addressed in several parts of UDO, as 

well as Chapter 12 of Code; hazardous materials regulated by multiple levels 

of government, and traffic impacts dependent on several factors.

Northwest
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WEB-

12162
909 Rock Quarry Road R-10 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I do not understand why this one small piece of land is not included in CUD 

O&I like all the property around it. This property has never been used as 

anything but an office and this goes back to when E.I. du Pont de Nemours 

purchased 126.4 acres in 1927 for a storage area for explosives. William Henry 

Nordan was a magazine keeper for du Pont and had an office sitting on the 

portion now know as 909 Rock Quarry Rd. On May 29, 1951 J.W. Nordan 

purchased the 1.06 acres from du Pont and maintained an office for Nordan 

Transportation Company until the business was sold a few years back. I 

believe the R-10 designation is not good for this parcel as it would be a bad 

location for residential sitting at a major intersection of 5 lanes in every 

direction and all other property zoned for office and industrial use. Please 

review this I has been a real issue for renting as it is so limited in the R-10 

code for a business of any kind

This parcel is currently zoned R-10 (limited to no more than 10 dwelling units 

per acre). The city-initiated rezoning is not recommending any changes to 

residential districts, including R-10 districts. For this reason, no change in 

zoning is being recommended for this property.

South Central 74

WEB-

12482
6016 Windham Drive R-4 R-4

General 

Comment
need more information on the proposed zoning

The current zoning for your property is R-4 and no change is proposed. You 

were likely notified due to the property directly across Six Forks Road from 

you. The current zoning there is O&I-3 and the proposed zoning is OX-3. See 

the O&I-3 to OX- comparison sheet for more information at: 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/PlanDev/Documents/Zoning/UDO/Zoning

ComparisonOandI-3toOX.pdf

North

WEB-

12483
5144 Twelvepole Drive CUD TD RX-3-PK

General 

Comment
Need more information on the proposed zoning

Emailed citizen about zoning proposal. Current use is townhomes, and gave 

information about the current TD zoning and the proposed RX zoning. 
Forestville

WEB-

12484
1500 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I oppose the rezoning. There are 2 Harris Teeters, 2 Food Lions and a Whole 

Foods close by. We don't need to build another shopping center for Publix 

there's an empty spot where Krogers was in Wakefield . There are accidents 

at the intersection of Falls and Dunn frequently . The traffic is bad already and 

to add to it would make it worse !

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-

12485
1500 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Zoning mismatch and the disconnect between UDO remapping and 

Comprehensive Plan must be fixed to protect homes adjacent to the 

proposed development on this property.

WEB-12802, 

WEB-12803

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North
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WEB-

12802
1540 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This parcel is part of Rezoning Request Z-1-14 and the remapping will make it 

possible for developer to build larger scale and intensity adjacent to our 

neighborhood homes because the UDO does not define the intent of the 

Comprehensive Plan.

WEB-12485, 

WEB-12803

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-

12803
1540 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

The vagueness of the UDO would allow the proposed remapping on this 

parcel to give developers free rein to destroy the intent of the Comprehensive 

Plan in the adjacent neighborhood.

WEB-12485, 

WEB-12802

As part of the City-initiated remapping process, the parcels at the southeast 

intersection of Dunn and Falls of Neuse Roads are proposed to be rezoned 

from Buffer Commercial Conditional Use District (BC CUD) to Neighborhood 

Mixed Use-3 story-Conditional Use (NX-3-CU).  NX-3 comes closest to 

matching the use and height permitted by BC CUD. Conditions that currently 

govern development are proposed to remain.

As part of the same City-initiated remapping process, the properties 

immediately south, at Falls of Neuse and Whittington Drive, are proposed to 

be zoned Planned Development (PD) and remain subject to all relevant 

provisions of the Falls River master plan.

There is an active privately-initiated zoning request, Z-1-14, in this area. This 

case has not yet been scheduled for review by the Planning Commission. You 

can sign up for notice about this zoning request by clicking 'Subscriptions' at 

www.RaleighNC.gov and choosing Planning Commission and City Council.

North

WEB-

13122
9715 Blackwell Drive CUD TD R-10-CU

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

I have no issue with rezoning this area. However parking is a major issue in 

this area and while I don't know how much power the city has once a 

developer has been given permission to build, if you could keep an eye on the 

plans and suggest they give proper parking allocation a serious look when 

making their plans, that would probably help out future developments.

Emailed citizen and offered more information on parking standards and 

explained process of development plans meeting parking requirements. Will 

follow up if more info is needed. 

Northwest

WEB-

13442
8311 Deckbar Place CUD NB RX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The area along Barefoot Industrial that runs parallel to Deckbar Place is 

currently zoned as the same as my house. The proposal is to change that 

small piece of land to commercial (CX-3-CU). DO NOT DO THIS!!!! The truck 

noise is already very bad to the point where I cannot open my windows. NO 

NO RE-ZONING, PLEASE!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

For the most part, the allowed uses on this parcel are not changed by the 

proposed rezoning; conditions carried forward.  Property  owned by 

Glenwood Crossing Homeowners Association Inc. If there are covenants held 

by the homeowners association that further restrict the use of this property 

they would be able to provide you with additional information. Provided HOA 

mailing address. 

Northwest 75

WEB-

13443
2300 Laurel Valley Way R-10 w/ PDD PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This new zone boundary goes through the middle of our home, literally. It 

appears half of our property is being rezoned. What does that mean, will our 

home be split by two different zones? We are really confused about what the 

rezoning is meant to accomplish and how it impacts us.

Property will be split zoned R-10 and PD (Hedingham). Emailed inquirer and 

explained that R-10 is not being touched as part of rezoning process. Also 

explained that the Hedingham PDD is being rezoned to a PD district and that 

development regulations would not change.

Northeast

WEB-

13762
2500 DOVER FARM RD

R-1 w/ 

SWPOD

R-1 w/ 

SWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This is a working farm. Just saying it!

This property has been zoned Residential-1 since it was brought into Raleigh's 

Extraterritorial Jurisdiction in 1981. Residential-1 zoned properties are not 

considered for change during this process.

West

WEB-

14082
4068 Barton Park Place O&I-1 R-10

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

This proposed change makes good sense to me. I didn't know that we were 

currently zoned for offices and institutions, so switching to residential is the 

correct change to make. I agree with this proposed zoning. Thanks! 

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
Northwest

WEB-

14402
7324 CAPITAL BLVD IND-1 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I have a general concern about the rezoning of this area, from 7308 through 

7324 Capital Blvd from IND-1 to IH. The description of IH includes the storage 

of toxic waste and could have heavy pollution in an area that includes several 

housing areas (one of which is where I live), and a daycare where my four year 

old is currently attending. I don't feel like this is the best use of the space 

located right next to a heavily residential area. Pretty much anything besides 

IH would be appropriate.

Emailed inquirer and told him that in order for existing uses to continue and 

not create a non-conformity, IH would be needed for the parcels. Also 

infomed him that we would forward his concerns to the Planning Commission 

for its review.

Forestville 76
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WEB-

14722
5712 CORBON CREST LN CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
I would like to see if this property zoning changed.

Informed inquirer that primary remapping guidance has been provided by 

existing zoning and land use; those being proposed are intended to reflect 

current circumstances.  Existing zoning  conditions continue in effect.

Northwest

WEB-

15042
1316 DIEHL ST R-6 R-6

General 

Comment

As I understand it, my property at 1316 Diehl Street is not to be rezoned; 

however, property at 1304 Anapolis Drive backing up to Diehl Street is to be 

rezoned from O&I-1 to OX-3. in a quick review of online zoning handbook, I 

could not find a description of the OX-3 category. Could you please indicate 

where we might learn more about that. Also, on the proposed maps, solid 

black lines in front of both Diehl Street and Williamson Street have been 

removed. Is this a buffer that is to be removed as part of the rezoning? If so, 

how do we get more information on the removal of that buffer? Finally, a 

general comment--the Street connecting Diehl and Williamson is shown as 

Allison although that street has been known and identified by street signage 

as Martel Street for a number of years. Thank you.

Emailed citizen and provided more information on the proposed zoning 

change to his adjacent property, and offered to speak with him on the phone 

to determine more on the potential buffer. 

Hillsborough

WEB-

15362
3000 S WILMINGTON ST IND-1 IX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area is immediately adjacent to Renaissance Park and should not be 

zoned Industrial. This could result in undesirable businesses adjacent to the 

neighborhood. Isn't there another zoning more appropriate?

This property is currently zoned IND-1; IX-3 is a logical translation of existing 

rights in the Unified Development Ordinance for this parcel and four others 

nearby. Also, there is a billboard on one of the adjacent parcels.

Southwest 77

WEB-

15363
407 CHAPANOKE RD IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area is immediately adjacent to the Renaissance Park neighborhood - due 

to noise and size it would be a better fit in the Neighborhood Mixed Use 

category in my opinion.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

WEB-

15364
3551 GRENELLE ST CUD SC CX-3-PL-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area is immediately adjacent to the Renaissance Park neighborhood - due 

to noise and size it would be a better fit in the Neighborhood Mixed Use 

category in my opinion.

GEN-0098

This property is currently zoned CUD SC: CX-3-PL-CU is a logical translation of 

existing right in the Unified Development Ordinance for this parcel. Also, this 

area is designated as Community Mixed Use on the Future Land Use Map.

Southwest 24

WEB-

15365
3210 S WILMINGTON ST IND-1 CX-3-PL

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

This area is immediately adjacent to the Renaissance Park neighborhood - due 

to noise and size it would be a better fit in the Neighborhood Mixed Use 

category in my opinion.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. 

Southwest 24

WEB-

15378
3210 S WILMINGTON ST IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area is immediately adjacent to the Renaissance Park neighborhood - due 

to noise and size it would be a better fit in the Neighborhood Mixed Use 

category in my opinion.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. 

Southwest 24

WEB-

15682
3400 OLYMPIA DR IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area is immediately adjacent to the Renaissance Park neighborhood - due 

to noise and size it would be a better fit in the Neighborhood Mixed Use 

category in my opinion.

GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. 

Southwest 24

WEB-

15683
420 CHAPANOKE RD IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area is immediately adjacent to the Renaissance Park neighborhood - due 

to noise and size it would be a better fit in the Neighborhood Mixed Use 

category in my opinion.

GEN-0098

Staff agrees that the proposed rezoning for this parcel merits further 

discussion this parcel will be highlighted to the Planning Commission as one 

that requires discussion. (7/11/14)

Southwest 78

WEB-

15684
407 Chapanoke Road IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This should be zoned as neighborhood mixed use (NX) because of the 

proximity to Renaissance Park.
GEN-0098

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

WEB-

15685
407 Chapanoke Road IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Please rezone this area NX. GEN-0098

The proposed zoning is Commercial Mixed Use - 3 story height - Parking 

Limited frontage (CX-3-PL). The base district, CX-, provides for a variety of 

residential, retail, service, and commercial uses. While CX- accommodates 

commercial uses, the inclusion of residential and employment uses are 

strongly encouraged in order to promote live-work opportunities and mixed 

use development. The 3 story height designation limits buildings to a 3 

story/50 foot height maximum. Parking Limited frontage is intended for areas 

where access to buildings by automobile is desired, while maintaining some 

level of walkability.

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24
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WEB-

15379
407 Chapanoke Road IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

As a resident of Renaissance Park, I would like to see this area rezoned as NX 

and not the CX. Consideration should be given to the size of our neighborhood 

and the amount of residents affected by the shopping center. THANK YOU!

GEN-0098

The proposed zoning is Commercial Mixed Use - 3 story height - Parking 

Limited frontage (CX-3-PL). The base district, CX-, provides for a variety of 

residential, retail, service, and commercial uses. While CX- accommodates 

commercial uses, the inclusion of residential and employment uses are 

strongly encouraged in order to promote live-work opportunities and mixed 

use development. The 3 story height designation limits buildings to a 3 

story/50 foot height maximum. Parking Limited frontage is intended for areas 

where access to buildings by automobile is desired, while maintaining some 

level of walkability.

Given the current use of the site and the designation on the Future Land Use 

Map of Community Mixed Use, the CX- base district is the most appropriate 

district definition in the Unified Development Ordinance. Furthermore, this 

parcel is 14.23 acres in size and therefore exceeds the allowable maximum 

area of 10 acres in Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-).

Southwest 24

WEB-

16002
7214 Terregles Drive CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

General 

Comment

who do we have to petition to propose annexation into Wake county? all of 

our services are through city of Raleigh.

Emailed citizen and provided more information on the annexation agreement 

areas, etc. For further details referred citizen to our annexation section. 
Northwest

WEB-

15366
211 PARK AVE

SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is currently a multi-family structure my partner and I purchased 

under SP R-30 zoning. The current density of our properties (207 and 211 

park) is 26 units/acre. It seems that avoiding spot-zoning is the primary 

reason these properties have been zoned R-10, however this block represents 

a special case as 6 of the 12 properties in have densities 10 units/acre, along 

with multi-family properties in the blocks north, south, and west of this block. 

The multi-family properties in this area serve a diverse array of individuals 

who bike and use transit, as well as students who walk to NC State. We 

respectfully request that these properties be zoned RX-3 consistent with their 

existing use and nearby properties. Doing so will preserve their long term 

stability as dense, affordable, diverse residential housing.

Emailed inquirer and let him know we will be recommending that the 

Planning Commission dedicate further study to the SP R-30 areas during the 

Commissions review. Also offered for Staff to meet with the neighborhood 

again if it so chooses.

Hillsborough 79

WEB-

15367
219 PARK AVE

SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is currently a multi-family structure with densities over 10 

units/acre. I'm making this comment based on conversations I've had with 

owners on the block that have not voiced their opinion through this portal. It 

seems that avoiding spot-zoning is the primary reason these properties have 

been zoned R-10, however this block represents a special case as 6 of the 12 

properties in have densities 10 units/acre, along with multi-family properties 

in the blocks north, south, and west of this block. The multi-family properties 

in this area serve a diverse array of individuals who bike and use transit, as 

well as students who walk to NC State. We respectfully request that these 

properties be zoned RX-3 consistent with their existing use and nearby 

properties. Doing so will preserve their long term stability as dense, 

affordable, diverse residential housing.

WEB-15366

Emailed inquirer and let him know we will be recommending that the 

Planning Commission dedicate further study to the SP R-30 areas during the 

Commissions review. Also offered for Staff to meet with the neighborhood 

again if it so chooses.

Hillsborough 79

WEB-

15368
213 PARK AVE

SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is currently a multi-family structure with densities over 10 

units/acre. I'm making this comment based on conversations I've had with 

owners on the block that have not voiced their opinion through this portal. It 

seems that avoiding spot-zoning is the primary reason these properties have 

been zoned R-10, however this block represents a special case as 6 of the 12 

properties in have densities 10 units/acre, along with multi-family properties 

in the blocks north, south, and west of this block. The multi-family properties 

in this area serve a diverse array of individuals who bike and use transit, as 

well as students who walk to NC State. We respectfully request that these 

properties be zoned RX-3 consistent with their existing use and nearby 

properties. Doing so will preserve their long term stability as dense, 

affordable, diverse residential housing.

WEB-15366

Emailed inquirer and let him know we will be recommending that the 

Planning Commission dedicate further study to the SP R-30 areas during the 

Commissions review. Also offered for Staff to meet with the neighborhood 

again if it so chooses.

Hillsborough 79
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WEB-

16322
207 PARK AVE

SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is currently a multi-family structure my partner and I purchased 

under SP R-30 zoning. The current density of our properties (207 and 211 

park) is 26 units/acre. It seems that avoiding spot-zoning is the primary 

reason these properties have been zoned R-10, however this block represents 

a special case as 6 of the 12 properties in have densities 10 units/acre, along 

with multi-family properties in the blocks north, south, and west of this block. 

The multi-family properties in this area serve a diverse array of individuals 

who bike and use transit, as well as students who walk to NC State. We 

respectfully request that these properties be zoned RX-3 consistent with their 

existing use and nearby properties. Doing so will preserve their long term 

stability as dense, affordable, diverse residential housing.

WEB-15366

Emailed inquirer and let him know we will be recommending that the 

Planning Commission dedicate further study to the SP R-30 areas during the 

Commissions review. Also offered for Staff to meet with the neighborhood 

again if it so chooses.

Hillsborough 79

WEB-

16323
216 DEXTER PL

SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is currently a multi-family structure with densities over 10 

units/acre. I'm making this comment based on conversations I've had with 

other owners on the block that have not voiced their opinion through this 

portal. It seems that avoiding spot-zoning is the primary reason these 

properties have been zoned R-10, however this block represents a special 

case as 6 of the 12 properties in have densities 10 units/acre, along with multi-

family properties in the blocks north, south, and west of this block. The multi-

family properties in this area serve a diverse array of individuals who bike and 

use transit, as well as students who walk to NC State. We respectfully request 

that these properties be zoned RX-3 consistent with their existing use and 

nearby properties. Doing so will preserve their long term stability as dense, 

affordable, diverse residential housing.

WEB-15366

Emailed inquirer and let him know we will be recommending that the 

Planning Commission dedicate further study to the SP R-30 areas during the 

Commissions review. Also offered for Staff to meet with the neighborhood 

again if it so chooses.

Hillsborough 79

WEB-

16338
206 ASHE AVE

SP R-30 

w/SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is currently a multi-family structure with densities over 10 

units/acre. I'm making this comment based on conversations I've had with 

owners on the block that have not voiced their opinion through this portal. It 

seems that avoiding spot-zoning is the primary reason these properties have 

been zoned R-10, however this block represents a special case as 6 of the 12 

properties in have densities 10 units/acre, along with multi-family properties 

in the blocks north, south, and west of this block. The multi-family properties 

in this area serve a diverse array of individuals who bike and use transit, as 

well as students who walk to NC State. We respectfully request that these 

properties be zoned RX-3 consistent with their existing use and nearby 

properties. Doing so will preserve their long term stability as dense, 

affordable, diverse residential housing.

WEB-15366

Emailed inquirer and let him know we will be recommending that the 

Planning Commission dedicate further study to the SP R-30 areas during the 

Commissions review. Also offered for Staff to meet with the neighborhood 

again if it so chooses.

Hillsborough 79

WEB-

16642
5732 Westgate Road

CUD IND-1 

w/AOD

IH-CU 

w/AOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The AOD was removed from this parcel in Zoning Case Z-10-12 (Ord. No. 

(2012) 85ZC674). It should not be reflected in the Current or Proposed Zoning 

of the parcel.

GEN-0038

You are correct that the adopting ordinance for Zoning Case Z-10-12 called for 

the removal of the AOD in this location. Staff agrees that this is an error with 

the map that should be fixed. While the map is up for public comment, it is 

essentially frozen, aside from City Council approved rezonings. We will 

recommend removing the AOD, as called for in ordinance 085ZC674, when 

the new map is carried forward to Planning Commission in October.

Northwest 80

WEB-

17922
726 GASTON ST SP R-30 R-10

General 

Comment
Learning Please let us know if we can be of any assistance. Five Points

WEB-

18242
2550 Glenwood Avenue O&I-2 RX-7-PL

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Great mapping tool! Very easy to use and it's nice to see current vs. proposed 

side-by-side. Currently I am a renting resident of these quaint, older (1953), 

two-story apartment buildings and I am concerned that the proposed zoning 

(RX-7-PL) would be incompatible with the neighborhood (golf course, single-

family homes, mature trees, etc). I understand this property is valuable per 

city-data.com, so I am especially concerned that with the new zoning, a 

developer will purchase this property, tear down the historic register-eligible 

units, and build something incongruous in its place, like a high-end 

condo/apartment building with retail amenities that require parking and 

encourage driving. Interestingly, these apartment are priced very affordably 

in an area where this is unheard of, and changes in zoning could eliminate this 

needed affordable housing. It is for these reasons that I consider this 

proposed land use/zoning change to be mismatched. Thank you for 

reading/responding!

Emailed asking if she wants to request a zoning category other than the one 

on the draft rezoning map.  In a follow-up email she asked that the zoning on 

the property not be changed. RA - Apologies for the delay in further follow-up. 

We received your request that the zoning for this property not be changed. 

However, as this property exists in a zoning designation that no longer exists 

in the new development code, it must be changed to a district in our new 

development code. As well, given that a site plan for a new development has 

already been approved for this property under the existing zoning, which fits 

in well with the zoning proposed for the property, staff cannot support your 

request. However, it will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for further 

consideration upon the closing of the public comment period, which ends 

September 30th.

Glenwood 81

WEB-

18562
908 E DAVIE ST R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This area should be switch to higher density if you keep approving 6 story 

apartment buildings in the major areas. We are wasting all the available land 

with tiny buildings designed to give a quick profit to developers.

Emailed inquirer and provided rationale for choice of R-10 in the vicinity of the 

subject parcel. Mentioned Staff felt it was important to respect the existing 

context of the primarily single-family neighborhood in the area.

South Central
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WEB-

18882
1000 SHEETBEND LN

R-10 w/ 

SRPOD

R-10 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Map boundary appears to be incorrect. The existing R-6 zoning area should 

cover all of the Lake Johnson Harbor subdivision.

It is outside the scope of this process to change any boundaries of the zoning 

districts in this area. The UDO rezoning process is focused primarily on 

remapping commercial properties, whose zoning district options changed 

with the adoption of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO). As 

Residential-6 (R-6), Residential-10 (R-10), & Conservation Management (CM) 

were all carried forward from our old development code to the new UDO, 

these are not being changed. In addition, it appears this area was 

intentionally mapped this way in the 80s, prior to the subdivision of land for 

the development of the Lake Johnson Harbor subdivision.

West

WEB-

19202

11118 Emerald Creek 

Drive
CUD TD R-6

General 

Comment
Residential 6 doesn't look to be a change. Have I missed something?

As a matter of fact, this property is proposed to be changed. Currently, it falls 

into an old zoning category called Thoroughfare District (which currently 

covers most of the Brier Creek area). This zoning district allows for a wide 

variety of uses, including retail, office, and/or residential uses. As we are 

removing Thoroughfare District from the current zoning map, we have sought 

to select a zoning category that is more compatible with what has been 

constructed in the area. As a result, our proposal shows Residential-6 zoning 

along the entire east side of Emerald Creek Drive, including this property. This 

creates a consistent zoning designation for all of Regency at Brier Creek.

Northwest

WEB-

19522
3709 SOUTHAMPTON CT R-6 R-6

General 

Comment

WHAT THE HECK DOES YELLOW MEAN? AND GRAY??? This map tells me 

NOTHING! 

The zoning of this property is not proposed to change in any way. As far as the 

colors, in general, yellows/oranges indicate Residential, purples indicate 

Industrial, reds indicate Commercial, and blues indicate Office. The reason 

that we have not included a legend is that if you zoom in to a particular color, 

codes will appear representing what those colors indicate.  Additionally, if you 

click on any of them, you will receive a description of what they mean.  

Because there are many different colors (24 on the existing map and 18 on 

the proposed map), we decided that a legend would interfere with the 

information we are trying to convey, which is related to the codes and the 

descriptive text that appears below the maps with each click.

Atlantic

WEB-

19842
3709 SOUTHAMPTON CT R-6 R-6

General 

Comment

WHAT THE HECK DOES YELLOW MEAN? AND GRAY??? This map tells me 

NOTHING! 

The zoning of this property is not proposed to change in any way. As far as the 

colors, in general, yellows/oranges indicate Residential, purples indicate 

Industrial, reds indicate Commercial, and blues indicate Office. The reason 

that we have not included a legend is that if you zoom in to a particular color, 

codes will appear representing what those colors indicate.  Additionally, if you 

click on any of them, you will receive a description of what they mean.  

Because there are many different colors (24 on the existing map and 18 on 

the proposed map), we decided that a legend would interfere with the 

information we are trying to convey, which is related to the codes and the 

descriptive text that appears below the maps with each click.

Atlantic

WEB-

20162
3600 Windemere Place R-1 w/NCOD R-1 w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Residents expressed their concerns that Focroft's NCOD, that includes 

minimum of 2.5 acres to create a new lot, will be replaced with R1, 1 lot per 

acre. What assurrances does the city give to them that R1 infill will not 

happen?

The Foxcroft Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District (NCOD) is not 

proposed to change in any way. The NCOD standards will still control and can 

be found here: 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/extra/Books/PlanDev/UnifiedDevelopmen

tOrdinance/#117 "a. Minimum lot size: 108,900 square feet. b. Minimum lot 

width: 200 feet as measured at the required front yard setback. c. Front yard 

setback: Minimum of 50 feet. d. Side yard setback: Minimum of 40 feet. e. 

Rear yard setback: Minimum of 40 feet. f. Setbacks for accessory structures: 

Side and rear yard setbacks for accessory structures shall be a minimum of 20 

feet. g. Maximum building height: 40 feet for the principal building and 25 

feet for accessory structures."

Northeast

WEB-

20178
704 GLENWOOD AVE SP R-30 & NB R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

We presently run a small business at 704 Glenwood Avenue. The lot is 

presently split, half SP R-30 and half NB. The proposed rezoning is R-10 for the 

entire lot. As the adjacent property is also a business and its proposed zoning 

is NX, we would expect to be zoned NX or to maintain our split-zoning, so as 

to not necessitate a relocation of the business. Please advise. Thanks

Emailed inquirer and provided rationale for the choice of R-10. Mentioned I 

would bring her request to the review team and get back with her shortly. 

Asked her if the property was just used as a business or both business and 

residence. She said both. Having Eric Hodge research home occupation or 

limited home business permit for property. 8/18/14 BW left vm with call back 

info and noted issue would be forwarded to PC for consideration.

Five Points 82

WEB-

20482
1625 Navaho Drive

IND-1 

w/SHOD-2

IX-3 w/SHOD-

2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property is not near any residential zoned property and is adjacent to the 

proposed light rail station. The property is also buffered by a rail corridor and 

the Beltline. There is no better place to have a higher building height limit. 

The property is set back from the beltline and has a SHOD across the front. I 

feel that this and the adjacent property that I own should have a higher 

zoning for these reasons. This property and the adjacent tract I own to the 

east as well as the tract to the west makeup nearly an entire block that should 

be converted to a much higher use.

WEB-20498; 

GEN-0314

Emailed and asked for clarity on his request, including what building height he 

requests and whether he is requesting a different base zoning district. See 

GEN-0314; Update (9/26/14) - Property owner requests IX-5 w/ SHOD-2. 

Taking request to 9/30/14 Staff Review Team meeting.

Atlantic 83
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WEB-

20498
0 NAVAHO DR

IND-1 

w/SHOD-2

IX-3 w/SHOD-

2

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I own this property and the property adjacent to it to the west. These 

properties should be zoned to a higher use to encourage development of uses 

that will increase ridership of the proposed light rail adjacent to it. The fact 

that a light rail station is proposed adjacent further argues for a higher zoning. 

The other contributing reason for a higher zoning is that the entire city block 

is owned by only three people and the buildings on these properties are older 

metal buildings. This means that the entire 40 acre tract located adjacent to 

the Beltline and in the Midtown area lends itself to redevelopment at a much 

higher zoning.

WEB-20482: 

GEN-0314

Emailed and asked for clarity on his request, including what building height he 

requests and whether he is requesting a different base zoning district. See 

GEN-0314; Update (9/26/14) - property owner requests IX-5 w/ SHOD-2. 

Taking request to 9/30/14 Staff Review Team meeting.

Atlantic 83

WEB-

20179
7222 Terregles Drive CUD O&I-1 OX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I disagree with the proposed zoning change. This is a neighborhood with 

plenty of retail in less than a few miles. We moved here to be near the city yet 

still in the country. I believe the zoning should be changed to R-4 Residential 

only.

Emailed and gave her rationale for Staff's choice of OX-3-CU. Northwest 84

WEB-

20499
1938 S WILMINGTON ST IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property directly abuts a community park and a residential area. Heavy 

Industrial use is not compatible with the surrounding zoning of R-6 & R-10. 

Use of the property for "industrial waste" is also hazardous so close to areas 

where people live and children play. Please reconsider a lower zoning that 

would be more restrictive. Thank you.

Outside staff purview; will be presented to PC Southwest 85

WEB-

20163
3107 Hillsborough Street NB w/SRPOD

NX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am attorney for the owner of this parcel, which, together with adjoining 

parcels at 3105 and 3101 Hillsborough Street, are currently utilized as the 

headquarters and primary operating facility of Lulu (Lulu Press, Inc. and Lulu 

Enterprises, Inc.), a technology company engaged in software design, 

research and development, and general office uses. The proposed NX-3 

zoning is inconsistent with these uses (e.g. research and development is not 

allowed in the NX district). Given the current uses of the property and the 

height of new development in the immediate area, it is submitted that CX-5 is 

a more appropriate zoning for this parcel and the other parcels comprising the 

Lulu facility. The proposed Frontage and overlay are appropriate.

WEB-20802; 

WEB-20818

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height and range of use, staff believes that those decisions should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14 

Wade 86

WEB-

20802
3105 Hillsborough Street

NB & IND-2 

w/SRPOD

NX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am attorney for the owner of this parcel, which, together with adjoining 

parcels at 3107 and 3101 Hillsborough Street, are currently utilized as the 

headquarters and primary operating facility of Lulu (Lulu Press, Inc. and Lulu 

Enterprises, Inc.), a technology company engaged in software design, 

research and development, and general office uses. The proposed NX-3 

zoning is inconsistent with these uses (e.g. research and development is not 

allowed in the NX district). Given the current uses of the property and the 

height of new development in the immediate area, it is submitted that CX-5 is 

a more appropriate zoning for this parcel and the other parcels comprising the 

Lulu facility. The proposed Frontage and overlay are appropriate.

WEB-20163

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height and range of use, staff believes that those decisions should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14 

Wade 86

WEB-

20818
3101 Hillsborough Street

NB & IND-2 

w/SRPOD

NX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am attorney for the owner of this parcel, which, together with adjoining 

parcels at 3105 and 3107 Hillsborough Street, are currently utilized as the 

headquarters and primary operating facility of Lulu (Lulu Press, Inc. and Lulu 

Enterprises, Inc.), a technology company engaged in software design, 

research and development, and general office uses. The proposed NX-3 

zoning is inconsistent with these uses (e.g. research and development is not 

allowed in the NX district). Given the current uses of the property and the 

height of new development in the immediate area, it is submitted that CX-5 is 

a more appropriate zoning for this parcel and the other parcels comprising the 

Lulu facility. The proposed Frontage and overlay are appropriate.

WEB-20163

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height and range of use, staff believes that those decisions should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14 

Wade 86

WEB-

20803
1108 DRESSER CT O&I-3 OX-3

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This was the first O&I 3 zoned property in Raleigh. The O&I 3 zoning request 

(1973) was agreed to by the adjacent residential neighbors because it 

promised an acceptable transition from residential to commercial use. Also, 

there is an existing land use agreement (Book 2182 Page 215-223) signed by 

both parties. OX-3 is NOT an acceptable replacement for O&I 3. The property 

is currently developed according to O&I 3 and the adjoining residential 

neighbors would prefer it to stay that way.

GEN-0187
Returned call and let him know the Re-mapping oversight group would be 

meeting to discuss the issue and get back to him
Midtown 28
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WEB-

20164
1500 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Remapping should align as close as possible to current zoning uses. Buffer 

Commercial has square footage restrictions of 3k sq ft/ floor per premise for 

office & retail structures; excludes fuel sales; excludes drive-thru or drive-in 

facilities. The Remapping Guidance Document lists OX as one of the proposed 

districts for mapping to from BC. OX maintains square footage restrictions & 

expands them from 3k to 4k sq ft to provide greater entitlement but not 

unlimited as in NX. OX also allows retail sales & personal services that would 

serve the offices in the development & the surrounding neighborhood. BC 

restrictions on fuel sales & drive-in or drive-thru facilities are maintained in 

OX. The proposed remapping of these properties to NX eliminates all of the 

current restrictions & expands greatly on the current uses. This is clearly not 

in keeping with the city's stated goal of mapping properties to the most 

closely aligned new zoning district. This property should be remapped to OX.

WEB-20165

As you are probably aware these properties are part of an active, privately-

initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-2014) that also includes parcels to the south, 

proposing to rezone them to Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional 

Use (NX-3-CU). The public process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of 

the City's remapping initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide 

remapping effort. Should Z-1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide 

remapping recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded 

by the new zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be.

North 30

WEB-

20165
1540 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Remapping should align as close as possible to current zoning uses. Buffer 

Commercial has square footage restrictions of 3k sq ft/ floor per premise for 

office & retail structures; excludes fuel sales; excludes drive-thru or drive-in 

facilities. The Remapping Guidance Document lists OX as one of the proposed 

districts for mapping to from BC. OX maintains square footage restrictions & 

expands them from 3k to 4k sq ft to provide greater entitlement but not 

unlimited as in NX. OX also allows retail sales & personal services that would 

serve the offices in the development & the surrounding neighborhood. BC 

restrictions on fuel sales & drive-in or drive-thru facilities are maintained in 

OX. The proposed remapping of these properties to NX eliminates all of the 

current restrictions & expands greatly on the current uses. This is clearly not 

in keeping with the city's stated goal of mapping properties to the most 

closely aligned new zoning district. This property should be remapped to OX.

WEB-20164

As you are probably aware these properties are part of an active, privately-

initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-2014) that also includes parcels to the south, 

proposing to rezone them to Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional 

Use (NX-3-CU). The public process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of 

the City's remapping initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide 

remapping effort. Should Z-1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide 

remapping recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded 

by the new zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be.

North 30

WEB-

20819
1500 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Remapping should align as close as possible to current zoning uses. Buffer 

Commercial has square footage restrictions of 3k sq ft/ floor per premise for 

office & retail structures; excludes fuel sales; excludes drive-thru or drive-in 

facilities. The Remapping Guidance Document lists OX as one of the proposed 

districts for mapping to from BC. OX maintains square footage restrictions & 

expands them from 3k to 4k sq ft to provide greater entitlement but not 

unlimited as in NX. OX also allows retail sales & personal services that would 

serve the offices in the development & the surrounding neighborhood. BC 

restrictions on fuel sales & drive-in or drive-thru facilities are maintained in 

OX. The proposed remapping of these properties to NX eliminates all of the 

current restrictions & expands greatly on the current uses. This is clearly not 

in keeping with the city's stated goal of mapping properties to the most 

closely aligned new zoning district. This property should be remapped to OX-

3.

WEB-21122

As you are probably aware these properties are part of an active, privately-

initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-2014) that also includes parcels to the south, 

proposing to rezone them to Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional 

Use (NX-3-CU). The public process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of 

the City's remapping initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide 

remapping effort. Should Z-1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide 

remapping recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded 

by the new zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be.

North 30

WEB-

21122
1540 Dunn Road

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Remapping should align as close as possible to current zoning uses. Buffer 

Commercial has square footage restrictions of 3k sq ft/ floor per premise for 

office & retail structures; excludes fuel sales; excludes drive-thru or drive-in 

facilities. The Remapping Guidance Document lists OX as one of the proposed 

districts for mapping to from BC. OX maintains square footage restrictions & 

expands them from 3k to 4k sq ft to provide greater entitlement but not 

unlimited as in NX. OX also allows retail sales & personal services that would 

serve the offices in the development & the surrounding neighborhood. BC 

restrictions on fuel sales & drive-in or drive-thru facilities are maintained in 

OX. The proposed remapping of these properties to NX eliminates all of the 

current restrictions & expands greatly on the current uses. This is clearly not 

in keeping with the city's stated goal of mapping properties to the most 

closely aligned new zoning district. This property should be remapped to OX-

3.

WEB-20819

As you are probably aware these properties are part of an active, privately-

initiated, rezoning request (Z-1-2014) that also includes parcels to the south, 

proposing to rezone them to Neighborhood Mixed Use, 3 stories, Conditional 

Use (NX-3-CU). The public process associated with Z-1-2014 is independent of 

the City's remapping initiative and takes precedence over the city-wide 

remapping effort. Should Z-1-2014 be approved by City Council, the city-wide 

remapping recommendation will become irrelevant, as it will be superseded 

by the new zoning designation. Should the case be denied by City Council, the 

recommendation of the city-wide remapping for the area will be evaluated by 

the Planning Commission and City Council publicly. As part of that process, 

your comments will be presented to Planning Commission and City Council for 

consideration as part of their decision making process about what the future 

zoning of these properties should be.

North 30
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WEB-

21442
3112 Stanhope Avenue

IND-2 

w/SRPOD

OX-3 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am attorney for the owner of this parcel, which together with adjoining 

parcels, is utilized as the headquarters and primary operating facility of Lulu 

(Lulu Press, Inc. and Lulu Enterprises, Inc.), a technology company engaged in 

software design, research and development, and general office uses. This 

parcel is currently zoned I-2 and is utilized for parking for Lulu's employees. It 

also serves, in part, as a driveway providing access to Rosemary Street. In 

order to be used for these purposes, the parcel must be zoned a district that 

allows the uses conducted by Lulu. The proposed OX-3 district does not allow 

all of those uses (e.g. research and development). Given the current zoning 

and utilization of the parcel, it is submitted that CX-3 is a more appropriate 

zoning for this parcel.

WEB-20163

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height and range of use, staff believes that those decisions should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14 

Wade 86

WEB-

20820
5 ROSEMARY ST

IND-2 

w/SRPOD

OX-3 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am attorney for the owner of this parcel, which is zoned I-2 and comprises a 

part of the headquarters and primary operating facility of Lulu (Lulu Press, Inc. 

and Lulu Enterprises, Inc.), a technology company currently engaged in 

software design, research and development, and general office uses. Lulu 

conducts Light Manufacturing (e.g. printing) at another location, but requires 

the ability to consolidate all of its operations at its headquarters facility. This 

parcel was acquired and is being held for Lulu's future expansion. The 

proposed OX-3 zoning would not allow all of the uses required for the Lulu 

facility. Given the existing zoning and Lulu's need to accommodate future 

expansion, it is submitted that CX-3 is a more appropriate zoning for this 

parcel.

WEB-20163

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height and range of use, staff believes that those decisions should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14 

Wade 86

WEB-

20821
7 ROSEMARY ST

IND-2 

w/SRPOD

OX-3 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am attorney for the owner of this parcel, which is zoned I-2 and comprises a 

part of the headquarters and primary operating facility of Lulu (Lulu Press, Inc. 

and Lulu Enterprises, Inc.), a technology company currently engaged in 

software design, research and development, and general office uses. Lulu 

conducts Light Manufacturing (e.g. printing) at another location, but requires 

the ability to consolidate all of its operations at its headquarters facility. This 

parcel was acquired and is being held for Lulu's future expansion. The 

proposed OX-3 zoning would not allow all of the uses required for the Lulu 

facility. Given the existing zoning and Lulu's need to accommodate future 

expansion, it is submitted that CX-3 is a more appropriate zoning for this 

parcel.

WEB-20163

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height and range of use, staff believes that those decisions should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14 

Wade 86

WEB-

20822
3112 Stanhope Avenue

IND-2 

w/SRPOD

OX-3 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

In a prior post for this parcel, I failed to note that Lulu conducts Light 

Manufacturing (e.g. printing) at another location, but requires the ability to 

consolidate all of its operations at its headquarters facility. The proposed OX-3 

zoning would not allow all of the uses required for the Lulu facility. CX-3 would 

allow those uses and is a more appropriate zoning for this parcel.

WEB-20163; 

WEB-21442

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height and range of use, staff believes that those decisions should be made as 

part of the public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14 

Wade 86

WEB-

20823
112 TURNER ST

IND-2 

w/SRPOD

NX-3 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

The allowed building height of Turner Street (south of the power-line right-of-

way) should match or exceed that of Valentine Student Housing (at least 12 

floors/150 feet). This is the last piece of adequate-sized contiguous land which 

could accommodate high-density development in the Hillsborough Street 

Corridor. Additionally, with adequate building height, its ridgeline elevation 

would provide excellent views.

We believe that the current staff recommendations for the parcels you 

inquired about are the best interpretation of existing zoning and development 

context. While these parcels may be rezoned in the future to allow for greater 

height, staff believes that those decisions should be made as part of the 

public process of a privately initiated rezoning. 8/14/14

Wade 87

WEB-

21762
106 WAKEFIELD AVE

IND-2 

w/SRPOD

RX-3 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

I have hopes the city of Raleigh will contribute to the efforts put forth by so 

many Raleigh citizens to protect the historic stature while improving this 

neighborhood. I believe the city, as well as the developer, should maintain 

commitments previously made - this being a true "transition" between single 

family homes and multi-unit dwellings. A 50 ft. max height for this parcel 

would immediately create yet another wall surrounding the neighborhood 

and impact ALL homes on Ashe Ave in which significant personal investments 

were / are made. We've lost our skyline view, we now continuously hear the 

buzz of parking garage fans, and now have 20+ units with views into the back 

of our homes. Please, let's get this right. I strongly believe a 2 story (25 ft) 

limit would serve as a compromised transition that should satisfy both 

homeowners and the developer. The single family portion of the 

neighborhood continues to shrink - let's take one of our last opportunities to 

grow the community.

GEN-0056

Thank you for your inquiry regarding the property at 106 Wakefield Avenue. 

The property in question is proposed to be rezoned to Residential Mixed Use 

with a 3 story height limit (RX-3). The property is currently zoned Industrial-2. 

It is worth noting that this property is in fact proposed for downzoning from a 

more intensive zoning district. RX-3 will allow residential uses and limited 

accessory retail, but will not allow industrial uses (the limited commercial uses 

permitted in RX-3 would only be allowed on the first floor of a corner unit in 

an apartment building type located at the intersection of two public streets, 

which this parcel cannot satisfy). 3 stories is the minimum height limit under 

the new zoning code. There are also neighborhood transition requirements 

when development on a property that is zoned mixed use is adjacent to 

vacant or residential properties zoned R-10. 

Hillsborough 88
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WEB-

22402
612 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

I own a condominium in the building next door at 618 N Boylan have a very 

strong concern about this property being allowed to be developed to a height 

of 75 feet. If a building were allowed to ascend to that height, many units in 

the building will have their east facing windows looking directly into the 

property next door. In addition, a new building of this height would also 

remove all privacy to our adjacent pool deck. What assurance is their in this 

new code that we would not have our property values damaged by a possible 

building of that height. While all of the properties that abut the east side of 

our building could be subject to a new 75 tall structure, this one specifically 

causes me the most heartburn for the value of all of our properties. We still 

suffer the property value consequences of the city agreeing to the suburban 

model McDonald's to our West without having to worry about what being 

boxed in to our east would cause.

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. For areas of the city where 

small area plans have been completed, such as the Peace Streetscape and 

Parking Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance 

provided in the small area plans. We're unaware of any property value 

consequences you may have suffered as a result of the McDonald's to the 

West of The Paramount; though it was rebuilt in 2008, the McDonald's has 

been there since at least the 1980s.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22403
610 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a property owner at the adjacent property: 618 N Boylan Ave., I have 

serious concern about a possible 75 ft building extending over our pool deck 

and removing associated privacy with an immediately adjacent building 

extending above it. While I understand that living in the city does not assure 

the sort of privacy one may have in the suburbs, I don't think it's 

unreasonable to expect that our existing building and pool deck could be 

afforded the courtesy of having immediately adjacent buildings not extend 

above it. 

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. For areas of the city where 

small area plans have been completed, such as the Peace Streetscape and 

Parking Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance 

provided in the small area plans.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22404
601 W PEACE ST NB w/PBOD DX-3-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a property owner at the adjacent property: 618 N Boylan Ave., I have 

serious concern about a possible 75 ft building extending over our pool deck 

and removing associated privacy with an immediately adjacent building 

extending above it. While I understand that living in the city does not assure 

the sort of privacy one may have in the suburbs, I don't think it's 

unreasonable to expect that our existing building and pool deck could be 

afforded the courtesy of having immediately adjacent buildings not extend 

above it.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 3 - 

Shopfront (SH). This site is part of the Glenwood South Streetscape and 

Parking Plan completed in 2000. Guidance from this plan document for this 

site recommends a building height of up to 40 feet along Peace Street and up 

to 80 feet along Glenwood Ave, depending on the mix of uses in the building. 

The proposed three story limit caps building height at 50 feet. For areas of the 

city where small area plans have been completed, such as the Glenwood 

South Streetscape and Parking Plan, the proposed remapping 

recommendations reflect guidance provided in the small area plans.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22405
609 GLENWOOD AVE NB w/PBOD DX-7-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a homeowner at the adjacent property: 618 N, Boylan Ave, I am pleased 

that the zoning comments for the properties to our west include a comment 

about heights of buildings to be compatible with adjacent housing. However, I 

am dismayed that such a comment is absent for all the immediately adjacent 

properties to our east. This sort of language needs to be included for this 

property and all adjacent properties abutting 618 N. Boylan Ave.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 7 - 

Shopfront (SH). This site is part of the Glenwood South Streetscape and 

Parking Plan completed in 2000. Guidance from this plan document for this 

site recommends a building height of up to 80 feet along Glenwood Ave, 

depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed seven story limit 

caps building height at 90 feet. For areas of the city where small area plans 

have been completed, such as the Glenwood South Streetscape and Parking 

Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance provided in 

the small area plans. Here, additional consideration was given to existing 

context; as this property, along with 603, 605 & 607, fronts on Glenwood 

Avenue where nearby buildings exceed 5 stories, they were mapped for 7 

stories.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22406
608 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a homeowner at the adjacent property: 618 N, Boylan Ave, I am pleased 

that the zoning comments for the properties to our west include a comment 

about heights of buildings to be compatible with adjacent housing. However, I 

am dismayed that such a comment is absent for all the immediately adjacent 

properties to our east. This sort of language needs to be included for this 

property and all adjacent properties abutting 618 N. Boylan Ave.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. For areas of the city where 

small area plans have been completed, such as the Peace Streetscape and 

Parking Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance 

provided in the small area plans.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22418
612 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a homeowner at the adjacent property: 618 N, Boylan Ave, I am pleased 

that the zoning comments for the properties to our west include a comment 

about heights of buildings to be compatible with adjacent housing. However, I 

am dismayed that such a comment is absent for all the immediately adjacent 

properties to our east. This sort of language needs to be included for this 

property and all adjacent properties abutting 618 N. Boylan Ave.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. For areas of the city where 

small area plans have been completed, such as the Peace Streetscape and 

Parking Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance 

provided in the small area plans.

Hillsborough 55

Page 149 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

WEB-

22419
610 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a homeowner at the adjacent property: 618 N, Boylan Ave, I am pleased 

that the zoning comments for the properties to our west include a comment 

about heights of buildings to be compatible with adjacent housing. However, I 

am dismayed that such a comment is absent for all the immediately adjacent 

properties to our east. This sort of language needs to be included for this 

property and all adjacent properties abutting 618 N. Boylan Ave.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. For areas of the city where 

small area plans have been completed, such as the Peace Streetscape and 

Parking Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance 

provided in the small area plans.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22434
601 W PEACE ST NB w/PBOD DX-3-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a homeowner at the adjacent property: 618 N, Boylan Ave, I am pleased 

that the zoning comments for the properties to our west include a comment 

about heights of buildings to be compatible with adjacent housing. However, I 

am dismayed that such a comment is absent for all the immediately adjacent 

properties to our east. This sort of language needs to be included for this 

property and all adjacent properties abutting 618 N. Boylan Ave.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 3 - 

Shopfront (SH). This site is part of the Glenwood South Streetscape and 

Parking Plan completed in 2000. Guidance from this plan document for this 

site recommends a building height of up to 40 feet along Peace Street and up 

to 80 feet along Glenwood Ave, depending on the mix of uses in the building. 

The proposed three story limit caps building height at 50 feet. For areas of the 

city where small area plans have been completed, such as the Glenwood 

South Streetscape and Parking Plan, the proposed remapping 

recommendations reflect guidance provided in the small area plans.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22722
608 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a property owner at the adjacent property: 618 N Boylan Ave., I have 

serious concern about a possible 75 ft building extending over our pool deck 

and removing associated privacy with an immediately adjacent building 

extending above it. While I understand that living in the city does not assure 

the sort of privacy one may have in the suburbs, I don't think it's 

unreasonable to expect that our existing building and pool deck could be 

afforded the courtesy of having immediately adjacent buildings not extend 

above it.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 5. 

This site is part of the Peace Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005. 

Guidance from this plan document for this site recommends a building height 

of up to 80 feet, depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed 

five story limit caps building height at 75 feet. For areas of the city where 

small area plans have been completed, such as the Peace Streetscape and 

Parking Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance 

provided in the small area plans.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

22723
609 GLENWOOD AVE NB w/PBOD DX-7-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a property owner at the adjacent property: 618 N Boylan Ave., I have 

serious concern about a possible 75 ft building extending over our pool deck 

and removing associated privacy with an immediately adjacent building 

extending above it. While I understand that living in the city does not assure 

the sort of privacy one may have in the suburbs, I don't think it's 

unreasonable to expect that our existing building and pool deck could be 

afforded the courtesy of having immediately adjacent buildings not extend 

above it.

WEB-22402

This property is proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX) - 7 - 

Shopfront (SH). This site is part of the Glenwood South Streetscape and 

Parking Plan completed in 2000. Guidance from this plan document for this 

site recommends a building height of up to 80 feet along Glenwood Ave, 

depending on the mix of uses in the building. The proposed seven story limit 

caps building height at 90 feet. For areas of the city where small area plans 

have been completed, such as the Glenwood South Streetscape and Parking 

Plan, the proposed remapping recommendations reflect guidance provided in 

the small area plans. Here, additional consideration was given to existing 

context; as this property, along with 603, 605 & 607, fronts on Glenwood 

Avenue where nearby buildings exceed 5 stories, they were mapped for 7 

stories.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

23042
737 West Hargett Street

IND-2 

w/SRPOD & 

DOD

DX-5-UL 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

No bars, nightclubs, etc... on the 700 block of West Hargett (please).  I live in 

the 150 St. Mary's development on the north side of the 700 block of W. 

Hargett.  My corner/end-unit townhouse (address 131 Fenner Lane) runs 

parallel and is directly on the 700 block of W. Hargett   I am concerned about 

the proposed change to the south side of the 700 block of West Hargett which 

includes bars, nightclubs, etc...  Many of my neighbors are concerned too.  

Thank you

GEN-0294
Sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/14.
Hillsborough 34

WEB-

23362
2907 Wake Forest Road NB & R-4

CX-3-PL & R-

4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property has split zoning and the proposed map shows that the property 

would keep split zoning.  The COR should remove this split zoning and zone 

the entire parcel the new proposed zoning (CX-3-PL) and remove a split zoned 

property.

GEN-0299
Discussed by phone that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/14.
Midtown 35

WEB-

23378
407 E SIX FORKS RD NB & R-4

CX-3-PL & R-

4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

This property has split zoning and the proposed map shows that the property 

would keep split zoning.  The COR should remove this split zoning and zone 

the entire parcel the new proposed zoning (CX-3-PL) and remove a split zoned 

property.

GEN-0298
Discussed by phone that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/13/2014; will follow up after that. Followed up by email 8/14.
Midtown 35

WEB-

23682
1108 DRESSER CT O&I-3 OX-3

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

The comment previously submitted for this address was meant to apply to 

the entire parcel previously zoned as O&I3.  At the time I submitted the 

comment it seemed like it was necessary to provide an address for the 

comment, so I arbitrarily chose this address.  I am sorry if this caused 

confusion.   

WEB-20803

We believe that the questions you raise merit discussion at a future meeting 

of the Planning Commission. That forum would provide an opportunity to 

engage all affected property owners in the discussion. The public comment 

period for the remapping process will remain open until September 30, 

subsequently the remapping recommendations and all comments will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their review beginning October 14. 

Your comments will be presented to the Commission for their consideration. 

Notification of how to find out when the Planning Commission will consider 

this issue will be sent out at the beginning of October.

Midtown 28

Page 150 of 170



UDO Remapping Comments

REF_ID PIN Site Address

Existing 

Zoning

Proposed 

Zoning Comment Type Comment

Cross-

Reference Response CAC

Change 

Request ID

WEB-

24322
120 North Boylan Avenue

O&I-1 

w/NCOD

OX-3-DE 

w/NCOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Presently, the NCOD places restrictions on the redevelopment of our 

property; however the NCOD does not solely make the present use of the 

structure and property non-conforming.  The present structure is a general 

building type.  DE will only allow the following: detached/attached house, 

townhouse, apartment house, civic building and open lot. Second, the parking 

areas that serve our structures are located to the side of the structure 

between the structure and the street. The new zoning will make this non-

conforming.  Last, buildings facing the 100 block of N. Boylan are presently 

being used as office and/or low-intensity commercial. Only 2 of these 

structures are used for residential purposes.  The structures located within 

The Wooten Company campus are solely used as office. The imposition of this 

new zoning on our properties severely restricts our ability to expand or 

redevelop. Based on our analysis we disagree with the proposed zoning to OX-

3-DE; future correspondence will follow.

GEN-0079; 

CC3-0062

have asked for additional information about inquirer's plans and preferred 

zoning and reminded of 9/30 deadline; would like PL frontage instead of DE so 

that they will not be made non-conforming - will discuss on 9/11/14; no staff 

recommendation, to be discussed by PC

Hillsborough 89

WEB-

24642
1108 DRESSER CT O&I-3 OX-3

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Since this parcel (not just this address) has been completely developed as O&I 

3, the UDO of OP instead of OX would be more consistent with the current 

usage.  This would provide the current businesses with the business 

environment they planned to have for their clients.

WEB-20803; 

WEB-23682

We believe that the questions you raise merit discussion at a future meeting 

of the Planning Commission. That forum would provide an opportunity to 

engage all affected property owners in the discussion. The public comment 

period for the remapping process will remain open until September 30, 

subsequently the remapping recommendations and all comments will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their review beginning October 14. 

Your comments will be presented to the Commission for their consideration. 

Notification of how to find out when the Planning Commission will consider 

this issue will be sent out at the beginning of October.

Midtown 28

WEB-

24643
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Re:  Hillsborough Street property between Montgomery and Furches.  We 

own and reside at 100 Henderson St which is very close to this location.  This 

section is under a proposed rezoning case now:  Z-35-13 section.  We are very 

concerned about the proposed rezoning and would like for this entire parcel 

to be rezoned as NX-3; allowing no more than 3 stories from the dirt 

regardless of the incline of the property from front to back.  This would be 

more in keeping with the adjacent neighborhood and the adjacent north side 

of the property which does include office and residential.   We do not feel this 

property should include a single large student only housing complex.  Strongly 

suggest that adequate onsite parking must be provided, else the residents will 

park in the neighborhood that already has very limited parking available.  

Access to this property must be from Hillsborough St else traffic will be way 

too much for the neighborhood. 

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

25282
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

Re:  Hillsborough Street property between Montgomery and Furches.  We 

own and reside at 100 Henderson St which is very close to this location.  This 

section is under a proposed rezoning case now:  Z-35-13 section.  We are very 

concerned about the proposed rezoning and would like for this entire parcel 

to be rezoned as NX-3; allowing no more than 3 stories from the dirt 

regardless of the incline of the property from front to back.  This would be 

more in keeping with the adjacent neighborhood and the adjacent north side 

of the property which does include office and residential.   We do not feel this 

property should include a single large student only housing complex.  Strongly 

suggest that adequate onsite parking must be provided, else the residents will 

park in the neighborhood that already has very limited parking available.  

Access to this property must be from Hillsborough St else traffic will be way 

too much for the neighborhood. 

WEB-24643
Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

24962
7608 RAY RD R-4 R-4

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Resident of Hampton Oaks on Old Hundred Road.  I would not like Old 

Hundred to be open up. With the congestion on Ray Road, especially during 

rush hours, Old Hundred Road will become a through road creating an unsafe 

'neighborhood' roadway.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, adding note that City subdivision 

standards address connectivity; included link to UDO Section 8.3.4. 
Northwest
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WEB-

25298
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Comment about proposed development on Hillsborough Street between 

Furches and Montgomery. Area behind proposed development is a lovely 

family neighborhood with child friendly streets and parks. A large structure 

designed for 100+ units will greatly affect the character of our historic 

neighborhood and will alter traffic patterns to such a degree (on Montgomery 

Street in particular) that it will transform our neighborhood into a main 

thoroughfare. Please consider traffic and parking concerns IN ADVANCE of 

planning decisions - they are central to this development being a successful 

neighborhood addition. Additionally request that zoning be NX-3 due to 

proximity to neighborhood and to fit with neighborhood's existing character.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

25602
124 Montgomery Street NB w/SRPOD

NX-3-PL 

w/SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

I am pleased that you still show my home within a residential area because 

indeed it is within a designated historic residential area. However, zoning 

needs to be more than pro-forma and surrounding conditions need to be 

maintained consistent with the goal. High density development ALONG 

Hillsborough  Street considers Hillsborough Street as the transit corridor, and 

that is the only thing city policy checks on. However, Hillsborough Street is a 

busy road with inconvenient turns, and anticipated changes near my home 

(including pending rezoning requests by developers, should they be granted) 

are going to channel too much traffic down Ruffin and Montgomery Streets 

because this is the most convenient approach from the Ridgewood shopping 

center or I-40. If Raleigh does not uphold its own policies on the zoning of 

Hillsborough Street, it is poised to degrade a functioning historic 

neighborhood by turning it into a highway, all because city policy ignores the 

realities of traffic flow. 

The guidance staff has used to prepare the draft map generally directs the 

selection of the new district that most closely matches the existing zoning 

entitlements. Staff feels that the recommendations in this area compared to 

the existing zoning achieve that goal. The privately-initiated zoning case Z-35-

13 is outside the purview of the remapping project. We cannot predict the 

outcome of that case. If it is approved by City Council, then that will become 

the zoning for those parcels. If it is denied or withdrawn, the remapping 

project recommendations will continue forward for consideration by the City 

Council. Your comment will be provided to the Planning Commission when 

the final draft is transmitted to it on October 14. In the meantime, you can 

direct your concerns regarding Z-35-13 to the Planning Commission and City 

Council as the case moves through the review process.

Wade 90

WEB-

25922
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As an adjacent property owner, I feel the NX-3 zoning designation with a 

building height not to exceed 3 stories from dirt is appropriate for this 

property.  With regard to rezoning case Z-35-13, I feel the proposed density 

(units/occupants) and lack of traffic / parking impact analysis makes the 

proposed development inappropriate given the  character of the surrounding 

neighborhood bordering the North side of the property.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

26242
3428 SILVER PINE CIR MH MH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

We actually have a few questions about the proposed rezoning. First, will we 

be considered in the "corporate limits of the city" or still in the county? Will 

our mailing address change from Garner to Raleigh? Will we have any city 

services, such as water, sewer, trash pickup & street repair? Will we be 

considered residents of Raleigh and therefore be eligible for discounts on city 

programs? Will our taxes change? Will we still be able to have chickens, and if 

so, where can we find out about what rules there are pertaining to them? 

Thank you!

Emailed responses to her questions on August 28.  No change to her situation. South

WEB-

26562
6500 CHAPEL HILL RD IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

As a resident of the Nowell Pointe neighborhood, I would like to see mixed-

use transitions include a provision that says transitions apply across 

residential streets and not just to tangent properties and alleys. 

Thank you for your comment about the proposed rezoning of 6500 Chapel Hill 

Road. The topic  of transition requirements between mixed use zoning 

districts and residential zoning districts separated by public right of way was 

discussed at the City Council’s Comprehensive Planning Committee meeting 

on Wednesday, August 27. The issue was referred to the City Council’s next 

work session to be held on September 16 at 11:30 am in Room 305 of the 

Raleigh Municipal Building at 222 West Hargett Street.

West

WEB-

26882
3402 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

To preserve and enhance the residential area that abuts this parcel and mirror 

treatment of other neighborhoods such as Cameron Park which is bordered 

by reasonably scaled office buildings or historic homes, NX-3 is more 

appropriate zoning for the 3 lots in this section. Since multiple high-density 

projects are already going up or approved in areas immediately adjacent to 

the NCSU campus, NX-3 zoning for this parcel will help provide greater 

diversity and contrast.  With the stability of families that commit long-term to 

enhancing and maintaining property combined with thoughtful planning by 

the City and its representatives for appropriate density and traffic patterns, 

Raleigh will continue to flourish.         

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

27202
6324 Nowell Pointe Drive R-4 R-4

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

As a resident of the Nowell Pointe neighborhood off of Nowell Road, I would 

like to see Article 3.5 of the UDO on mixed-use transitions include a provision 

that says transitions apply across residential streets and not just to tangent 

properties and alleys.

invalid email; Thank you for your comment about the proposed rezoning of 

6500 Chapel Hill Road. The topic  of transition requirements between mixed 

use zoning districts and residential zoning districts separated by public right of 

way was discussed at the City Council’s Comprehensive Planning Committee 

meeting on Wednesday, August 27. The issue was referred to the City 

Council’s next work session to be held on September 16 at 11:30 am in Room 

305 of the Raleigh Municipal Building at 222 West Hargett Street.

West
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WEB-

27522
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

As a resident of Westoak Townhomes I am concerned about the possible 

rezoning of the property adjacent to our complex (zoning case Z-35-13) It is 

my understanding that there is potential for a rezoning of RX which would 

allow for a five story building. It is my strongly held opinion that this would be 

an inappropriate addition to our residential neighborhood and that an NX-3 

zoning would be a much better fit. (Allowing for a three story building , 50 

height max) The challenges of traffic flow and parking are a major concern as 

well as the possibility of such a tall out of character structure next to a 

residential neighborhood. The adjacent block of Hillsborough St has a very 

nice office and residential development that is zoned appropriately and is a 

much better fit for out neighborhood.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

27842
6500 CHAPEL HILL RD IND-1 CX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

As a resident of the Nowell Pointe neighborhood off of Nowell Road, I would 

like to see Article 3.5 of the UDO on mixed-use transitions include a provision 

that says transitions apply across residential streets and not just to tangent 

properties and alleys.

Thank you for your comment about the proposed rezoning of 6500 Chapel Hill 

Road. The topic  of transition requirements between mixed use zoning 

districts and residential zoning districts separated by public right of way was 

discussed at the City Council’s Comprehensive Planning Committee meeting 

on Wednesday, August 27. The issue was referred to the City Council’s next 

work session to be held on September 16 at 11:30 am in Room 305 of the 

Raleigh Municipal Building at 222 West Hargett Street.

West

WEB-

28162
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I am a nearby resident to the lots comprising 3414-3402 Hillsborough Street. 

This site is much more appropriately rezoned to NX-3. All of these lots were 

originally developed as single family homes as part of the Wilmont 

neighborhood in the 1920's. Although usage of these homes has changed 

over the years, the character of low density housing has been preserved and 

is compatible with the neighborhood. As these neighborhood lots are 

redeveloped they should be required to maintain their neighborhood 

residential & business use and character.    Neighborhood Mixed Use with a 

maximum of 3 stories is appropriate for these sites. A mix of family oriented 

small scale retail with medium density residential would be a nice addition to 

the neighborhood and would serve as a gateway along historic Hillsborough 

Street for the trip to the Capitol and downtown.   Zoning case Z-35-13 should 

not be approved as submitted (RX-5). A zoning of NX-3 is much more 

appropriate for these sites.   Thank you. 

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

28482
4700 Louisburg Road

SC w/ SHOD-

4
NX-3

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

My property at 4700 Louisburg Road is currently zoned SC. The proposed zone 

is NX-3. This will be a down zone from the current zone. NX-3 does not allow 

outside automobile sales. This is currently allowed in SC zone. I have recently 

submitted a site plan to the city for an automobile sales office on my 

property. Under the proposed NX-3  automobile sales would not be allowed. 

During a conversation with Christine Darges the proposed zone should be CX-

3. According to Christine, NX-3 should never have been proposed on this 

property. 

Sent email that item will go to review team at meeting scheduled for 

8/29/2014; will follow up after that. Review team recommends CX-3.
Northeast 91

WEB-

28498
1922 Smallwood Drive R-30 RX-3

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Our neighborhood is becoming gridlocked and there are 3 new apartment 

buildings that are not even filled yet.. Zoning more people here will make it 

worse. It's extremely difficult to park in the CV shopping center now and on 

the street. It seems the retail stores are losing business. Residents can't park 

near our homes. These mixed use developments in my experience do not 

improve crowding and I don't want any more. 

Thanks for your comment about the proposed rezoning for 1922 Smallwood 

Drive. This property is currently zoned as Residential-30 (R-30). This is a high 

density zoning district, which permits apartment and condominium 

development at 30 dwelling units per acre. The property is currently 

developed as multi-family housing as apartments. The recommendation of RX- 

zoning is the best correlation between the legacy zoning district of R-30 and 

the zoning districts in the Unified Development Ordinance. This is a mixed 

residential district intended to provide for a variety of residential building 

types and housing options at density in excess of 10 dwelling units per acre. 

RX- can serve as a land use transition between other mixed use districts and 

residential neighborhoods. RX- allows limited retail and services subject to use 

standards that limit the size, scale, and location to the ground floor corner 

unit of an apartment building.

Hillsborough
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WEB-

28802
3402 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

General 

Comment

There is an application to re-zone this property, along with the two adjacent 

lots, 3412 and 3414, as RX-5, but will agreed to NX, Mixed Use. This property 

is on a transit corridor, Hillsborough St, as well as adjoining an established 

historic neighborhood (Wilmont), placing it in the Edge category, with a ht of 3 

stories max. in the LU-2 chart in the Comp. Plan. In UDO . Sec. 3.1.1. District 

Intent Statements D. Neighborhood Mixed Use (NX-) states that “Maximum 

height limits should be compatible with adjacent residential development,” 

which in this case are 1 and 2 stories homes. Of course, the unanimous vote in 

our neighborhood is for 3 stories max. and that the proposed block long , 

single apartment building for up to 300 students, including those rent-a-bed 4-

BR quads, is unacceptable. Our hope is that the final approved map will 

identify this property as NX-3, with a statement of intent that in this critical 

transition zone, bldg. height will be no more than 3 stories. Thank you.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

28803
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

The proposed zoning of NX-3 is the maximum compatible with the existing 

stable historic neighborhood behind this property. No increase in density or 

building height (3-stories from dirt) through a pending rezoning case should 

be allowed. We have been able to determine that (misguided) city policy will 

channel all car traffic from this redevelopment through our family-oriented 

neighborhood where children play and people invest in homes with a 

neighborhood context. The Wilmont neighborhood needs to remain strong for 

the overall health of the university precinct--continued investment in 

primarily old housing stock is essential, but will no longer occur if the 

neighborhood is deliberately turned into a traffic corridor. Grow, but grow 

healthily and with diverse housing options including strong low density 

residential neighborhoods in the university area. It is essential to hold the line 

on NX-3 zoning for this parcel. Thank you.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

28804
3402 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

NX-3 is the maximum tolerable zoning in this parcel. The attempt to rezone it 

(pending case Z-35-13) must be disallowed. A historic stable neighborhood 

with a mix of single family homes and rentals exists behind this parcel, and 

heights beyond 3 stories (from dirt) would be incompatible with the adjoining 

one and two story homes. Also, traffic impact was assessed only on 

Hillsborough Street, yet we have been able to determine that 

(incomprehensible) city policy is for the related car traffic to go onto side 

streets, which in turn go right through our neighborhood. Existing 

neighborhoods should not be turned into traffic corridors in the name of 

increased density. NX-3 as mapped is the maximum tolerable for our 

neighborhood health, which needs to remain strong and stable for the overall 

health of the university area. There is no additional need for high density 

student apartments (please take a look a those in progress). Please maintain 

NX-3 on this parcel and diverse housing options. 

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

28805
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

The proposed zoning (NX-3) is acceptable but only with appropriate and 

sensitive consideration to the character of the adjacent historic neighborhood 

and careful attention to traffic impacts upon that neighborhood. The 

proposed rezoning (Z-35-13)  is unacceptable, not only for its potential 

adverse impact upon the adjacent neighborhood, but also because of its 

fundamental incompatibility with that section of Hillsborough Street. Across 

the street is the Duke Energy property, which presumably will never be 

developed, so it seems a project more similar to the scale of the adjacent 

commercial and residential properties would be more appropriate. NX-3 

would be the best way to achieve that goal.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

28806
3402 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

NX-3 is appropriate for this property, assuming that any building on the 

property not exceed three stories from dirt. This section of Hillsborough 

Street presents the opportunity for some imaginative development that 

would interface appropriately with the adjacent historic neighborhood and be 

an attractive gateway to the core of Hillsborough Street beyond. In this 

context, the proposed rezoning case Z-35-13 fails on both counts: it is neither 

appropriate nor contributory to creating a distinctive gateway.

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90
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WEB-

29122
3412 HILLSBOROUGH ST

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UG 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Proposed rezoning for development on Hillsborough (between Furches and 

Montgomery). As a single family home owner on Montgomery, with 2 

children, in a house built in ~ 1936, in a great family orientated neighborhood, 

a high density development (incl. 4 person quad type accommodations) will 

greatly affect the character of our historic neighborhood. This development 

should not include large student only housing and it should be restricted to 

NX-3 zoning.  Also with the current traffic pattern on Faircloth (no left turn on 

to Clark / lights on Hillsborough) vehicles coming from I-40 / Wade Ave. and 

Ridgewood cut through Ruffin and Montgomery to Hillsborough, turning 

these streets into a thoroughfare / highway. Additional residents using these 

streets would be very problematic for this neighborhood. Even now with 

increased traffic and speeding vehicles it is a huge safety concern for our 

children to walk on sidewalks / cross the streets.  Thanks for listening to these 

concerns. 

Informed inquirer of purposes of remapping, and rationale for draft 

designation.  Noted pending zoning case is being proposed independently.
Wade 90

WEB-

29442
900 Coleman Street R-20 R-10

General 

Comment

1.  I am developing my final comments.  If I want to request a change in the 

proposed zoning for 900 and 904 Coleman Street, is there an application 

required?  2.  What does proposed height and proposed front footage mean 

in the comment type?  V/R  14 Sep 2014

GEN-0329; 

GEN-0403

Replied by email: "1. ...No need for an application. Your inquiry is being 

referred to the Planning Commission along with all other comments received 

during the May-September comment period. 2. ...Mixed use districts include 

up to three components: Use and base dimensions [Commercial Mixed Use 

(CX-), for example] (required), maximum height in stories (required), and 

frontage (optional). Frontage establishes a desired urban form development 

pattern along the street edge.... The comment types were provided so people 

commenting could indicate what component of the proposed zoning they 

were asking about."

South Central 26

WEB-

29762
829 WASHINGTON ST O&I-1 R-10

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is an extension of Fletcher Park and contains the N part of the 

soccer field in Fletcher park, owned by COR.  The S end of the field are two 

parcels owned by COR.  Current zoning for 900 St Marys is O&I-I, proposed to 

R-10.  805 Washington is O&I-I to R-10.  This parcel should also be shifted to R-

10, which is consistent with current use, and immediately contiguous and 

adjacent park parcels.

Emailed to let him know we are inquiring with WCPSS as to the possibility of 

zoning it R-10. Will follow up with him after hearing from WCPSS.
Five Points 92

WEB-

30082
609 GLENWOOD AVE NB w/PBOD DX-7-SH

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I would like to see this area as a neighborhood mixed use zone. 
will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff does not support. 

Recommendations based on small area plan guidance.
Hillsborough 55

WEB-

30402
618 North Boylan Avenue

NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I am concerned about the height of buildings in the proposed Downtown 

Mixed Use Zoning.  I am against Downtown Mixed Use.  I do support 

Neighborhood Mixed Use for my property.

WEB-3841; -

3842

will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff does not support. 

Recommendations based on small area plan guidance.
Hillsborough 55

WEB-

30722
618 N BOYLAN AVE

NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The area immediately to the east of the Paramount Condominiums 

comprising the block between that building and Glenwood Avenue should not 

allow buildings up to 7 stories as there is absolutely no buffer (such as a 

street) between that portion of the block and the Paramount Condominiums 

which consist of 80 residential units.  That section of the block should at least 

be limited to any other designation to limit to 5 stories new buildings which 

could potentially butt right up against an existing residential building.  

Allowing Downtown Mixed use buildings to fill up that block next to this 

residential building would negatively impact our property values and quality 

of life, whereas limiting buildings on the remainder of the block to 5 stories 

would not greatly impact the opportunities for future development on that 

block.

WEB-3841; -

3842

will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff does not support. 

Recommendations based on small area plan guidance.
Hillsborough 55

WEB-

31042
1105 West Lenoir Street

IND-2 

w/HOD-G

IX-3 w/HOD-

G

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The change in adjoining property from IND 2 to IX 3 allows a change in the 

property next to us from no dwellings permitted other than a caretaker or 

parish house to allow a residential structure of up to 3 stories or 50 feet high.  

I do not agree with this.  I do not want a three story building next to my 

property.  I also do not want to endure the construction of a three story 

building.  I have been told that there is no change in the allowed use of the 

property next to us due to the rezoning but that is not true.  

Informed inquirer of remapping approach; noted limitations on residential 

uses in IX and that new development will remain subject to historic district 

design guidelines.  

Central 93
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WEB-

31682
5801 CHAPEL HILL RD IND-1 IH / IX-3-PL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Comment also references parcels east and west of this point.  The 

Comprehensive Plan calls for redevelopment to be largely "multi-family 

interspersed with a dense grid of public streets to create a village 

atmosphere."  See Policy AP-A 19 and AP-A 20.  The initial Future Land Use 

Map left the area as blank. The Jones Franklin/Western/Hillsborough Small 

Area Study and current FLUM identifies the area for medium-density 

residential.  A light rail stop and transit hub are planned.  In addition, south of 

the tracks three bus services intersect: CAT, TTA, and CTran, making this are a 

crossroads of multi-modal transportation.  It is not uncommon to see all three 

bus services in the area within minutes of each other. The remapping should 

follow the current FLUM and the results of the JF/W/H Small area Plan and 

not as industrial.

Emailed to explain rationale for choice of proposed zoning. Mentioned we 

would take his comments and request to PC.
West 94

WEB-

32002
505 OBERLIN RD

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UL 

w/SRPOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

FLUM from comp plan designates this as neighborhood mixed use.  The 

proposed zoning however, is OX.  Additionally, 5 stories is more appropriate 

on Oberlin Road here.

The potential for additional height merits more focused conversation than is 

feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these questions will be 

addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street 

Study that are just getting underway.

Wade 95

WEB-

32018
401 WOODBURN RD SC w/PBOD CX-5-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Given the growth of the area and proximity to downtown, Cameron Village 

has the potential to offset traffic by locating residence and shopping in the 

same location.  As growth continues, transit demand will also grow.  Following 

the comp plans designation of community mixed use where for TOD 

development up to 12 stories is recommended, I would request that Cameron 

Village on the whole be 7 stories on the edges with up to 12 stories in the 

center.

The potential for additional height merits more focused conversation than is 

feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these questions will be 

addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street 

Study that are just getting underway.

Hillsborough 96

WEB-

32019
1801 CAMERON ST SC RX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Height

The comp plan designates this area as "high density residential", yet it has a 

proposed zoning of RX-3, the same as areas marked "medium and moderate 

density residential" in the FLUM.  Shouldn't t more height be allowed?  Isn't 7-

stories (RX-7) is more appropriate?

The potential for additional height merits more focused conversation than is 

feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these questions will be 

addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street 

Study that are just getting underway.

Hillsborough 97

WEB-

32322
611 OBERLIN RD

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

5 stories (NX-5 or OX-5) seems more appropriate for heights on the west side 

of Oberlin from Clark to at least Bedford Ave.

The potential for additional height merits more focused conversation than is 

feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these questions will be 

addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street 

Study that are just getting underway.

Wade 98

WEB-

32642
2209 GARDEN PL

R-20 

w/SRPOD

RX-3 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

The entire area (not just this property) marked with RX-3 South of Clark Ave, 

could better be zoned RX-5.  Given the rezoning cases that have been 

approved recently, 5 stories here makes more sense.

The potential for additional height merits more focused conversation than is 

feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these questions will be 

addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street 

Study that are just getting underway.

Wade 99

WEB-

32658
2620 HILLSBOROUGH ST

NB w/PBOD 

& SRPOD

NX-4-SH 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The area bounded by Clark Ave, Brooks Ave, Enterprise St and Hillsborough St 

will likely be part of the conversation for the revisioning of Hillsborough St.  

This whole area could be rezoned for greater heights and density and mixed-

use, not just residential just north of Hillsborough St.  For the band of NX-4 

along Hillsborough St, greater height seems more appropriate given the 

pattern of recent rezonings.

The potential for additional height merits more focused conversation than is 

feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these questions will be 

addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street 

Study that are just getting underway.

Wade 100

WEB-

32962
1420 BROOKSIDE DR IND-2 IX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

I do object to the UL frontage restriction.  It is simply not practical with this 

property.  Currently, the parking is in the front, between the street and the 

building.  There are minimal set backs which allow more use of the property.  

The rear of the buildings have small service areas for trucks, etc.  And I do 

mean small.  The 1420 building is bordered on all sides by a creek which limits 

what can be done.   This frontage requirement is to restrictive and narrow for 

the property.  It limits the use and compromises the existing use if 

redevelopment is ever considered.  It simply makes a small property even 

smaller.

Emailed and let him know I would bring this to the Review team for 

discussion. Will follow up shortly therefater. Told him we would take his 

request to PC.

East 181

WEB-

32963
1500 BROOKSIDE DR IND-2 IX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

I do object to the UL frontage restriction.  It is simply not practical with this 

property.  Currently, the parking is in the front, between the street and the 

building.  There are minimal set backs which allow more use of the property.  

The rear of the buildings have small service areas for trucks, etc.  And I do 

mean small.  Forcing all the parking to the rear compromises the service area 

and is impractical here.   This frontage requirement is to restrictive and 

narrow for the property.  It limits the use and compromises the existing use if 

redevelopment is ever considered.  It simply makes a small property even 

smaller.

Emailed and let him know I would bring this to the Review team for 

discussion. Will follow up shortly therefater. Told him we would take his 

request to PC.

East 181
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WEB-

32978
5409 OAK FOREST DR TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The proposed frontage requirement is impractical and significantly impacts 

the useable area.  The lot is small and narrow.  The PK requirement calls for a 

50 foot landscape buffer which simply takes too much of the property.  This is 

an industrial area and a dead end street.  Heavy landscaping does not do 

anything to help the commercial use of the property and imposes significant 

economic consequences to the value of the property.  Currently the parking is 

within 50' of the street with limited landscaping.  The businesses that use the 

property are easily seen from the road.  The frontage restriction along with 

the buffer at the rear limits the amount of useable area too much.  We do not 

need a parkway along a dead end street that is heavily commercial/industrial.  

The PK designation does not work with the uses allowed by the IX-3 zoning 

district and is in conflict.  I object to this frontage requirement.  It 

compromises the property value by restricting the uses and useable area

Emailed and explained rationale for PK frontage (current TD requirement for 

50' landscaped yard). Told him we would take his request to PC.
Northeast 182

WEB-

32979
5409 OAK FOREST DR TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The proposed frontage requirement is impractical and significantly impacts 

the useable area.  The lot is small and narrow.  The PK requirement calls for a 

50 foot landscape buffer which simply takes too much of the property.  This is 

an industrial area and a dead end street.  Heavy landscaping does not do 

anything to help the commercial use of the property and imposes significant 

economic consequences to the value of the property.  Currently the parking is 

within 50' of the street with limited landscaping.  The businesses that use the 

property are easily seen from the road.  The frontage restriction along with 

the buffer at the rear limits the amount of useable area too much.  We do not 

need a parkway along a dead end street that is heavily commercial/industrial.  

The PK designation does not work with the uses allowed by the IX-3 zoning 

district and is in conflict.  I object to this frontage requirement.  It 

compromises the property value by restricting the uses and useable area

Emailed and explained rationale for PK frontage (current TD requirement for 

50' landscaped yard). Told him we would take his request to PC.
Northeast 182

WEB-

32994
5409 OAK FOREST DR TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The proposed frontage requirement is impractical and significantly impacts 

the useable area.  The lot is small and narrow.  The PK requirement calls for a 

50 foot landscape buffer which simply takes too much of the property.  This is 

an industrial area and a dead end street.  Heavy landscaping does not do 

anything to help the commercial use of the property and imposes significant 

economic consequences to the value of the property.  Currently the parking is 

within 50' of the street with limited landscaping.  The businesses that use the 

property are easily seen from the road.  The frontage restriction along with 

the buffer at the rear limits the amount of useable area too much.  We do not 

need a parkway along a dead end street that is heavily commercial/industrial.  

The PK designation does not work with the uses allowed by the IX-3 zoning 

district and is in conflict.  I object to this frontage requirement.  It 

compromises the property value by restricting the uses and useable area

Emailed and explained rationale for PK frontage (current TD requirement for 

50' landscaped yard). Told him we would take his request to PC.
Northeast 182

WEB-

33010
5413 OAK FOREST DR TD IX-3-PK

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The proposed frontage requirement is impractical and significantly impacts 

the useable area.  The lot is small and narrow.  The PK requirement calls for a 

50 foot landscape buffer which simply takes too much of the property.  This is 

an industrial area and a dead end street.  Heavy landscaping does not do 

anything to help the commercial use of the property and imposes significant 

economic consequences to the value of the property.  Currently the parking is 

within 50' of the street with limited landscaping.  The businesses that use the 

property are easily seen from the road.  The frontage restriction along with 

the buffer at the rear limits the amount of useable area too much.  We do not 

need a parkway along a dead end street that is heavily commercial/industrial.  

The PK designation does not work with the uses allowed by the IX-3 zoning 

district and is in conflict.  I object to this frontage requirement.  It 

compromises the property value by restricting the uses and useable area

Emailed and explained rationale for PK frontage (current TD requirement for 

50' landscaped yard). Told him we would take his request to PC.
Northeast 182
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WEB-

33602
714 W PEACE ST NB w/PBOD NX-3-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The current Peace Streetscape Plan calls for a 30' max building height on the 

north side of Peace Street in order to transition appropriately to our historic 

neighborhood.  The proposed NX-3 zoning seems OK as long as the 

Neighborhood Transitions (zones A, B, and C) apply.  Please confirm. 

Thank you for your message about the Raleigh Remapping project. Under the 

proposed zoning, the neighborhood transition standards would apply to most 

of the north side of Peace St except for the block between N. Boylan and 

Glenwood (proposed zoning is a mixed use district, RX-3-UG-CU). The 

transition standards apply when: 1. The site immediately abuts a district 

boundary of an R-1, R-2, R-4 or R-6 district, except where the abutting 

property contains a civic use; or 2. The site immediately abuts a district 

boundary of an R-10 district where the abutting property is vacant or contains 

an existing detached house or attached house used for residential purposes. 

Thanks again for contacting us. Please let me know if you have any other 

questions. 

Five Points

WEB-

33922
1540 DUNN RD

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

The NX designation for this site conforms with the City of Raleigh 

Comprehensive Plan and the Falls of Neuse Corridor Plan.

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
North

WEB-

34242
1500 DUNN RD

CUD BC 

w/UWPOD

NX-3-CU 

w/UWPOD

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

The NX-3-CU designation for this site conforms with the City of Raleigh 

Comprehensive Plan and the Falls Corridor Plan.

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
North

WEB-

34562
1208 COUNTRY RIDGE DR R-4 R-4

General 

Comment

I need detailed information on the rezoning at Fallsof Neuse and Millbrook Rd. 

What is it now and what are the changes? What does the rezoning allow if it 

passes? Your maps are not at all informative.

Primarily, this intersection is just being directly translated from the old zoning 

code to the most similar designations in the new zoning code. The NW and SE 

corners of the intersection are currently zoned O&I-1 (or Office & Institution-

1); these corners are proposed to change to Office Mixed Use, the most 

similar zoning district they can be translated to. The SW corner is currently 

zoned SC (or Shopping Center) and is proposed to be translated to 

Commercial Mixed Use, again the most similar zoning district available in the 

new zoning code. The NE corner is currently zoned a mix of R-10 and R-15 

(meaning Residential at 10 units or 15 units per acre, respectively). It is 

proposed to be changed to Residential Mixed Use, the best zoning category 

we have for apartment complexes over 10 units per acre. Along with these 

base categories, the Southeast corner has been restricted to 5 stories (up to 

75 feet), with the other three corners restricted to 3 stories (up to 50 feet).

Midtown

WEB-

34882
323 S BLOODWORTH ST RB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The frontage for this property is more appropriately -DE given the current 

structure setback, and the fact that this is a zone of transition between 

residential and commercial. Neighborhood-scaled, low-intensity commercial (-

DE frontage) is a proper for this property.

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel does 

not conform to DE, and DE does not convey parking reductions.
Central 101

WEB-

34898
610 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

While I appreciate the answer to my earlier comments and in reference to the 

Peace Street plan, may I remind the city that it allowed the VERY first 

development following that plan to veer dramatically from it.  This resulted in 

a suburban "drive-thru" McDonalds at Peace and Boylan across the street 

from our building that continues to affect our property and resales.  The city 

also allowed the project without the property owners and residents of The 

Paramount being individually notified as required by the city's processes and 

procedures.  I know this to be true because I followed up on it after the 

decisions were made to allow the McDonalds as currently stands.  To suggest 

that the land to our east now has a proposed zoning that doesn't even say it 

has to consider our adjacent residential development is adding insult to 

injury.   

WEB-22402

Thanks for your followup comment about the proposed rezoning of properties 

adjacent to 618 North Boylan Avenue. This area is part of the Peace 

Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2005 and the Glenwood South 

Streetscape and Parking Plan completed in 2000. Additionally, the Future 

Land Use Map indicates this area as part of the City's CBD and it was included 

in the study area of this year's Downtown Experience Plan. For areas of the 

city where small area plans such as these have been completed, the proposed 

remapping recommendations reflect guidance they provide. As well, staff's 

recommendations took into consideration existing context (i.e. the height of 

adjacent structures). This comment will be included in the packet forwarded 

to the Planning Commission for consideration as part of their review of 

citywide remapping.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

34914
425 S PERSON ST

RB w/HOD-G 

& DOD

DX-3-DE 

w/HOD-G

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This downtown property should be zoned more intensely that DX-3-DE. 

Located on a main downtown artery less than 2 blocks from Moore Square, 

this property should be urban, commercial, and built to the street edge. DX-7-

UL would be appropriate.

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 102

WEB-

34915
300 HILLSBOROUGH ST BUS w/DOD DX-20-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This property (and surrounding properties) should be DX-40-SH because long-

term this part of the city has a character that would allow the kind of dense, 

urban development that the city will need long-term, as population continues 

to grow

Emailed applicant to note that staff will be forwarding this comment to 

Planning Commission for their review with no staff comment
North Central 103

WEB-

34930
315 S BLOODWORTH ST RB NX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

-DE is a more appropriate frontage WEB-34882
Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel does 

not conform to DE, and DE does not convey parking reductions.
Central 101

WEB-

34946
111 E HARGETT ST

BUS w/DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This is the center of the city, and zoning should allow for more height; DX-20-

SH HOD-G is appropriate.

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 104

WEB-

34916
135 S WILMINGTON ST

BUS w/DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This is the center of the city, and zoning should allow for more height; DX-20-

SH HOD-G is appropriate.
WEB-34946

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 104
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WEB-

34962
137 S WILMINGTON ST

BUS w/DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This is the center of the city, and zoning should allow for more height; DX-20-

SH HOD-G is appropriate.
WEB-34946

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 104

WEB-

34917
115 E HARGETT ST

BUS w/DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This is the center of the city, and zoning should allow for more height; DX-20-

SH HOD-G is appropriate.
WEB-34946

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 104

WEB-

34947
123 E HARGETT ST

BUS w/DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This is the center of the city, and zoning should allow for more height; DX-20-

SH HOD-G is appropriate.
WEB-34946

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 104

WEB-

34948
117 E HARGETT ST

BUS w/DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This is the center of the city, and zoning should allow for more height; DX-20-

SH HOD-G is appropriate.
WEB-34946

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 104

WEB-

34931
119 E HARGETT ST

BUS w/DOD 

& HOD-G

DX-7-SH 

w/HOD-G

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This is the center of the city, and zoning should allow for more height; DX-20-

SH HOD-G is appropriate.
WEB-34946

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: parcel in 

question is in an HOD where heights must be consistent with that of nearby 

and well-related structures. 

Central 104

WEB-

34918
319 W MARTIN ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Zoning should allow for more height; this should be DX-12-SH, just like parcels 

to the north and east.

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 105

WEB-

34919
328 W DAVIE ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Zoning should allow for more height; this should be DX-12-SH, just like parcels 

to the north and east.
WEB-34918

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 105

WEB-

34920
18 COMMERCE PL

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Zoning should allow for more height; this should be DX-12-SH, just like parcels 

to the north and east.
WEB-34918

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 105

WEB-

34949
418 S DAWSON ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Zoning should allow for more height; this should be DX-12-SH, just like parcels 

to the east, across Dawson Street.

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 106

WEB-

34921
416 S DAWSON ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Zoning should allow for more height; this should be DX-12-SH, just like parcels 

to the east, across Dawson Street.
WEB-34949

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 106

WEB-

34963
323 W DAVIE ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Zoning should allow for more height; this should be DX-12-SH, just like parcels 

to the east and north
WEB-34949

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 106

WEB-

34964
404 S DAWSON ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height
Zoning should allow for more height; recommend DX-20-SH WEB-34949

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 107

WEB-

34950
406 S DAWSON ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-4-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height
Zoning should allow for more height; recommend DX-20-SH WEB-34949

Emailed applicant to note that staff does not support this request: Downtown 

West Gateway Area Plan notes a 4 story height limit for this area
Central 107

WEB-

34922
600 W HARGETT ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This property should be zoned to allow for more height; DX-12 (the same as 

parcels directly to the east) is recommended.

Emailed applicant to note that staff will be forwarding this comment to 

Planning Commission for their review with no staff comment
Hillsborough 108

WEB-

34965
7308 CAPITAL BLVD IND-1 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The fact that the City would contemplate rezoning the area from 7300-7324 

Capital to any kind of manufacturing use would directly impact the right to 

quiet enjoyment of dozens of home sites in the adjoining Smoketree 

subdivision. The existing use of this property creates noxious smells and noise 

already, and your proposed rezoning would only give them license to further 

disregard the residents who pre-existed their usage. I would appreciate 

knowing just what spurred you to consider rezoning, rather than enforcing 

existing limitations of the site. To say that you want to rezone to allow the 

current operators to be lawful in their existing use is tantamount to saying 

your zoning regulations are meaningless. I would like a personal reply 

explaining exactly to whom I can speak regarding this proposed change, and 

substantial advance notice when it will come before the public in a meeting 

for discussion of same. Thank you.

The property in question along Capital Boulevard contains an existing use 

(towing yard) that is only allowed in the IH district under the new Unified 

Development Ordinance (UDO).  It was approved back in 2009 through a 

Special Use Permit granted by the Board of Adjustment.  One of our foremost 

guiding principles in the City-wide UDO remapping is to reflect uses already 

on the property when evaluating the new zoning districts intended for 

replacement of the districts that are being eliminated (such as Industrial-1).  

As only the new IH category allows towing yards and the owners legally 

established that use on the property, our practice (as outlined by the City 

Council) has been to honor said uses for determination of replacement zoning 

districts If you would care to discuss this further, I’d be happy to speak with 

you about this matter.

Forestville 76
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WEB-

34966
105 STRONACHS ALY BUS w/DOD DX-12-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This parcel is located adjacent to some of the highest density in downtown 

Raleigh; either the DX-40-SH or DX-20-SH (as proposed to the north and west) 

are more appropriate for these parcels.

Emailed applicant to note that staff will be forwarding this comment to 

Planning Commission for their review with no staff comment
Central 109

WEB-

34932
107 STRONACHS ALY BUS w/DOD DX-12-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This parcel is located adjacent to some of the highest density in downtown 

Raleigh; either the DX-40-SH or DX-20-SH (as proposed to the north and west) 

are more appropriate for these parcels.

WEB-34966
Emailed applicant to note that staff will be forwarding this comment to 

Planning Commission for their review with no staff comment
Central 109

WEB-

34883
116 E CABARRUS ST BUS w/DOD DX-12-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This parcel is located adjacent to some of the highest density in downtown 

Raleigh; either the DX-40-SH or DX-20-SH (as proposed to the north and west) 

are more appropriate for these parcels.

WEB-34966
Emailed applicant to note that staff will be forwarding this comment to 

Planning Commission for their review with no staff comment
Central 109

WEB-

34923
512 S BLOUNT ST BUS w/DOD DX-7-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This parcel is located adjacent to some of the highest density in downtown 

Raleigh; DX-20-SH (as proposed to the north and west) is more appropriate 

zoning.

WEB-34966
Emailed applicant to note that staff will be forwarding this comment to 

Planning Commission for their review with no staff comment
Central 110

WEB-

34951
513 S WILMINGTON ST BUS w/DOD DX-12-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This parcel is located adjacent to some of the highest density in downtown 

Raleigh; DX-40-SH or DX-20-SH (as proposed to the north and west) would be 

more appropriate for this parcel.

WEB-34966
Emailed applicant to note that staff will be forwarding this comment to 

Planning Commission for their review with no staff comment
Central 109

WEB-

35202
1437 CHESTER RD R-4 R-4

General 

Comment

I would like to see it included in the R-6 category instead of the R-4. My 

mother and aunt own this property and in the future, if deciding to sale, this 

could make a difference. 

Sent email noting that R-4 districts were not changed during this process, but 

that request would be forwarded to the Planning Commission for their 

review.

Wade 111

WEB-

34899
2315 GRANT AVE CUD R-15 RX-3-CU

General 

Comment

I think the transition to the RX-3 or RX-3-CU ( the difference between these 

two is unclear in the description) and does this open up the option for mixed 

use in this area or would it still be only residential? seems like 50' high will 

encourage redevelopment of expensive housing in an area where there is 

currently density but also somewhat affordable rental units that transition to 

duplex units and then transition to single family homes. Is there a RX-2 

options? Does any of this zoning require affordable unit? Are any affordable 

unit requirements being considered as part of these new zoning districts?

Sent email with information on zoning conditions, the uses allowed in the RX 

district, neighborhood transitions, and height limitations under the UDO. Also 

provided some background information on the ULI Technical Assistance Panel 

Report (Fall 2012) on the viability of including inclusionary zoning (affordable 

housing) incentives/requirements in the UDO. Also mentioned that the 5-year 

Comprehensive Plan update will soon kick off and the affordable housing 

issue will likely be a major topic of discussion.

Wade

WEB-

35522
808 W HARGETT ST NB w/SRPOD

NX-5-UL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

1. All put one house/building on the 800-block of W. Hargett St. are one story. 

How is allowing a 5-story building compatible with that?  2. The vast majority 

of houses on the 800-block of W. Hargett St. are from the early 1900's. What 

will be done to protect those structures?   3. What are the parking 

requirements for new construction? How many spaces must be provided per 

resident or per customer?

SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Hillsborough 186

WEB-

35538
804 W HARGETT ST NB w/SRPOD

NX-5-UL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Regarding urban limited frontage requirements, what is "lower street wall 

continuity is required."
SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Hillsborough

WEB-

35842
712 HINSDALE ST SP R-30 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Height

My concern is about height and frontage.  There are currently no 3 story 

homes in this neighborhood but I see nowhere in the R-10 description about 

height or making it compatible with existing structures.  Also, i'm assuming 

the easement requirements are still in place regarding set-back.  

SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Five Points

WEB-

36162
600 OBERLIN RD O&I-1 OX-3-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Per the Wade Oberlin Small area plan, this plot is marked "higher intensity".  

Being between two 5 story zonings, it makes more sense to zone this 5 

stories. See map on p.5 of 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/PWksTranServices/Documents/OberlinRo

adStreetscape/WadeOberlinAreaPlan.pdf

The potential for additional height for all of these parcels merits more focused 

conversation than is feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these 

questions will be addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan that is 

just getting underway.

Hillsborough 183

WEB-

36178
615 OBERLIN RD

O&I-1 

w/SRPOD

OX-3-UL 

w/SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

The parcels of land between Bedford Ave and Everett on the West border of 

Oberlin Rd currently proposed as OX-3-UL are labeled as "higher intensity" on 

the Wade Oberlin Area Plan (p.5 of 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/PWksTranServices/Documents/OberlinRo

adStreetscape/WadeOberlinAreaPlan.pdf).  It would make more sense to 

reflect the "higher intensity" designation with a 5 story remapping.

The potential for additional height for all of these parcels merits more focused 

conversation than is feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these 

questions will be addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan that is 

just getting underway.

Wade 98
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WEB-

36482
2016 CAMERON ST SC w/PBOD CX-5-UG

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Historically speaking, 2128 Clark Ave (currently the Crescent Apartments) was 

rezoned a few years ago, partly because (as I understand it), there was not 

specific height recommendation for the building outside of it's original SC 

designation which I believe would have allowed heights much greater than 5 

stories.  At the time the rezoning, there was a community discussion of the 

height and 7 stories was granted for rezoning.  I would have thought this 

would help set the standard for the rest of Cameron Village shopping center, 

especially where Oberlin Rd is marked as a "main street" in the Wade Oberlin 

Plan (p.2) of 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/PWksTranServices/Documents/OberlinRo

adStreetscape/WadeOberlinAreaPlan.pdf.  Seven stories along the perimeter 

of the shopping center and even higher in the middle would reflect more 

accurately the results of the Crescent rezoning and the small area plan which 

has marked the shopping center as "higher intensity".

The potential for additional height for all of these parcels merits more focused 

conversation than is feasible as part of the city-wide rezoning process; these 

questions will be addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan that is 

just getting underway.

Hillsborough 96

WEB-

36802

301 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Proposed should be NX.  This property is on one of the main through ways 

into the downtown core and across from a university on both sides.  This 

should be more flexible zoning for this area that supports the 2030 plan for 

South Park that should start now.  This home and most others on this main 

strip should be neighborhood mixed use to provide flexibility in land use and 

opportunity for economic development from the current land owners.

SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 184

WEB-

36818

301 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The proposed zoning should not move from reducing the density option on 

the land but should move towards providing opportunities for growth.  This 

should be neighborhood mixed us as it is very close to downtown and flanked 

by so many opportunities.  NX is the recommendation.

WEB-36802
SEE EMAIL: emailed response. But the email bounced back. Appears that the 

email ID is not correct
Central 184

WEB-

36803

236 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Proposed changes should be NX - or Residential Mixed Use to support growth 

in the 2030 plan.
WEB-36802 SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 184

WEB-

36804
8200 CREEDMOOR RD O&I-3 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Two of the Guiding Principles in the Remapping Raleigh document are: 1. 

Maintain or enhance existing property value. 4. Be sensitive to context. Avoid 

jarring transitions in height, use or intensity.  The existing zoning limits 

building height at 2-story and 25 feet.  The proposed zoning changes this to 3-

story and 50 feet.   Doubling the height limitation is "jarring". 

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
North 185

WEB-

36819
8200 CREEDMOOR RD O&I-3 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Two of the Guiding Principles in the Remapping Raleigh document are: 1. 

Maintain or enhance existing property value. 4. Be sensitive to context. Avoid 

jarring transitions in height, use or intensity.  The existing zoning requires a 50 

foot perimeter buffer.  The proposed zoning changes this to zero or six feet on 

the rear lot line for anything other than residential 

(detached/attached/townhouse) which requires 20 feet.  The current zoning 

does not allow an alley  where as the proposed zoning would allow an alley as 

close as five feet from the lot line.  A structure on the lot line would not 

maintain existing property values.  Water from property north of Lodestar 

runs to Falls Lake.  There are significant restrictions on the residential 

property limiting the  percentage of property that must remain un-built to 

limit runoff.  Are there similar restrictions for non residential property?   The  

property at 8300 Creedmoor has conditional restrictions.

WEB-36804
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
North 185

WEB-

37122
8210 CREEDMOOR RD O&I-3 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Two of the Guiding Principles in the Remapping Raleigh document are: 1. 

Maintain or enhance existing property value. 4. Be sensitive to context. Avoid 

jarring transitions in height, use or intensity.  The existing zoning limits 

building height at 2-story and 25 feet.  The proposed zoning changes this to 3-

story and 50 feet.   Doubling the height limitation is "jarring".

WEB-36804
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
North 185
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WEB-

36805
8210 CREEDMOOR RD O&I-3 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Two of the Guiding Principles in the Remapping Raleigh document are: 1. 

Maintain or enhance existing property value. 4. Be sensitive to context. Avoid 

jarring transitions in height, use or intensity.  The existing zoning requires a 50 

foot perimeter buffer.  The proposed zoning changes this to zero or six feet on 

the rear lot line for anything other than residential 

(detached/attached/townhouse) which requires 20 feet.  The current zoning 

does not allow an alley  where as the proposed zoning would allow an alley as 

close as five feet from the lot line.  A structure on the lot line would not 

maintain existing property values.  Water from property north of Lodestar 

runs to Falls Lake.  There are significant restrictions on the residential 

property limiting the  percentage of property that must remain un-built to 

limit runoff.  Are there similar restrictions for non residential property?   The  

property at 8300 Creedmoor has conditional restrictions. 

WEB-36804
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in further detail.
North 185

WEB-

36806
8116 CREEDMOOR RD O&I-3 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Two of the Guiding Principles in the Remapping Raleigh document are: 1. 

Maintain or enhance existing property value. 4. Be sensitive to context. Avoid 

jarring transitions in height, use or intensity.  The existing zoning limits 

building height at 2-story and 25 feet.  The proposed zoning changes this to 3-

story and 50 feet.   Doubling the height limitation is "jarring". 

WEB-36804
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in greater detail.
North 185

WEB-

37123
8116 CREEDMOOR RD O&I-3 OX-3

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

Two of the Guiding Principles in the Remapping Raleigh document are: 1. 

Maintain or enhance existing property value. 4. Be sensitive to context. Avoid 

jarring transitions in height, use or intensity.  The existing zoning requires a 50 

foot perimeter buffer.  The proposed zoning changes this to zero or six feet on 

the rear lot line for anything other than residential 

(detached/attached/townhouse) which requires 20 feet.  The current zoning 

does not allow an alley  where as the proposed zoning would allow an alley as 

close as five feet from the lot line.  A structure on the lot line would not 

maintain existing property values.  Water from property north of Lodestar 

runs to Falls Lake.  There are significant restrictions on the residential 

property limiting the  percentage of property that must remain un-built to 

limit runoff.  Are there similar restrictions for non residential property?   The  

property at 8300 Creedmoor has conditional restrictions.

WEB-36804
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in greater detail.
North 185

WEB-

36820
610 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

As a homeowner at the adjacent property: 618 N, Boylan Ave, I am concerned 

about the zoning comments for the properties to our Eastern and Southern 

boundaries.  I believe the current zoning of NB is appropriate for the ENTIRE 

property. I am excited about and support development downtown, but feel 

the DX 5 zoning will have a negative impact on 80 homeowners property 

values. 

will discuss with review team on 9/30; staff does not support. 

Recommendations based on small area plan guidance.
Hillsborough 55

WEB-

36821

236 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Propose the current zoning is changed to NX, thus allowing easier, quicker and 

more resident led economic development.
WEB-36802 SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 184

WEB-

37138

236 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

We propose NX.  This location is flanked by Person Street and MLK - really 

busy active streets and Shaw University is across from the property on both 

sides.  This seems perfect for NX zoning.

WEB-36802
SEE EMAIL: emailed response. But the email bounced back. Appears that the 

email ID is not correct
Central 184

WEB-

36807

222 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

NX should be the considered zoning and not R10.  More opportunities for this 

land should be made available, not less.  R10 decreases the options.  NX 

supports the 2030 goals for South Park.

WEB-36802 SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 184

WEB-

36822

222 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

We do not agree with the proposed R10; we propose NX for more economic 

opportunities.
WEB-36802

SEE EMAIL: emailed response. But the email bounced back. Appears that the 

email ID is not correct
Central 184

WEB-

37124

212 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

We propose the base zoning be changed on this lot to NX.  This is a vacant lot, 

allowing much opportunity for small development, locally and resident led!  
WEB-36802 SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 184

WEB-

36823

212 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

We disagree with R10 for this lot.  We propose NX - neighborhood mixed us 

lends itself to many options that support feedback the city is already seeing / 

hearing for economic opportunities in South Park.

WEB-36802
SEE EMAIL: emailed response. But the email bounced back. Appears that the 

email ID is not correct
Central 184

WEB-

37139

206 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD

R-20 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Existing zoning and proposed zoning do not allow for growth.  Mixed use is my 

proposal.  My neighbors and I want this land just outside of downtown to 

mirror downtown and not be such a stark contrast once you get beyond Shaw 

University.

WEB-36802 SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 184

WEB-

37442

9207 STONE MOUNTAIN 

RD
R-4 R-4

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning
I agree with the proposed zoning. Thank you for allowing us to comment. 

Thank you for taking the time to let us know you agree with what we're 

proposing.
Northwest
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WEB-

37443
4428 JAMES RD

R-6 w/SHOD-

4
R-6

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Danny Eason, UDO-Comments-4428 James Road, Raleigh, NC Shown below 

are documents from the 401 North Corridor Plan. When the City Council 

adopted this plan many years ago great discussion occurred related to 

creating an environment which allowed lots fronting 401 North to transition 

to a higher zoning use; i.e.-shopping center use. The Council found that 

continuing to force residential use created an undue hardship on owners of 

these lots. In plain language people just do not want to live in close proximity 

to such a high traffic volume corridor. The Council determined that these lot 

owners would be deprived of peaceable use of their property as a residential 

use given the proximity of such high traffic volumes. Thus, not creating an 

allowance to be used as shopping center, could be construed as a "Taking" 

action thereby becoming a legal & financial liability for the City. Shopping 

Center is the best/highest use for the Eason/Crocker Properties as 

determined by past Councils.

GEN-0494

Called back and shared information about staff remapping team's general 

approach to keeping R-6 properties as is. Let property owner know that 

request for different zoning would be reviewed by staff review team and 

passed along to Planning Commission for review. Also, added owner to 

Planning Commission MyRaleigh subscription list.

Northeast 130

WEB-

37762
407 KINSEY ST

R-10 w/HOD-

G

R-10 w/HOD-

G

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Hello, I am the owner of 407 Kinsey Street and see that the proposed zoning 

changes include a rezoning of the properties immediately to my rear property 

line. As it stands today, the lots on Dupont Circle have a mix of Ind-2 and R-10 

which historically has provided a buffer zone between the Boylan Heights 

Historic District and downtown. The rezoning as IX-3-UL will reduce this buffer 

and thus the protection for neighborhood. I would request that the city leave 

the R-10 zoning desgination where it sits today.

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in greater detail.
Central 118

WEB-

38082
4100 TRYON RD

IND-1 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

IX-3-PL 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The property owner was having email problems and asked I send this just in 

case it did not go through when he sent it Ray Watson --------------------------------

----------- N. Ray Watson, Jr, P.E. Watson Land Design Services, PLLC 3650 

Rogers Road #245 Wake Forest, North Carolina 27587 Office: 919-453-1529 

Mobile: 919-418-4715 Fax: 866-437-2610 Email: 

watsonlanddesign@mindspring.com --------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- Gandhi 

At Tryon Road, LLC and Tryon Square Plaza, LLC are the owners of Lots 1 and 

2, the parcels at 4100 and 4020 Tryon Road respectively. We own both 

properties but the ownership is in two separate legal entities. It is our 

understanding that the proposed Industrial Mixed Use zoning will allow a 

mixture of commercial, retail and mercantile development and residential 

development is encouraged by the City of Raleigh, but no

called and clarified. Owner is requesting 4 story height (60 feet) and removing 

PL frontage based on the character of the area. nformed that staff not 

supportive of removing PL frontage recommendation due to built context and 

surrounding context, but that 4 stories could be amenable due to location in 

mixed use center on the urban form map and that Tryon is a Transit Emphasis 

Corridor.

West 132

WEB-

37444
4100 TRYON RD

IND-1 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

IX-3-PL 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The property owner was having email problems and asked I send this just in 

case it did not go through when he sent it Ray Watson --------------------------------

----------- N. Ray Watson, Jr, P.E. Watson Land Design Services, PLLC 3650 

Rogers Road #245 Wake Forest, North Carolina 27587 Office: 919-453-1529 

Mobile: 919-418-4715 Fax: 866-437-2610 Email: 

watsonlanddesign@mindspring.com --------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- Gandhi 

At Tryon Road, LLC and Tryon Square Plaza, LLC are the owners of Lots 1 and 

2, the parcels at 4100 and 4020 Tryon Road respectively. We own both 

properties but the ownership is in two separate legal entities. It is our 

understanding that the proposed Industrial Mixed Use zoning will allow a 

mixture of commercial, retail and mercantile development and residential 

development is encouraged by the City of Raleigh, but no

WEB-38082

called and clarified. Owner is requesting 4 story height (60 feet) and removing 

PL frontage based on the character of the area. Informed that staff not 

supportive of removing PL frontage recommendation due to built context and 

surrounding context, but that 4 stories could be amenable due to location in 

mixed use center on the urban form map and that Tryon is a Transit Emphasis 

Corridor.

West 132

WEB-

38402
4100 TRYON RD

IND-1 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

IX-3-PL 

w/SHOD-1 & 

SRPOD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

The property owner was having email problems and asked I send this just in 

case it did not go through when he sent it Ray Watson --------------------------------

----------- N. Ray Watson, Jr, P.E. Watson Land Design Services, PLLC 3650 

Rogers Road #245 Wake Forest, North Carolina 27587 Office: 919-453-1529 

Mobile: 919-418-4715 Fax: 866-437-2610 Email: 

watsonlanddesign@mindspring.com --------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- Gandhi 

At Tryon Road, LLC and Tryon Square Plaza, LLC are the owners of Lots 1 and 

2, the parcels at 4100 and 4020 Tryon Road respectively. We own both 

properties but the ownership is in two separate legal entities. It is our 

understanding that the proposed Industrial Mixed Use zoning will allow a 

mixture of commercial, retail and mercantile development and residential 

development is encouraged by the City of Raleigh, but no

WEB-38082

called and clarified. Owner is requesting 4 story height (60 feet) and removing 

PL frontage based on the character of the area. Informed that staff not 

supportive of removing PL frontage recommendation due to built context and 

surrounding context, but that 4 stories could be amenable due to location in 

mixed use center on the urban form map and that Tryon is a Transit Emphasis 

Corridor.

West 132
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WEB-

37445
1500 HILLSBOROUGH ST O&I-1 OX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This property should be designated OX-5-GR. Hillsborough Street is a Priority 

Transit Corridor per Map T-2 of the Comprehensive Plan. Thus and also, per 

page 36, properties along Hillsborough Street are in a Core/Transit Area and 

per Table LU-2 Core/Transit Area height ranges from Min of 2 to max. of 7 

stories for the OX designation. Five (5) is the appropriate story height to allow 

for 1 level of concealed parking with active uses along the street for that level 

(below grade is cost prohibitive and unrealistic for moderate mixed use 

developments of 5 stories) and 4 levels of active uses above. At the same 

time this respects and compliments the Cameron park neighborhood's scale 

and character. ironically, this is the exact type of project that was discussed 

with interested Cameron Park neighbors looking for new "empty nester" type 

housing product. To do otherwise would be an effective down zoning and 

against the creating a vibrant, pedestrian friendly corridor.

This question will be addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan 

and Hillsborough Street Area Study that are just getting underway. While staff 

does not agree with your request, it will be forwarded to the Planning 

Commission for consideration.

Hillsborough 187

WEB-

37446
1504 HILLSBOROUGH ST O&I-1 OX-3-GR

Comment about 

Proposed Height

This property should be designated OX-5-GR. Hillsborough Street is a Priority 

Transit Corridor per Map T-2 of the Comprehensive Plan. Thus and also, per 

page 36, properties along Hillsborough Street are in a Core/Transit Area and 

per Table LU-2 Core/Transit Area height ranges from Min of 2 to max. of 7 

stories for the OX designation. Five (5) is the appropriate story height to allow 

for 1 level of concealed parking with active uses along the street for that level 

(below grade is cost prohibitive and unrealistic for moderate mixed use 

developments of 5 stories) and 4 levels of active uses above. At the same 

time this respects and compliments the Cameron park neighborhood's scale 

and character. ironically, this is the exact type of project that was discussed 

with interested Cameron Park neighbors looking for new "empty nester" type 

housing product. To do otherwise would be an effective down zoning and 

against the creating a vibrant, pedestrian friendly corridor.

WEB-37445

This question will be addressed as part of the Cameron Village Vicinity Plan 

and Hillsborough Street Area Study that are just getting underway. While staff 

does not agree with your request, it will be forwarded to the Planning 

Commission for consideration.

Hillsborough 187

WEB-

38098
1500 HILLSBOROUGH ST O&I-1 OX-3-GR

Agree with 

Proposed Zoning

Mr. Zanoni made a comment on the last day of the comment period (today) 

seeking more height for this parcel and the adjacent 1504 Hillsborough Street 

parcel than staff has proposed. The Cameron Park Neighborhood Association 

will review it and provide a response, but it will not be able to respond today.

The potential for additional height along Hillsborough Street merits more 

focused community conversation than is feasible as part of the city-wide 

rezoning process; this question will be addressed as part of the Cameron 

Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street Area Study that are just getting 

underway. I hope you will continue to be an active voice as part of that 

process. Your comment will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for 

consideration as part of their review of the citywide remapping.

Hillsborough 187

WEB-

38099
1504 HILLSBOROUGH ST O&I-1 OX-3-GR

General 

Comment

Mr. Zanoni made a comment on the last day of the comment period (today) 

seeking more height for this parcel and the adjacent 1504 Hillsborough Street 

parcel than staff has proposed. The Cameron Park Neighborhood Association 

will review it and provide a response, but it will not be able to respond today.

WEB-38098

The potential for additional height along Hillsborough Street merits more 

focused community conversation than is feasible as part of the city-wide 

rezoning process; this question will be addressed as part of the Cameron 

Village Vicinity Plan and Hillsborough Street Area Study that are just getting 

underway. I hope you will continue to be an active voice as part of that 

process. Your comment will be forwarded to the Planning Commission for 

consideration as part of their review of the citywide remapping.

Hillsborough 187

WEB-

37447
2004 YONKERS RD

IND-2 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

current building use is office, retail, warehousing. IH zoning would make this 

non conforming.

Emailed with information noting that staff supports updating proposed zoning 

district to something more appropriate (IX-3) given the current use.
East 188

WEB-

38083
2020 YONKERS RD

IND-2 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

current use is office WEB-37447

Emailed with information noting that staff may supports updating proposed 

zoning district to something more appropriate (IX-3) given the current use; 

staff will pursue text change to IH allowed uses to include office

East 126

WEB-

38084
2021 N RALEIGH BLVD

IND-2 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This building is currently used as part office with warehouse for distribution, 

retail sales. Lot size is not suitable to IH. 
WEB-37447

Emailed with information noting that staff supports updating proposed zoning 

district to something more appropriate (IX-3) given the current use.
East 189

WEB-

38100

11700 NEW LEESVILLE 

BLVD
CUD SC CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

A CX mixed use zoning designation for this site is not appropriate.
Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in greater detail.
Northwest 123

WEB-

38403
2620 YONKERS RD

IND-2 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

Currently retail sales, distribution, light manufacturing, with office. WEB-37447
Emailed with information noting that staff supports updating proposed zoning 

district to something more appropriate (IX-3) given the current use.
East 190

WEB-

37763
0 YONKERS RD

IND-2 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

2900 Yonkers Road is a small office building on a subdivided lot to the front of 

the lot shown on the map.
WEB-37447

Emailed with information noting that staff supports updating proposed zoning 

district to something more appropriate (IX-3) given the current use.
East 191
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WEB-

38085
15 E PEACE ST

O&I-1 

w/HOD-G

OX-4 w/HOD-

G

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: OX-7 Office Mixed Use, max. 7 stories 

Removing the conditional use condition from a portion of this property (as 

proposed) provides for uniformity of the development process across the 

remainder of the campus of William Peace University as it develops a master 

plan for its campus, without regard to property boundaries. Permitting a 

maximum building height of seven stories instead of four stories will promote 

increased building density on campus, which is acutely important since 

William Peace University is effectively landlocked and cannot expand outward 

and is consistent with the City's goals of encouraging the development of 

urban, walkable communities downtown. For the same reason, and since the 

properties immediately across the street from this property to the east are 

primarily commercial in character, it would be appropriate to zone this 

property as OX-7. 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 193

WEB-

38722
101 E FRANKLIN ST CUD O&I-1 OX-4-CU

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: OX-7 Office Mixed Use, max. 7 stories 

Removing the conditional use condition from this property (as proposed) 

provides for uniformity of the development process across the remainder of 

the campus of William Peace University as it develops a master plan for its 

campus, without regard to property boundaries. Permitting a maximum 

building height of seven stories instead of four stories will promote increased 

building density on campus, which is acutely important since William Peace 

University is effectively landlocked and cannot expand outward and is 

consistent with the City's goals of encouraging the development of urban, 

walkable communities downtown. For the same reason, and since the 

properties immediately across the street from this property to the north are 

primarily commercial in character, it would be appropriate to zone this 

property as OX-7.

WEB-38085; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 193

WEB-

39042
3600 YONKERS RD

IND-1 

w/SHOD-2

IH w/SHOD-

2

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property is owned by St. David's School. The current and future use is for 

athletic fields and ancillary facilities associated with the school's athletic 

department. IX appears would be a better match.

WEB-37447
Emailed with information noting that staff supports updating proposed zoning 

district to something more appropriate (IX-3) given the current use.
East 192

WEB-

39043
800 HARP ST R-20 OX-4

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: OX-7 Office Mixed Use, max. 7 stories 

Permitting a maximum building height of seven stories on this property 

instead of four stories will promote increased building density on campus, 

which is acutely important since William Peace University is effectively 

landlocked and cannot expand outward and is consistent with the City's goals 

of encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

For the same reason, and since the properties immediately across the street 

from this property to the north and east are primarily commercial in 

character, it would be appropriate to zone this property as OX-7.

WEB-38085; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 193

WEB-

37764
621 N BLOUNT ST

CUD O&I-1 

w/HOD-G

OX-4-CU 

w/HOD-G

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: OX-7 Office Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

Removing the conditional use condition from this property (as proposed) 

provides for uniformity of the development process across the remainder of 

the campus of William Peace University as it develops a master plan for its 

campus, without regard to property boundaries. Permitting a maximum 

building height of seven stories instead of four stories will promote increased 

building density on campus, which is acutely important since William Peace 

University is effectively landlocked and cannot expand outward and is 

consistent with the City's goals of encouraging the development of urban, 

walkable communities downtown. For the same reason, and since the 

properties immediately across the street from this property to the east are 

primarily commercial in character, it would be appropriate to zone this 

property as OX-7.

WEB-38085; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 193
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WEB-

38404
605 N BLOUNT ST

CUD O&I-1 

w/HOD-G

OX-4-CU 

w/HOD-G

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: OX-7 Office Mixed Use, max. 7 stories, with 

HOD-G General Historic Overlay District. Removing the conditional use 

condition from this property (as proposed) provides for uniformity of the 

development process across the remainder of the campus of William Peace 

University as it develops a master plan for its campus, without regard to 

property boundaries. Permitting a maximum building height of seven stories 

instead of four stories will promote increased building density on campus, 

which is acutely important since William Peace University is effectively 

landlocked and cannot expand outward and is consistent with the City's goals 

of encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

For the same reason, and since the properties immediately across the street 

from this property to the east are primarily commercial in character, it would 

be appropriate to zone this property as OX-7.

WEB-38085; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 193

WEB-

37765
6 W PEACE ST NB DX-7-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38101
5 SEABOARD AVE NB DX-7-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38738
605 HALIFAX ST NB DX-7-UG

General 

Comment

Note: Peace College of Raleigh, Inc. has an option to purchase this property. 

Requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. The 

requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38405
826 SEMART DR

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38723
5 W FRANKLIN ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194
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WEB-

38086
807 HALIFAX ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38087
801 HALIFAX ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38406
721 HALIFAX ST NB DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

Whether this property ultimately becomes part of Seaboard Station or 

remains part of the Peace campus, permitting a maximum building height of 

seven stories on this property instead of five stories will promote increased 

building density, which is consistent with the City's goals of encouraging the 

development of urban, walkable communities downtown. Because of the 

current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard Station, the 

uncertainty of how future development will occur on the Seaboard Station 

parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard Station, we do not 

believe there is a justification at this time to propose any specific parking 

frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38088
7501 PRECISION DR

TD w/AOD & 

SHOD-2

IX-3-PK 

w/AOD & 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The additional frontage required by PK (50'), to the extent it applies to the 

primary street (ACC Boulevard) and not to the side street Precision Drive, on 

which the building fronts, is satisfactory. However, we request clarification of 

intention to continue to apply the PK setback only to ACC Boulevard (as in the 

TD) and state this objection to the extent the rezoning changes existing 

compliance into non-conformity.

Our staff team has reviewed your comment about the Parkway (-PK) frontage 

for 7501 and 7513 Precision Drive. For these properties, the frontage 

requirements would apply to both ACC Boulevard and Precision Drive. The 

current Thoroughfare District yard requirements apply to both streets as well 

(see link to code reference – scroll to section D). The application of the 

Parkway frontage does not, however, make your properties non-conforming. 

Any redevelopment of the properties would have to meet the Parkway 

setback and landscaping requirements in the Unified Development Ordinance 

(UDO). 

Northwest

WEB-

37448
7513 PRECISION DR

TD w/AOD & 

SHOD-2

IX-3-PK 

w/AOD & 

SHOD-2

Comment about 

Proposed 

Frontage

The additional frontage required by PK (50'), to the extent it applies to the 

primary street (ACC Boulevard) and not to the side street Precision Drive, on 

which the building fronts, is satisfactory. However, we request clarification of 

intention to continue to apply the PK setback only to ACC Boulevard (as in the 

TD) and state this objection to the extent the rezoning changes existing 

compliance into non-conformity.

WEB-38088

Our staff team has reviewed your comment about the Parkway (-PK) frontage 

for 7501 and 7513 Precision Drive. For these properties, the frontage 

requirements would apply to both ACC Boulevard and Precision Drive. The 

current Thoroughfare District yard requirements apply to both streets as well 

(see link to code reference – scroll to section D). The application of the 

Parkway frontage does not, however, make your properties non-conforming. 

Any redevelopment of the properties would have to meet the Parkway 

setback and landscaping requirements in the Unified Development Ordinance 

(UDO). 

Northwest

WEB-

38102
802 SEMART DR

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194
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WEB-

38089
2600 WAKE FOREST RD IND-1 CX-3-PL

General 

Comment
Comment submitted under separate cover letter via email

WEB-39044, 

GEN-0499, 

GEN-0500

Your comments regarding the properties at 2600 Wake Forest Road and 601 

Creekside Drive will be forwarded to the Planning Commission next week as 

they begin their review of the public comments and draft rezoning map. Staff 

will forward your comment with no recommendation as there was no specific 

change request (different district, height or frontage). To answer your 

question on how the zoning district would affect floodway fringe regulations: 

the proposed CX (Commercial Mixed Use) zoning district does not alter or 

expand the floodway regulations.

Atlantic 133

WEB-

39044
601 CREEKSIDE DR IND-1 CX-3

General 

Comment
Comment submitted under separate cover letter via email

WEB-38089, 

GEN-0499, 

GEN-0500

Your comments regarding the properties at 2600 Wake Forest Road and 601 

Creekside Drive will be forwarded to the Planning Commission next week as 

they begin their review of the public comments and draft rezoning map. Staff 

will forward your comment with no recommendation as there was no specific 

change request (different district, height or frontage). To answer your 

question on how the zoning district would affect floodway fringe regulations: 

the proposed CX (Commercial Mixed Use) zoning district does not alter or 

expand the floodway regulations.

Atlantic 133

WEB-

39045
18 SEABOARD AVE

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38103
10 W FRANKLIN ST

IND-2 

w/DOD
DX-5-UG

General 

Comment

Owner's requested classification: DX-7 Downtown Mixed Use, max. 7 stories. 

The requested zoning classification of DX-7 will help facilitate higher density 

development in Seaboard Station, consistent with the City's goals of 

encouraging the development of urban, walkable communities downtown. 

Because of the current mix of parking arrangements throughout Seaboard 

Station, the uncertainty of how future development will occur on the 

Seaboard Station parcels, and the incomplete city street grid in Seaboard 

Station, we do not believe there is a justification at this time to propose any 

specific parking frontage requirements to any of the parcels comprising 

Seaboard Station.

WEB-37765; 

GEN-0507

your request for additional height is outside of staff’s administrative purview 

for the remapping process. Your request for additional height will be 

forwarded to the Planning Commission for their consideration without a 

recommendation from staff. 

Mordecai 194

WEB-

38090

11700 NEW LEESVILLE 

BLVD
CUD SC CX-3-CU

Comment about 

Proposed Height

Want to know if this re-zoning is based upon a request from the property 

owner or a revision by the City? What is driving this proposed change. I am 

concerned about the potential height of a 3 story commercial/mixed-use 

building on that site as it sits on the entry way to Harrington Grove 

neighborhood. The current commercial use blends well with the entrance and 

provides a good service to the neighborhood. Concerned about impact on 

neighborhood traffic and property values depending upon future usage. What 

is proposed for this site?

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in greater detail.
Northwest

WEB-

38091
105 HECK ST

R-10 

w/NCOD

R-10 

w/NCOD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

This property was originally zoned as R-20 which is why a 4 unit building was 

built on the property which measures .20 acres. The property was later 

rezoned as part of a blanket rezoning down to R-10. As part of this new 

remapping I expected this forced non-conforming use to be corrected. I hope 

at PC it can be made right. The property currently abuts an RX-3 band of 

properties.

CC3-0097

emailed. Recommend evaluation of this request to make property 

conforming.; Existing R-10: outside of staff’s administrative purview for the 

remapping process.

North Central 9

WEB-

37449
618 N BOYLAN AVE

NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

Comment about 

Proposed Height

I own a condominium in the building next door at 618 N Boylan and am very 

concerned about the possible development to a height of 75 feet. This would 

negatively impact the standard of living and property values.  Property to the 

east should be zoned similar to property to the west and north.

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55
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WEB-

38724
608 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

I own a condominium in the building next door at 618 N Boylan and am very 

concerned about the possible development to a height of 75 feet. This would 

negatively impact the standard of living and property values. Property to the 

east should be zoned similar to property to the west and north. 

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

38739
608 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

I own a condominium in the building next door at 618 N Boylan and am very 

concerned about the possible development to a height of 75 feet. This would 

negatively impact the standard of living and property values. Property to the 

east should be zoned similar to property to the west and north. 

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

37450
612 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I would like the zoning group to consider changing the proposed zoning of 

areas of DX5, NX3UG, DX7SH (near Peace Street and Boylan Avenue).  The 

proposed zoning is Downtown Mixed Use and I would request a change to 

Neighborhood Mixed Use. This area is on the border of Glenwood South, but 

maintains the neighborhood feel. I believe this is an important aspect of 

keeping the downtown area community focused.

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

38104
618 N BOYLAN AVE

NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am a resident at 618 Boylan Avenue and I would like this area and bordering 

areas to remain neighborhood mixed use. The community would flourish 

more from this type of zoning which creates more of a hospitable 

environment. 

GEN-0529;

WEB-37450

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

37766

512 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD
R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I think that down zoning this area is NOT a good decision for the long term 

growth plan of Raleigh and the implementation of public transportation. 

Down zoning any area in Downtown feels like going backwards in the long 

term growth plan of Raleigh. If it ain't broken don't fix it.  

SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 154

WEB-

37451
1014 HOLMES ST R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I think that down zoning this area is NOT a good decision for the long term 

growth plan of Raleigh and the implementation of public transportation. 

Down zoning any area in Downtown feels like going backwards in the long 

term growth plan of Raleigh. If it ain't broken don't fix it.

SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 154

WEB-

38092

512 MARTIN LUTHER 

KING JR BLVD
R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I do not agree with the down-zoning of this area because this is the only area 

left for the downtown area to grow. 
SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 154

WEB-

38725
1014 HOLMES ST R-20 R-10

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I don't agree with the down-zoning of this area because this area can, instead, 

become affordable housing for young and low-income residents. 
SEE EMAIL: emailed response. Central 154

WEB-

39046
618 N BOYLAN AVE

NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

Existing Land 

Use/Proposed 

Zoning Mismatch

I am an owner at 618 n boylan, and would want the surrounding areas to be 

neighborhood mixed use.

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

39047
418 DUPONT CIR R-10 IX-3-UL

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

Current R-10 zoning in the back half of 410-418 Dupont circle provided 

additional transition to the adjacent neighborhood properties.  This should be 

restored on proposed zoning.  Furthermore, 2030 FLUM proposed NX for this 

area.  The contextual requirements that are a part of the NX designation 

make more sense for this area adjoining the Boylan Heights, west of Dupont.

Informed inquirer of intent and points of guidance in remapping; explained 

proposed zoning in greater detail.
Central 118
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WEB-

39048
618 N BOYLAN AVE

NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

General 

Comment

I strongly believe our community, especially to the east must remain 

"neighborhood mixed use," NOT "downtown use" in order to keep social 

decency.  Thank you, 

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

39049
612 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Height

The proposed DX-5 zoning for this property is concerning. As an owner in 618 

N Boylan Ave, the absence of a requirement for adjacent developments to 

consider the existing developments such as our building is concerning. Rather 

than the proposed DX-5 zoning, a Neighborhood Mixed Used designation 

would be much more fitting for this property.

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

37767
609 GLENWOOD AVE NB w/PBOD DX-7-SH

Comment about 

Proposed Height

The proposed DX-7 zoning for this property is very concerning. As an owner in 

618 N Boylan Ave, both the height proposed here and the absence of a 

requirement for adjacent developments to consider the existing 

developments such as our building is concerning. Rather than the proposed 

DX-7 zoning, an NX-5 designation would ensure consideration is given for 

existing new developments in this area, such as The Paramount.

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

37452
610 W JOHNSON ST NB w/PBOD DX-5

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

The proposed DX-5 zoning for this property is very concerning. As an owner in 

618 N Boylan Ave, both the height proposed here and the absence of a 

requirement for adjacent developments to consider the existing 

developments such as our building is concerning. Rather than the proposed 

DX-5 zoning, an NX-5 designation would ensure consideration is given for 

existing new developments in this area, such as The Paramount.

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

38726
618 N BOYLAN AVE

NB w/PBOD 

& PDD
PD

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

While the proposed NX zonings to the West and North of our property make 

sense, I do not support the proposed DX-5 and DX-7 zonings to the east and 

immediate south of the property. The proposed DX zones absence of a 

requirement for adjacent developments to consider the existing 

developments such as our building is very concerning. Rather than the 

proposed DX zoning, an NX designation for these areas to the east and south 

would ensure consideration is given for existing new developments in this 

area, such as The Paramount.

Much of the block bounded by Peace, Boylan, Johnson, and Glenwood is 

proposed to be rezoned to Downtown Mixed Use (DX). Guidance from these 

plan documents for the area in question recommends a building height of up 

to 80 feet along Johnson Street and up to 80 feet along Glenwood Avenue. he 

proposed five-story designation caps building height at 75 feet along Johnson 

Street, the lesser of the two streets. The proposed seven-story designation 

caps building height at 90 feet along Glenwood Avenue – a more active 

corridor.

Hillsborough 55

WEB-

33282
1135 N WEST ST IND-2 IH

Comment about 

Proposed Zoning 

District

I am very surprised and disappointed to see this parcel still left to being heavy 

industrial, considering West St is slated to be a walkable/bikeable route in the 

Capital Blvd project. The concrete plant is an anachronism in the burgeoning 

downtown/near downtown residential Glenwood-Brooklyn area. Surely we 

can plan better than this. Give the current owners some time to plan, but this 

plant doesn't belong in the area any longer.

SEE EMAIL: emailed response Mordecai 195
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