
Northampton County Public Hearing on Rezoning 

Commissioner’s Meeting 

Monday, November 16, 2020, 6 P.M. 

Present: Charles Tyner, Charles Jackson, Joyce Buffaloe, Nicole Boone, Joseph Flythe (zoom), Faulkner 

(zoom) 

Others Present: William Flynn, Bessie Majette (zoom), Kathy Butler (zoom) Jean Powell Bryant, Linda 

Nwadike (zoom) 

Meeting was called to order at 6 p.m. by the Chairman, Charles Tyner 

Tyner: Good evening to all who have tuned in and welcome to the Northampton County Public Meeting. 

First off, we will have a public hearing. At this time, I am going to call to order the public hearing. This 

Public hearing is for rezoning of some property and I am going to ask at this time if William Flynn will 

come up and give us a description in person. 

Flynn:  Yes sir. The purpose of this hearing tonight is to receive and consider public input on the 

proposed rezoning, that if approved will allow the property currently zoned Agricultural Residential 

Watershed (AR2) to be rezoned Agricultural Residential (AR).  The list handed out shows the uses of 

each side by side so it’s easier to follow. (handing out of papers). There is a list of eight parcels. The first 

parcel listed shows 01-06735, it should be 01-06738. Mr. Chairman, would you like to take this paper as 

one item? 

Tyner: yes 

Flynn:  ok. They are essentially the same thing. Currently, we are looking at a request for rezoning eight 

parcels on one side of Cherry Tree Road and two on the other side of Cherry Tree Road. Eight parcels are 

listed in front of you with the one correction.  They are on the west side of Cherry Tree Road, North of 

NC 46 approximately 3 miles west of Gaston. Currently AR2 zoned, proposed zoning is AR. When we 

consider properties for re-zoning it is important to look at the relative size of the property. The large one 

is 175 Acres and the small one is 7.5 acres.  This is such a large grouping of properties that the size 

would not be an issue.  On the Allen side, the smaller number of parcels to be re-zoned, 2 parcels, one is   

66 acres and the other is 48 acres, relatively big pieces of property.  The next thing to look at is the 

disparity of uses between AR2 and AR zoned districts.  The difference in uses is not much. AR is a little 

less restrictive than AR2.   

 

There was discussion on the comprehensive land use. William Flynn also stated we are in the process of 

adopting a comprehensive land use agreement. Have always used zoning map to determine uses 

allowed and interpret what is, or is not, acceptable use. William Flynn stated the use difference is so 

minimal that it is not a lot. It is not like changing an Agricultural Residential into an Industrial property. 

There was additional discussion by Charles Tyner about the differences between AR and AR2, and to 

figure out the exact differences, and work on that separately, and not make the decision today on these 



properties.  William advised he was trying to figure out where the properties were AR or AR2 and if 

there is a type of property that makes it AR2 versus AR.   

Charles Tyner requested to know if everyone in the community surrounding the area was notified and 

how they responded. William Flynn advised the surrounding property owners had been notified by 

certified mail. There was discussion by the Chairman about the procedures of the Planning Board and a 

system for making changes to zoning.  Mr. Tyner also expressed concerns about the issues involved in 

rezoning.  William Flynn advised of the procedure involved in contacting all land owners surrounding the 

properties up for rezoning consideration. William Flynn advised he didn’t have a problem putting the 

rezoning off. 

Tyner:  Board members, Vice Chairman, do you have anything further you need to ask at this time? 

Faulkner (via zoom): advised no she didn’t have any questions and heard everything. 

Tyner: Ms. Boone?  

Bill Blanchard: On the chat on zoom, it stated It is important for the citizens to be made aware and be 

able to give their thoughts and concerns. 

Boone discussed people being able to voice concerns and considerations.  

Charles Tyner: At this time, Commissioners do you have any more questions to the proposed zoning 

changes on Cherry Tree Road? No further questions from Commissioners.  At this time, the citizens 

present were given an opportunity to speak and voice concerns.  Citizens expressed concerns and asked 

questions about the zoning changes proposed.  

Charles Tyner advised another meeting at another date for this matter. Suggestion was made to give the 

applicants time to answer questions and explain why the change for the zoning.  

Nwadike stated to the citizen asking about effects on their adjoining properties, that the rezoning would 

not affect property in regards to taxation and adjacent properties will not be affected. Also no effect 

from any solar radiation. No ill health effects associated with solar farms.  Citizen asked if it would affect 

soil. Attorney for Mr. Wray advised no effect on crops at all.  No long term effects from the solar farm, 

or galvanized or raw steel used from the posts. Only effects peanut crops if PH level not changed.  

Attorney advised SunEnergy One would be in charge of the project at this location on Cherry Tree Road. 

There was further discussion on concerns and questions regarding the proposed change in zoning. 

 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Cynthia Royce 
Administrative Assistant 
Planning and Zoning/Code Enforcement 
 
 

 


