Camden County Board of Commissioners
June 4, 2018
Regular Meeting – 7:00 PM
Historic Courtroom, Courthouse Complex
Camden, North Carolina
MINUTES
The regular meeting of the Camden County Board of Commissioners was held on June 4, 2018 in
the Historic Courtroom, Camden, North Carolina.
CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Clayton Riggs at 6:00 PM. Also Present: Vice
Chairman Tom White, Commissioners Garry Meiggs, Randy Krainiak and Ross Munro.
Staff Present for 6:00 PM Closed Session: Manager Ken Bowman, County Attorney John
Morrison, Clerk to the Board Karen Davis, Human Resources Specialist Stephanie Jackson.
Motion to go into closed session to confer with counsel in regard to litigation (Camden County
vs. William & Shirley Conover) and to discuss matters pertaining to personnel.

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
White, Krainiak, Meiggs, Munro, Riggs

Motion to come out of closed session.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

WELCOME
Chairman Clayton Riggs reconvened the regular meeting of the Board of Commissioners at 7:05
PM. Additional staff present for Regular Meeting: Finance Officer Stephanie Humphries,
Planning Director Dan Porter, Permit Officer Dave Parks, Public Works Director David Credle,
Tax Administrator Lisa Anderson, Economic Development Director Charlie Bauman, Sheriff
Rodney Meads, SRO Mike Lawrence, Register of Deeds Tammie Krauss.
Invocation and Pledge of Allegiance
Pastor Marc O’Neal gave the invocation and led in the Pledge of Allegiance.
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ITEM 1.
None.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

ITEM 2.
CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
Clerk to the Board Karen Davis read the Conflict of Interest Disclosure Statement.
In the previous meeting on May 7, 2018 the Board had granted Commissioner Krainiak’s request
to be recused from the Public Hearing – Special Use Permit (UDO 2017-02-28) Fairfax Major
Subdivision due to a conflict of interest. The public hearing was continued and the Board will
continue to allow Commissioner Krainiak to be recused.
ITEM 3.

CONSIDERATION OF AGENDA

The agenda was amended to add the following items to the Consent Agenda:
1) Budget Amendment BA028
2) Budget Amendment BA031
3) Resolution Opposing the Elimination of a District Court Judge Position in the First
Judicial District
Motion to approve the agenda as amended.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

ITEM 4.

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Ross Munro, Commissioner
Meiggs, Riggs, White, Krainiak, Munro

PRESENTATIONS

1. Jerry Jennings with North Carolina Department of Transportation presented to the Board
an update on ongoing and planned projects in the area.
2. Internet Feasibility Study – Donald Imhoff of Eastern Shore Communications presented
the results of the internet feasibility study.
South Camden Water & Sewer District Board of Directors
Chairman Riggs recessed the meeting of the Board of Commissioners and opened the South
Camden Water & Sewer District Board of Directors Meeting.
Consideration of Agenda
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Motion to approve the agenda as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

Old Business
A. Wastewater Lagoon Liner
The 5.9 million gallon wastewater lagoon liner at McPherson Road has a 175-foot tear that must
be repaired or replaced. Public Works Director David Credle presented a proposal to the Board
for replacement.
Motion to instruct Mr. Credle to move forward with the lagoon liner replacement.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs
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Public Hearing
1. System Development Fee Analysis
Motion to open public hearing for discussion of System Development Fee Analysis.

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Randy Krainiak, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

New legislation requires an analysis to be performed by a qualified professional on system
development fees charged by Water and/or Sewer Districts/Associations. The
District/Association must then give the public 45 days to review the proposed fee(s) then hold a
Public Hearing for public comment. The analysis is complete and has been published as required
by the statute. The analysis has been available for review and comment through our county
website at www.camdencountync.gov and at our Administration office building since 8:00 AM,
April 20, 2018. Raftelis presented the findings of the analysis.
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Chairman Riggs opened the floor for public comment.
Dave [Smart?] of Camden Point addressed the Board. He requested clarification on payment of
water fees and to whom the fees apply and if this discussion will lead to additional projects in his
area.
Chairman Riggs explained that there are no further projects planned for that area.
Finance Officer Stephanie Humphries added that the system development fees only apply to new
sign-ons and in addition to the tap fee.
Planning Director Dan Porter questioned the methodology chosen for the study. Projected new
development that is anticipated to occur within the next five to ten years will require additional
sewer capacity. He questioned the use of the buy-in approach.
Raftelis representative Melissa Levin explained that the new legislation has a minimum 10-20
year capital plan. Although Camden County has a five-year Capital Plan, but outside of the fiveyear window the project costs are not as cemented nor is the financing for those capital projects.
She added that the county has the capacity to serve new development.
Mr. Porter also questioned whether this supersedes the county’s ability to create development
agreements between a specific project and the county as far as the needed infrastructure.
Ms. Levin stated it will be important to be sure that the larger meter sizes at the correct
differentials are used for the larger meters which will ensure that customers are treated equally.
Motion to close the public hearing on System Development Fee Analysis.

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs
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New Business
A. Monthly Update – Public Works Director David Credle presented the monthly report.

Motion to approve the monthly report as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

B. Consideration of System Development Fees
It was recommended by staff that the county keep the current system development fee and only
make the adjustments to the rate structure to match the current requirement.
Motion to approve recommendation of staff to keep the current system development fee
and make the adjustments to the rate structure to match the current requirement.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs
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C. FY 2018-2019 Water & Sewer Rates
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Motion to approve the rates as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

Consent Agenda
1. DOT Sawyer’s Creek Bridge Water Line Repair
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Motion to approve the consent agenda as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

Chairman Riggs adjourned the meeting of the South Camden Water & Sewer Board of Directors
and reconvened the meeting of the Camden County Board of Commissioners.
ITEM 5.

Public Hearings

A. Special Use Permit (UDO 2017-02-28) Fairfax Major Subdivision
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Commissioner Randy Krainiak, having been previously recused from this public hearing,
removed himself from the dais prior to the continuation of the hearing and did not participate in
any form in the hearing.
Motion to reconvene public hearing on Special Use Permit (UDO 2017-02-28) Fairfax
Major Subdivision.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
RECUSED:

PASSED [4-0]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs
Krainiak

Permit Officer Dave Parks invited Sean Robey of Eastern Carolina Engineering to discuss the
project. All those presenting evidence were previously sworn in at the June 4, 2018 meeting.
[As this is a quasi-judicial hearing, the following text is verbatim transcript.]
Sean Robey: Good evening, Sean Robey, Eastern Carolina Engineering. We’re here tonight to
represent the 16-lot subdivision known as The Fairfax, located on NC 343. The property has
been permitted through all the state agencies. We have our permits back from erosion control,
stormwater. We have a water main extension. And I'm here to answer any questions if you have
any on the technical aspects of the subdivision.
Commissioner White: I was going to ask you one question and I can ask you I guess. On the
Planning Board meeting it said something about lots 1 and 16 have to be revisited because of the
setback along the highway. I think they needed to have another additional 25 feet, minimum 35
feet. Has that been taken care of? Have those lots already been adjusted?
Sean Robey: Yes it has.
Commissioner White: Yeah, okay.
Sean Robey: And I think there was also one lot that was a few square feet under the required
minimum. Those adjustments were made and that is represented by the plan you have.
Commissioner White: Yeah, okay.
Attorney Morrison: Mr. Parks, this Special Use hearing, was everybody sworn in?
Dave Parks: Yes, that’s the one thing I did forget. If there was anybody else who was not sworn
in at that last meeting who wants to speak on this matter tonight please step forward and be
sworn in now.
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Attorney Morrison: Yeah and Mr. Robey was sworn in at the last meeting, okay.
Chairman Riggs: Okay so then we need to open for a public comment.
Dave Parks: What staff would like to do now, Mr. Chairman, is the submission of evidence. In
your packet you will find the Special Use Permit and all supporting documents pertaining to this
application. Staff at this time would like to offer that into evidence in this matter.
Attorney Morrison: Mr. Chairman, you will need to make a ruling as to whether or not the Board
accepts in evidence the proffer.
Chairman Riggs: So all we have to do is accept as presented.
Attorney Morrison: You’ll say accepted without objection. If anybody objects they’ve got to
speak up now.
Chairman Riggs: We’re going to accept it.
Dave Parks: Thank you. The Finding of Facts is pretty standard. Staff is just going to go over
some highlights in there of items of relativity. The application went through all the technical
review. Everybody’s approved it. Your impact on your schools…excuse me for one second.
This subdivision will generate ten students. Again, it went through the technical review. The
School Board approved it as sketch plan and they have no comment on preliminary plat. The
only two conditions that we’d like to highlight in the packet are the standard that every five years
that the development recertify their drainage in accordance with the approved plan. And the
other condition would be that the developer…prior to approval of the final plat property
indicated on the preliminary plat that is to be conveyed to Mr. Harrison shall be recorded along
with deed with the Camden County Register of Deeds. There is some property on the plat that is
to be conveyed to Mr. Harrison as stated and that’s why this condition is in there. The others are
basic standard facts that we do throughout any subdivision. And staff is here if you have any
questions. If the commissioners would like they can open it up for public comment.
Chairman Riggs: So do we need a motion to open the floor for public comment?
Dave Parks: No, you just open it up for public comment.
Attorney Morrison: Yeah at this point…is that the case for the applicant? Is there any more
testimony coming from the applicant?
Dave Parks: No, sir.
Attorney Morrison: Okay. So at this time you would…yes.
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Chairman Riggs: We just open the floor for public comment.
Attorney Morrison: Pro or con.
Chairman Riggs: Yes ma’am, you can come to the podium and…
Attorney Morrison: Have you been sworn ma’am?
Pam Smart:

No.

Attorney Morrison: Okay. She’ll have to be sworn in.
Pam Smart:

It’s just a question.

Chairman Riggs: We can handle that. Madam Clerk will handle that for you.
Pam Smart: My name is Pam Smart and I have really a question. I don’t have evidence of sort.
But I go to the county web site to learn of the agenda, right. I see this, I have no idea what it
means. I don’t see associated documents. Apparently the commissioners have been provided
something and there’s been a hearing before but I didn’t see a link on the agenda to this
document. But yet you’re here asking for public comments and I guess my comment is without
being able to study it, that’s not a reasonable…this is not a reasonable --- and I would request
that the rest of the documents if you really want public comment, should be on the web site;
unless I just totally missed it and then I apologize. But thank you.
Dave Parks: Not a problem. The requirement in our ordinance is for adjacent property owners
within so many feet of the property be notified. The application is on the county web site and it
can be reviewed. If you look under Planning Department it’s on the web site there under Special
Use Permit Applications. So the documentation is on the web site. It’s in the Board Packet on
the web site also, ma’am. The commissioners’ board packet is on the web site. You’ll see these
documentations in there also.
Pam Smart: Thank you.
Dave Parks: You’re welcome.
Chairman Riggs: Is there anyone else that would like to speak?
Marc O'Neal: Good evening.
Chairman Riggs: Sir, have you already been sworn?
Marc O'Neal: Last time.
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Chairman Riggs: Right.
Marc O'Neal: My name is Marc O’Neal. I'm here in my capacity as Pastor at Camden United
Methodist Church. I sent a letter out to the clerk’s office last week about a concern that our
church and was told that it’d be better to present it to you guys in person. So what I was going to
do is just read the letter as it was prepared and sent.
I write as Pastor of Camden United Methodist Church and as one given authority by our Board
of Trustees and Administrative Board to speak on the church’s behalf. Our church has a
concern in regards to the above-referenced subdivision. That concern deals with our parking
lots. Our experience has been that any time construction or repair is conducted in our area,
whether by Dominion Power or the State of NC or whoever, that our parking lots become a
“staging area” or “base camp” from which operations are launched. That means that heavy
trucks and equipment run upon and cause considerable damage to our already damaged parking
areas. I write to inform the developer and wish that this be somehow added to the public record,
that unless they receive written approval from our Administrative Board, that we will not allow
any trucks, or equipment, or any other heavy duty vehicular necessity to be parked in either of
our parking lots, neither temporarily nor overnight. The developer will need to make other
arrangements from which to park their vehicles and equipment. Any questions or concerns can
be directed to me using the contact information below.
Marc O'Neal: It’s just a simple request.
Attorney Morrison: All right that’s a no-brainer. I'm shocked.
Marc O'Neal: Well you would think. That has not been my experience though.
Commissioner White: I know what he’s talking about. I go by there and everybody uses their
parking lot; log trucks. Everybody tears up…
Marc O'Neal: Everybody uses the parking lot. That’s why we put signs to say you know...(cross
talk)
Attorney Morrison: Well you can have people arrested for trespassing. I know you’re a church
and turn the other cheek and all that…
Marc O'Neal: Is that really a good witness for the Lord? (laughter)
Attorney Morrison: It’s not a good witness for the Lord but it is an excellent remedy for a viable
parking lot.
Marc O'Neal: I agree you would think it would be common knowledge, but it has not been
common knowledge.
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Attorney Morrison: Okay but the Department of Transportation and nobody else you were
talking about and certainly not Mr. Maurice, they have no right to go on your property.
Marc O'Neal: That’s right.
Attorney Morrison: And I don’t know that there’s anything you can do other than say don’t do it.
Marc O'Neal: It’s more just to make sure that the information has been provided and that it’s
clear.
Attorney Morrison: Yeah everybody take notice it was done in open session.
Dave Parks: I did provide Mr. Maurice a copy of that letter, Mr. Chair.
Attorney Morrison: It is the advice of counsel that you not screw around with the Methodist
Church. (laughter)
Chairman Riggs: I have noticed some pretty large pieces of equipment parked in that parking lot
before.
Commissioner White: Oh yeah.
Commissioner Meiggs: Well you know I have seen it up my way to where some of the churches
put a rope; just a thought.
Chairman Riggs: Yeah, a bright yellow piece of rope. Okay. Is there any more comments from
the public? Mr. Harrison.
Tommy Harrison: Good evening. Tommy Harrison, 191 South 343. I'm the adjoining to the
proposed subdivision; adjoining neighbor. Comments or concerns; I do have some concerns. On
the preliminary I see that it’s a 20-foot easement or 20-foot drainage along my property line and
it’s right on my property line. What’s that mean, Sean? Is that on the side of the development
side or is that right down the center? It looks to me like it’s right down the center of my property
and the proposed subdivision.
Commissioner White: It should be on their side.
Chairman Riggs: Can you zoom in on it a little bit?
Sean Robey: The 20-foot easement actually exists on the rear of lot 16. ---. (too low, cross talk)
Once it hits the corner of lot 15, then there is an easement on both sides of that property.
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Tommy Harrison: ---. (too low) I assume that’ll be my property that he purchased.
Sean Robey: There is a ditch that starts at the corner and does split both pieces of property all the
way down. So it will be centered on the property line of the property that you are shown to be
purchasing; from this point to here and to there, the ditch is shown centered on the property line.
Tommy Harrison: So we’ll be maintaining both sides of the ditch.
Sean Robey: Who’s we?
Tommy Harrison: The development and myself. The developer and myself will be maintaining
that ditch? The reason I'm asking, ‘cause last year when…he’s no longer with you,
Mizelle…Jason, when he went out there to pin that acre and --- I asked Jason about the ditch and
he said the ditch would be on the developer’s side.
Sean Robey: And I don’t think that we have any problems moving the ditch back onto the
developer’s side if that is what Mr. Harrison wants to do.
Tommy Harrison: Yeah I got enough ditches to maintain on 343.
Sean Robey: That’s not of consequence. That would be an accepted condition.
Tommy Harrison: All right, that’s all. And one more; the 35-foot…this 35-foot easement that
you know was redone.
Sean Robey: The property off of 343?
Tommy Harrison: Yes, yeah. On the Planning Board meeting they talked about pushing up the
Isaac Court, I guess that’s the street name, pushing that up 35 feet maybe to give me more
distance away from the house so I can have more space. They talked about that on the last
Planning Board meeting. And also coming out, that’s my biggest concern because 343 in that
curve by the Methodist Church, people go flying through there. And when they have crops…I
realize when I built my house I knew there was a farm beside me. So I knew when crops came
and the corn grew I had to be extra cautious. Well now there’s a subdivision and there’s going to
be a permanent structure. I just want to make sure a 35-foot setback is ample you know for me
going out on 343. ‘Cause it is dangerous ‘cause that curve right there at the church. And that’s
one of the reasons I built my house so close to that property line; because I want to get away
from that curve because people go flying around there like it’s a racetrack and it’s dangerous. So
that 35…I'm just concerned about that 35 setback. Should it be more so it’ll give me more room
to see? Because anybody can build a fence and it’ll be a permanent structure and you know there
you go, I’ll have a problem. I'm a builder as well and when you get into a development people
don’t read their setbacks. You know next thing you know they got fences that don’t even belong

27

there. Then next thing you know you’ve got a fight on your hands. So that setback really
concerns me.
Attorney Morrison: What is your request, sir? Can you be specific as to what you think the
Board should do?
Tommy Harrison: I think it should be…I think it should be more of a setback so I’ll give me a
ample…
Attorney Morrison: Well give us a number, please.
Tommy Harrison: Huh?
Attorney Morrison: Give us a number.
Tommy Harrison: I’d say…well it’s 50 feet from the Isaac Court to the setback so why shouldn’t
it be 50 feet from 343?
Attorney Morrison: All right, you’re requesting a 50-foot setback there.
Tommy Harrison: Yes, sir.
Attorney Morrison: Okay, fine. They just need something to work with.
Tommy Harrison: Oh okay. All right. Thank you.
Attorney Morrison: I think Mr. Robey ought to be able to respond to the request for the 50-foot
setback.
Dave Parks: The setbacks that are provided do meet the requirements of your ordinance.
Sean Robey: We are severely limited with road frontage within the subdivision and in order to
keep these lots buildable we have elected to use the minimum setback that is in the ordinance of
the 35 feet and would request to continue to do so. Isaac Court is more favored towards lot 1
than it is towards lot 16. I draw your attention to the plat. Lot 1 has 245 feet of straight line
frontage on 343 and lot 16 has really about 280 feet. I know that the plat says 298 on the angle
there but it is a little more skewed towards lot 1 to make lot 16 deeper. I'm sure it’s probably not
as deep as Mr. Harrison would like and I know we’ve talked about arranging the lots differently
but this allows us to keep the configuration that we have.
Commissioner Munro: I have a question for you.
Chairman Riggs: Mr. Munro.
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Commissioner Munro: Let me ask my question real quick though. That 35-foot setback on lot
16, that’s where the edge of the house could be built?
Dave Parks: That’s the building setback.
Commissioner Munro: Building setback; 35 feet from 343 South.
Sean Robey: From the right-of-way of 343.
Commissioner Munro: From the right-of-way. Correct, okay.
Sean Robey: So 35 feet off the back of the ditch more or less if you will.
Commissioner Munro: Okay.
Sean Robey: Off the existing pole line along 343.
Commissioner Munro: And then how far is the setback from the edge of the property line to Mr.
Harrison’s property line?
Sean Robey: There is a 20-foot drainage easement there that will govern that setback. I think the
county rear setback is only 10 feet. But that will be increased by another 10 because of the
drainage easement. So no structure within that 20 foot including a fence.
Commissioner Munro: And you’re worried about a fence being built in the future?
Tommy Harrison: Well yes sir. Yes, sir. Mr. Robey said...
Commissioner Munro: Not so much the structure of the house but a fence that you can’t see
around.
Tommy Harrison: Well a fence or a plant, shrubs; anything could be put there. You talk about…
Commissioner Munro: Is there any consideration that any fence built on the edge of that property
line from the 35-foot setback be at a low level and not a 6-foot high privacy fence; but a lower
three or four-foot fence that you can see over when you’re in your vehicle; when you’re in a
standard vehicle exiting your property?
Tommy Harrison: Now look how tall I am. (laughter)
Commissioner Munro: You would be in a vehicle, sir. You would be sitting…
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Tommy Harrison: Wouldn’t I be lower? Unless I'm in my pickup truck. But…
Commissioner Munro: I mean is that type of solution suitable to you, Mr. Harrison?
Tommy Harrison: Well Mr. Robey said the length of number 1 compared to 16…now keeping in
mind there’s 50 feet of buffer on Randy’s side. So Randy has no problem with a curve. And the
minimum…
Commissioner Munro: Well he’s further down the road, too.
Tommy Harrison: Huh?
Commissioner Munro: He’s further down the road.
Tommy Harrison: And further down the road.
Commissioner Munro: But he has what buffer?
Tommy Harrison: He has an open buffer; a 50-foot buffer. So you got to take that into account;
the length of lot number 1.
Commissioner Munro: Can I ask the developer a question then since you brought that up? That
50-foot buffer goes all the way around the property but just doesn’t…it stops at the back of Mr.
Harrison’s property?
Sean Robey: So the original design was completed by somebody within my office who is no
longer here. So this was inherited by me to take a look at this. That open space was there all the
way from what I understand the sketch plan. If I'm wrong, correct me.
Commissioner Munro: Well I'm just wondering why it’s going all the way around the property
and stopping…I mean you’re giving one..
Dave Parks: The buffer is there. The minimum buffer is required ---. (too low)
Commissioner Munro: I understand that but why is one neighbor to the north getting a 50-foot
buffer and one neighbor to the south not getting a 50-foot buffer between the property?
Sean Robey: The area along the back of lots 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 is extremely low.
Commissioner Munro: Extremely low, okay.
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Sean Robey: Yes and there are multiple ditches that are planned for that area. There is one that
is adjacent to Mr. Krainiak’s property as well as there is one fairly large ditch that is centered on
the property lines of the rears of lots 1, 2, 3 and 4. As you get down to the end…
Commissioner Munro: Hold on a second, I'm getting…
Sean Robey: As you get down to lot 5, the width of that ditch…and I'm gonna make a stab. I'm
don’t have a scale here with me but the width of that ditch is probably approaching 30 feet wide
total. So over 15, 17 feet of that ditch is actually into that buffer. There is actually an outlet, a
drainage outlet off the end of lot 5. As we move down into lots 6, 7, 8, most of all that buffer is
wetlands all the way around, all the way up to the piece of property being conveyed to Mr.
Harrison.
Commissioner Munro: Okay.
Sean Robey: That buffer is in wetlands.
Chairman Riggs: In the back corner to the north there’s a piece of wetland that comes up there by
that slough. Is that what you’re saying? Okay.
Sean Robey: There’s wetlands all along the back.
Chairman Riggs: And that necessitates you having a wider buffer in that area anyway. Did you
say it was going to be a 35-foot wide ditch back there?
Sean Robey: I would say that it is very close top of bank to top of bank to be 30 feet at the rear of
lot 5.
Chairman Riggs: That’s part of your drainage plan; to get that water off of that.
Sean Robey: We have multiple outlets, yes, that drain out.
Chairman Riggs: Okay.
Commissioner Meiggs: Mr. Chair, help me if I'm wrong but your concern is out on the road,
right; being able to look and see, correct?
Tommy Harrison: Yes, sir. That’s one of my concerns.
Commissioner Meiggs: Okay so all this other…this setback don’t have nothing to do with that
except out on the road, correct?
Tommy Harrison: Correct. That’s one of my concerns, yes.
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Commissioner Munro: You are correct. That was another question.
Commissioner Meiggs: Well how much from where the state right of way stops, how much more
setback is there that has been laid out by the developer?
Dave Parks: 35 feet.
Commissioner Meiggs: 35 feet plus whatever is left of the state right of way before you get to the
road…
Commissioner Munro: Correct.
Commissioner Meiggs: …which that’s going to give you what, about 50 feet?
Commissioner Munro: The right of way is a 60-foot right of way. I would get that the pavement
there is maybe 22 feet wide; so 22 to 24, let’s take 12 away from 60. So 48.
Commissioner Munro: 48.
Commissioner Meiggs: I missed it by 2.
Sean Robey: I'm sorry, 12 from 30; excuse me, 12 from 30. So 18 and 35 is what is in shoulder,
ditch and open area; 18 and 35.
Commissioner Meiggs: 53.
Sean Robey: Yeah.
Commissioner Meiggs: Okay.
Commissioner Munro: And those two front lots, do they load onto Isaac?
Sean Robey: Yes.
Commissioner Munro: They load onto Isaac? They don’t load onto 343?
Sean Robey: Yes.
Commissioner Munro: Okay.
Dave Parks: There is an NCDOT sight triangle of 10 x 70 along Isaac and 343. ---. (too low)
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Tommy Harrison: Now the 35 setback from what I understand is from the ditch, correct?
Dave Parks: It’s from the right of way.
Sean Robey: The right of way.
Tommy Harrison: That’s my concern. You said that’s the minimum you know far as the state or
whatnot. I'm not concerned about the minimum. I'm concerned about my safety getting out on
343. I’ve lived there for 26 years. I know what it’s like especially when the crops are up. You
have to be very cautious June, July and August because somebody’s gonna run you down quick.
And I foresee that being a problem down the road. I'm just worried about my safety getting out
on 343 ‘cause I know what the traffic is like. Thank you.
Dave Parks: Okay that’d be up to the Board if they want to increase that setback. The applicant
has met all the requirements of the ordinance as far as setbacks go.
Attorney Morrison: Let’s address that if we could please, Mr. Parks. To refresh the Board, the
applicant has met the requirements of the Unified Development Ordinance with the setback,
correct?
Dave Parks: Yes, sir.
Attorney Morrison: However, the Unified Development Ordinance also says that the
commissioners can make further requirements for the health and safety of the community,
adjacent property. But safety is an issue they can take into account should they desire to do so.
Dave Parks: Yes, sir.
Attorney Morrison: Okay. So even though, and I'm not suggesting what you should do one way
or the other, I'm just saying it is within your authority if you find that safety requires a deviation
from your ordinance in some modest amount. You can’t completely rewrite your ordinance but
you can tweak it a little bit, okay. All right now what’s also confusing to me though is it sounds
like when you take into account the right of way plus the setback there’s 53 feet of clearance. Is
that correct? Am I wrong or right?
Dave Parks: That’s an estimate; it’s pretty close.
Attorney Morrison: Okay and if I understood the gentleman that’s objecting he was requesting
50 feet. I must be missing something here. I mean I'm not trying to be cute, I just don’t
understand where I'm going wrong.
Chairman Riggs: Moot point, Mr. Attorney. It’s one of those moot points; 50 feet, 52 feet. I
graduate from Camden but 18 and 35…
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Attorney Morrison: It’s 53, right?
Chairman Riggs: Makes 53 to me.
Attorney Morrison: But anyway it’s in excess of 50 feet is my point.
Commissioner Meiggs: Yes.
Chairman Riggs: So we need a motion to close the public hearing, right? You got something
else you need to say?
Dave Parks: No, sir.
Chairman Riggs: Okay. I didn’t know, you were looking at me like you wanted to talk some
more. I was praying not.
Motion to close the public hearing.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
RECUSED:

PASSED [4-0]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs
Krainiak

Motion to add Special Use Permit (UDO 2017-02-28) to New Business as Item 6.C.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
RECUSED:

PASSED [4-0]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs
Krainiak

Upon conclusion of the public hearing on Special Use Permit (UDO 2017-02-28) Fairfax Major
Subdivision, Commissioner Krainiak returned to his position on the dais.
B. Camden Commerce Park Property Sale
Motion to open public hearing for the sale of property in Camden Commerce Park.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs
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Economic Development Director Charlie Bauman addressed the Board concerning the sale of
6.52 acres of property located in the Camden Commerce Park. Custom Homes LLC, operating
as WAO Garage plans to build an 8,000 square-foot facility where it will restore collectible
automobiles and offer related products. The company is expected to hire up to 10 skilled
employees and invest more than $700,000 in the project.
Mr. Bauman introduced Mr. Randy Fink of Coastal Custom Homes, LLC. Mr. Fink expressed a
desire to work with students from local highs schools and colleges that have interest in the
industry and looks forward to working with the community.
Chairman Riggs opened the floor for public comment. There were no comments from the
public.
Attorney Morrison explained to the board that the restrictive covenants must be approved and
recorded before the lot is sold. Part of the approval process will be to instruct Dan Porter and the
attorney to finalize the restrictive covenants.
Motion to close the public hearing on the sale of 6.42 acres in Camden Commerce Park
property.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

Motion to add the sale of property in Camden Commerce Park to new business as Item
6.D.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

C. Proposed FY 2018-2019 Budget
County Manager Ken Bowman presented to the Board the FY 2018-2019 Budget and Budget
Message.
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Chairman Riggs opened the floor for public comment. There were no public comments offered.
Motion to come out of public hearing on the proposed FY 2018-2019 Budget.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

Motion to add the proposed FY 2018-2019 Budget to New Business as Item 6.E.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

D. Public Hearing on Proposed 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program.
Motion to open public hearing on Proposed 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

County Manager Bowman presented the proposed 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program to
the Board.
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Chairman Riggs opened the floor for public comment. There were no public comments offered.
Motion to close public hearing on Proposed 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Ross Munro, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

Motion to add Proposed 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Program to New Business as Item
6.F.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

ITEM 6.

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

New Business

A. Tax Report – Lisa Anderson presented the monthly tax report.
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30 Largest Unpaid – Real
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30 Oldest Unpaid – Real

30 Largest Unpaid – Personal

30 Oldest Unpaid – Personal
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Motion to approve the tax report as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Randy Krainiak, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

B. Resolution – Salaries & Compensation for Various Boards and Commissions FY 20182019
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Motion to adopt Resolution – Salaries & Compensations for Various Boards and
Commissions.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Ross Munro, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

C. Special Use Permit UDO 2017-02-28 Fairfax Major Subdivision
Motion to approve Special Use Permit UDO 2017-02-28 Fairfax Major Subdivision with the
conditions stated in the Finding of Facts.
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RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
RECUSED:

PASSED [4-0]
Ross Munro, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs
Krainiak

D. Commerce Park Sale
Motion to approve the fee simple sale of 6.52 acres of property located in the Camden
Commerce Park for the proposed consideration of $143,440.00 to Coastal Homes, LLC and
to approve the restrictive covenants in such form as deemed appropriate by the Planning
Director and the County Attorney.

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Krainiak, Munro, Riggs

E. Proposed FY 2018-2019
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It is estimate that the following revenues will be available in the Tax Penalties School Fund for the fiscal year
beginning July 1, 2018 and ending June 30, 2019.
Tax Penalties ................................................................................................... 5,000
Interest on Investments ...................................................................................... 100
Fund Balance Appropriated ............................................................................ 3,000
$8,100
ARTICLE XXI.

EDC PROJECT FUND

The following amounts are hereby appropriated in the EDC Project Fund for the purpose of developing the
ECO Industrial Park in South Mills for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2018 and ending June 30, 2019.

Economic Dev Incentive ............................................................................... 40,000
$40,000
Interest earned .................................................................................................... 500
Fund Balance Appropriated .......................................................................... 39,500
$40,000

ARTICLE XXII.

SCHOOL APPROPRIATIONS

SECTION 1 – The appropriations to the Board of Education, first, shall be made from any such funds which
are dedicated to the use of the schools, and secondly, shall be made from the general county fund revenues to the
extent necessary to meet the approved appropriation.
SECTION 2 – For purposes of summary only as the actual figures are contained in the Budget Ordinance,
the total appropriation for Current Expense is $2,600,000 and for Capital Expense is $295,000.
SECTION 3 – Except as otherwise provided in this Budget Ordinance, this Budget Ordinance hereby
incorporates by reference in its entirety the “PROPOSED BUDGET OF THE CAMDEN COUNTY BOARD OF
EDUCATION FOR THE FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 2018 and ENDING JUNE 30, 2019” as presented
to the Board of Commissioners, and all language in said Proposed Budget is incorporated into this Ordinance as if it
were included within the body of this Ordinance. Said Proposed Budget may hereafter be referred to as the “School
Budget”. The county budget does not include any special appropriation for the supplement for teachers’ salaries. This
will have to be included in the school budget.
ARTICLE XXIII.

TAX LEVY

SECTION 1 – There is hereby levied at the rate of seventy (70 cents) per One Hundred Dollar ($100)
valuation of property listed for taxes as of January 1, 2018, for the purpose of raising the revenue listed in the General
Fund, Article II., Section 2, of this Ordinance.
FY 2018-2019 Budget
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Motion to approve the proposed FY 2018-2019 budget was offered by Commissioner
Garry Meiggs. After discussion of the lobbyist contract, Commissioner Meiggs amended
his motion to approve the proposed budget and fee schedule with the inclusion of the
lobbyist contract for an additional year.

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
NAYS:

PASSED [4-1]
Garry Meiggs, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs
Krainiak

Chairman Riggs requested the clerk to the poll the board:
Vice Chairman White – Aye; Commissioner Meiggs – Aye; Chairman Riggs – Aye;
Commissioner Krainiak – No; Commissioner Munro – Aye. The motion carried 4-1.
F. Proposed 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Plan
Motion to approve the 2019-2023 Capital Improvement Plan as presented.

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

ITEM 7.

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs, Krainiak

BOARD APPOINTMENTS

1. College of the Albemarle Board of Trustees
Motion to reappoint Dr. Roger Lambertson to the College of Albemarle Board of Trustees.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Ross Munro, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs, Krainiak

2. Community Advisory Committee
Motion to appoint Amber Jennings to the Adult Care Home Community Advisory
Committee.
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RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

ITEM 8.

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Tom White, Vice Chairman
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs, Krainiak

CONSENT AGENDA

A. BOC Minutes – May 7, 2018
B. FY 17-18 Budget Amendments
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C. School Budget Amendments
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D. Tax Collection Report

E. Vehicle Refunds Over $100
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F. Refunds Over $100

G. DMV Monthly Report
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H. Proclamation
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I. Resolution

Motion to approve the Consent Agenda as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Randy Krainiak, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs, Krainiak
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ITEM 9.

COUNTY MANAGER’S REPORT

Manager Ken Bowman reported on the following:
 Attended Rural Day in Raleigh – Much discussion on broadband, Medicaid expansion,
increasing healthcare availability, the opioid crisis and affordable insurance.
 Attended County Assembly Day – Met with Senator Cook and Representative Steinburg,
requested support on legislation of broadband initiatives, public school building bond and
reducing the tax break incentives for solar farms.
 Flag Pole Ceremony & Dedication – Expressed appreciation for those in attendance, the
maintenance department for installation, the U.S. Coast Guard cadets from Camden
County High School and the bugler.
 Expressed appreciation to all the departments for their part in preparing the budget and to
the Board for its input, guidance and direction in regard to the budget.
 Reminder – the next meeting of the Board of Commissioners will be held July 9, 2018.
ITEM 10.

COMMISSIONERS’ REPORTS

Chairman Riggs – He and Commissioner Randy Krainiak attended County Assembly Day in
Raleigh. One takeaway he wanted to share from the event - not to spend funds too quickly on
broadband in that there may be funds available from the state.
ITEM 11.

OTHER MATTERS

Code Enforcement – Chairman Riggs would like the Board and staff to explore the possibilities
of placing code enforcement responsibilities under the Sheriff’s Office.

ITEM 12.

ADJOURN

There being no further business to come before the Board, Chairman Riggs adjourned the
meeting of the Camden County Board of Commissioners at 10:05 PM.
CAMDEN COUNTY BOARD OF EQUALIZATION & REVIEW
Chairman Riggs reconvened the Camden County Board of Equalization & Review.
There were no cases to come before the Board of Equalization & Review.
Motion to adjourn the Board of Equalization and Review until FY 2018-2019.
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RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:

PASSED [UNANIMOUS]
Ross Munro, Commissioner
Meiggs, White, Munro, Riggs, Krainiak

Clayton D. Riggs, Chairman
Camden County Board of Commissioners
ATTEST:

Karen M. Davis
Clerk to the Board
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