Planning Board
Regular Planning Board Meeting Agenda
April 24, 2018 - 6:30 PM
Town Hall

A.

Call to Order/Roll Call

B.

Approval of Minutes

B.1.

Consider approving the March 27, 2018 Regular Meeting Minutes

C.

Public Comments

D.

Action Agenda

D.1.

TA 18-04 TIA Adjustments

E.

Other Business

F.

Adjourn
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Town of Huntersville
Planning Board
April 24, 2018

To:

Planning Board

From:

Michelle Haines, Planning

Date:

4/24/18

Subject: Consider approving the March 27, 2018 Regular Meeting Minutes

EXPLAIN REQUEST:
Consider approving the March 27, 2018 Regular Meeting Minute
ACTION RECOMMENDED:
Approve Minutes
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
ATTACHMENTS:

 March 27 - Final .pdf
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Planning Board
Regular Planning Board Meeting
Minutes
March 27, 2018 - 6:30 PM
Town Hall

A.

Call to Order/Roll Call
The Chairman determined quorum and called the meeting to order. All members were present with the
exception of J. Miller, who appeared later in the meeting.

B.

Approval of Minutes
B.1.

Consider approving the February 27, 2018 Minutes
J. Sailers made a Motion to Approve the February 27, 2018 Minutes, and S.
Thomas seconded. The Motion carried unanimously (8-0).
Absent: J. Miller

C.

Public Comments
Item D.1.: Marsha Knight, 14814 Autumncrest Drive, Huntersville, appeared before the Board and
stated that her home will back up to, and be the closest to the development. Her husband was present
with her and their concern was traffic, congestion, access on Autumncrest, and out to Asbury Chapel
Road. It is difficult today to pull out there now with the small number of houses on Autumncrest, and on
Cliff Haven. She understood there would be an extra entrance that will feed onto Autumncrest. She is
not opposed to the development, not opposed to seeing the construction, but wanted to make sure the
right infrastructure is there, upfront, to support those living there. She has seen the plans, and is a realtor
in the area. She is all for the growth there. They have lived there for almost 10 years, and personally
knew someday it would happen and cannot be against it. She is thrilled that it is more higher-end homes,
and hopefully it will help their property values increase some. She stated again that she is concerned
about infrastructure. They have power outages all the time, and did not know what the infrastructure will
do to support that, but that is a real problem now. The internet connections are spotty at times, and she
did not know how that would play into the development, but most importantly is the traffic and the
safety. Autumncrest is a narrow road, and if you don’t live there you are probably not abiding by the
speed limit. Her house is right on the curve and when leaving you can go right up to Hus McGinnis
Road. There are real concerns.

D.

Action Agenda
D.1.

Sketch Plan: The Hills Subdivision
J. Davis made a Motion to Approve based on the application being complete and
also comports with the goals in the 2030 Community Plan, and further
recommends approval of the waiver for the block length due to the general
topography and streams, as well as the median waiver, and all minor plan
corrections are made that are identified by Planning staff must be complete. S.
Swanick seconded the Motion. The Motion carried unanimously (8-0).
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Absent: J. Miller
Discussion: Alison Adams, Senior Planner, presented and entered the Staff
Report into the record, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A, and
incorporated herein by reference. The request is to develop 50 single family
residences/lots. This is a by right request. The requirement for TR is 1.5 units
per acres with 40% open space, and the project is providing 46% open space.
Staff reviewed the elements of the plan, including an 80’ required undisturbed
buffer, which is compliant as shown on the paper copy Sketch Plan delivered to
the members. The cross section for Asbury Chapel calls for a wide paved
shoulder to accommodate bikes, and sidewalks. The developer is requesting a
block length waiver, and staff supports. There are topographical issues with
streams and rock outcroppings. The urban open space has a private greenway
trail proposed. With 50 lots, there was scoping done for traffic, and the off-site
intersections did not met the thresholds and no improvements are required per the
ordinance. Staff noted the tree save requirement is being met with 38% canopy
coverage and 94% specimen trees. Street trees will also be provided along the
internal streets as well as along Autumncrest and Asbury Chapel. There will be
the 80’ buffer along the roadway, and a 20’ undisturbed buffer all around the
project boundary. Staff explained the changes made in the plan from what was
reviewed at the time of preparation of the Staff Report and the revised plan
submitted prior to the Board meeting. The developer is also requesting a waiver
to not install the 20’ landscaping median, to which the Town Board has the option
to waive. Density and zoning was described, and staff indicated she was happy to
answer questions.
J. Davis asked why a DOA was not required (a determination of impact for public
facilities), and staff indicated it is required to be filled out, and they are approved.
Staff explained to the audience about public facilities, impact fees, and levels of
service. Jack Simoneau, Planning Director, responded that staff reviewed the
determination and it was checked with police vehicles, stations, fire vehicles,
stations, parks and indoor recreation, and staff determined that with the new
development it still met all standards for adequacy.
R. Smith asked about the block length waiver, and staff explained the stream
buffer, rock outcroppings, wetlands, and buffer. She personally walked the site to
understand the land. There is so much rock on site, and a creek crossing is not
practical. Development to the east and west was explained, along with the natural
constraints on site. Engineering is comfortable with the curve linear street that
will slow traffic down, with a pedestrian area. There is also a mailbox cluster. R.
Smith asked staff a question (inaudible), and staff responded that she could not
answer that question, and asked if the member had tried to reach out to
engineering, which he had not. H. Bankirer noted the scoping process was not
available online, and a representative from Engineering was not available at the
meeting to answer questions.
J. Sailers asked about parking on the street, and staff noted there is no on-street
parking being provided, but they can park on the street if they like, because it is
not posted as “no parking”. J. Sailers questioned parking at the mailbox cluster,
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and staff explained they can park at any point on the street, or walk to check the
mail. Staff cannot dictate the location of the mailbox clusters. The width of the
street was questioned, and Mr. Simoneau stated two 20’ lanes. J. Sailers felt that
safe parking area was not being provided and was a problem. The hammerheads
were also questioned with 2 entrances on the north side, and fire truck
accessibility was questioned. Staff commented there was no problem. A
hammerhead is appropriate for a fire truck turn around. Staff indicated the two
hammerheads that are stubs for future development. If parking on the street
creates a problem the police can be called. An additional street was questioned
between Lots 40-42, and staff indicated that with the topo it makes more sense,
based on the developable area of the upper parcels, to have a stub located as
shown on the plan.
S. Thomas commented about the landscape waiver, and staff informed that the
developer is not requesting a waiver. The plan has been revised, and staff would
not have supported the waiver. Jack Simoneau explained the median waiver. In
the TR there is a 20’ landscaped entrance on existing street (not new streets). The
developer is asking for the median waiver so they would not need to cut down
trees to widen the road for a median. Staff supports the waiver. Alison Adams
noted that the cross section for the street is 51’, with a pavement structure of a 10’
(land) with curb and gutter, and sidewalks on internal streets.
H. Bankirer understood the need for a block length waiver, but felt there was a
way to break up the street. This is probably the longest street waiver requested.
The street will be narrow, and may not calm traffic. H. Bankirer asked which
entrance would be primary, and if it would have a monument.
Nate Bowman (developer, 205 S. Church Street, Huntersville), stated there would
probably be a monument like Pavilion’s entrance. He spoke to the hammerhead
to the east and the creek that runs on solid rock, which should not be disturbed;
hence the common area. It is a unique feature. If parking is a concern, it can be
signed. Narrow streets are preferred, and hoped that people do park on the street
to get their mail as this slows down traffic (just like Vermillion). On-street
parking becomes a traffic calming device. There are boulders on site with natural
woods, and the last thing they want to do is widen it out to install a median to
look like a standard subdivision. The property is spectacular and will be difficult
to develop with the rock. The homes, like Pages Pond, will be wrapped in woods
and kept as natural as possible. H. Bankirer commented about the neighborhood
meeting concerns (power outages and internet), and Mr. Bowman commented
they anticipate the electric company will have to improve the service. Poles in
that area date back to the 1940’s. The 50 homes should be a reason to improve
the service(s).
C. Graffy asked about the traffic concerns, and Mr. Bowman stated that
Engineering was comfortable with the distances between the entrances, as well as
NCDOT. Mr. Bowman spoke to the right of way (currently) owned on Asbury
Chapel Road by the homeowners. The development will take every opportunity
to make road improvements.
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H. Bankirer asked about the other development in the area (Chapel Grove by
Ryan Homes). Staff indicated that Phase 1 is almost approved, and Phase 2 has
been submitted and is in review. H. Bankirer asked if this subdivision was part of
the Traffic Impact Analysis (“TIA”) scoping, and Mr. Simoneau explained that
every TIA is cumulative, and all approved subdivisions would have been
included. The intersection was questioned if it was studied, and staff did not
know that answer. H. Bankirer noted that there are TIA questions, and there was
no Engineering staff present at the meeting to answer.
Discussion after the Motion included J. Davis’ concern about the CMS report
showing Blythe Elementary at 137% capacity. S. Swanick noted the density is
conducive to Rural, and the project is good and helps maintain a rural zoning
character. S. Thomas noted her appreciation of the tree save, urban open space,
and buffers, but expressed her concerns with 1) school capacity, and 2) traffic and
speeding on Asbury Chapel. R. Smith commented about the TIA, narrow street,
and on-street parking. C. Graffy felt the narrow street will help with traffic
calming, and the sidewalks will provide pedestrian safety. J. McClelland noted
the density matching the rural area. H. Bankirer commented that the developer
would provide a quality product, but had concerns about the traffic, and there
would be no turn lanes, nor widening for the development. He hoped the
developer will continue talks with Duke Power for the betterment of the residents
and potential residents.
D.2.

TA17-08: Pedestrian Access Definition
S. Thomas made a Motion to Approve based on the amendment being consistent
with the policies CD-1, 4 and 6 of the 2030 Community Plan. It is reasonable
and in the public interest to amend the zoning ordinance because it clarifies the
intent for the existing requirement for functional pedestrian access to a building
be provided from a public street and is consistent with the principle of
encouraging pedestrian oriented development in zoning ordinance and the 2030
Community Plan. J. Davis seconded the Motion. The Motion carried
unanimously (9-0).
Discussion: Bradley Priest, Senior Planner, presented and entered the Staff
Report into the record, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B, and
incorporated herein by reference. Staff summarized the amendment and the
interpretation of functional pedestrian access into buildings. Previously an
application was submitted for a site at Hunters Road and Statesville Road (21) for
redevelopment. Two buildings were being planned, one of which is currently on
site, and a new shop building would be along the street (21). This building would
require a functional front door. There was a Board of Adjustment (“BOA”)
appeal described along with the Order granting the variance. The BOA found
there was no definition of a “functional” pedestrian access, and staff’s
interpretation of the ordinance was too strict. Staff is proposing the amendment
to the ordinance to give clarity of the definitions for “main” and “secondary”
access. Different buildings, types, and requirements were noted by staff. The
Huntersville Ordinance Advisory Board (“HOAB”) met in February and
suggested clarifying language, which staff included in the proposal.
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H. Bankirer clarified the language approved by the HOAB, and staff confirmed
this is the language the HOAB approved. J. Sailers questioned the storage facility
on NC73 and Browns Mill Road recently approved and the front entrance of that
building. Staff explained the pedestrian access on that building from the street.
The requirement for the front entrance does not change. The amendment defines
the access to be functional. There was no further questions or discussion after the
Motion.
D.3.

Petition TA 18-01
J. Sailers made a Motion to Approve to amend multiple Articles in the Zoning,
Subdivision Ordinances and Engineering Manual, and the multiple sections as
listed in the Staff Report, based on the amendment being consistent and
applicable with combining and conforming all of the necessary agents under the
same guidelines. It is reasonable and in the public interest to amend the zoning
ordinance because we want everything to be consistent with development of the
Engineering Manual, Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances, and this brings it all
together. It meets T-5 and ED-14 in the 2030 Community Plan. R. Smith
seconded the Motion. The Motion carried unanimously (9-0).
Discussion: David Peete, Principal Planner, presented and entered the Staff
Report into the record, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit C, and
incorporated herein by reference. Staff briefly explained the history behind by
the request, which includes the Zoning and Subdivision Ordinances and the
Engineering Standards and Procedures Manual. This is more of a clean-up of the
three (3) documents (more so of the Zoning and Subdivision Ordinances). The
HOAB reviewed all changes, and supported the proposal. The Town Board
suggested a couple clarifications during the public hearing. Staff recommends
the proposed amendment, subject to graphics being added.
R. Smith was concerned if the amendment would catch current projects off-guard,
and staff indicated the ordinance would have an enactment date (April). Projects
in process will continue on. The amendment is not changing anything, but
changing referencing. H. Bankirer questioned if there would be a change to the
density in Part 2, on-street parking, and staff explained the density of on-street
parking is a product of the street being provided. Smaller lots and parking was
described, and staff is now considering a requirement versus a recommendation.
H. Bankirer asked if “where appropriate” is being redefined (page 2), and staff
responded that is in relation to the appropriate cross section chosen, and does not
include anything new. There was no further discussion, or discussion after the
Motion.

E.

Other Business
The Chairman added discussion to the agenda concerning the Engineering staff, and noted that a staff
member is needed at the Board meetings. There is critical information being missed without a
representative. The members discussed the need for better communication with Engineering, and agreed
to begin contacting Engineering staff, as requested, with questions before a meeting. If there is a matter
on the agenda that includes a TIA, it was felt to be important to have Engineering present. Jack
Simoneau noted if a TIA is required, a link to the TIA could be provided. If there is just a study, there
will be a statement in the Staff Report, and the members can email Stephen Trott with questions. Mr.
Simoneau advised the members that next month there will a text amendment for the TIA, to which the
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Engineering Director will be present, and the Board can ask him about TIA’s and studies at that time.
The Chairman suggested when looking at a TIA, or reference materials, to make contact with
Engineering.

F.

Adjourn

Approved this 24th day of April, 2018.

_________________________________
Chairman or Vice Chairman

_________________________________
Michelle V. Haines, Board Secretary
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Town of Huntersville
Planning Board
April 24, 2018

To:

Planning Board

From:

Jack Simoneau, Planning

Date:

4/24/18

Subject: TA 18-04 TIA Adjustments

EXPLAIN REQUEST:
Text Amendment, TA #18-04, is a request by the Town of Huntersville Planning Department amending
Section 14.2.1(a) of the Zoning Ordinance to not require a Traffic Impact Analysis and improvements
for uses exempted from such standards by State Statutes and Sections 14.3 Impact Area and 14.5.3
Capacity Measures, to consider projects within the NCDOT State Transportation Investment Program
in preparing TIA’s.
ACTION RECOMMENDED:
Consider a recommendation
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
ATTACHMENTS:
 TA 18-04 TIA Adjustments - PB Staff Report.docx
 Ordinance TA18-04.docx
 Schools and Road Improvements SL 2017-57.pdf

 2018 Adopted NCTIP_ Hville CIP projects_handout.pdf
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TA18-04 Planning Board Staff Report
April 24, 2018
TA #18-04 Amend Article 14, Sections 14.2.1(a), 14.3, 14.5.3
PART 1: DESCRIPTION
Text Amendment, TA #18-04, is a request by the Town of Huntersville Planning Department amending Section 14.2.1(a)
of the Zoning Ordinance to not require a Traffic Impact Analysis and improvements for uses exempted from such
standards by State Statutes and Sections 14.3 Impact Area and 14.5.3 Capacity Measures, to consider projects within
the NCDOT State Transportation Investment Program in preparing TIA’s.
PART 2: BACKGROUND
In 2017, the NC Legislature approved Session Law 2017-57 that included a provision that schools are no longer responsible
for road improvements related to school construction (Attachment C). Therefore, staff is proposing an amendment to not
require a Traffic Impact Analysis and improvements for uses exempted from such standards by State Statutes. After the
schools are open and traffic patterns are observed, the town can prioritize needed improvements through the capital
improvements program.
Further, staff is proposing to consider road improvement projects that are included in the delivery portion of the current
NCDOT State Transportation Investment Program in preparing TIA’s (Attachment D).
PART 3: STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Approval
PART 4: RELEVANT HUNTERSVILLE 2030 COMMUNITY PLAN AND APPLICABLE LONG RANGE PLAN SECTIONS
ED-14.1 Development Review Process: Support efforts to improve efficiency and responsiveness of development review
process for development proposals.
PART 5: PUBLIC HEARING
The Public Hearing was held April 2, 2018.
PART 6: PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION
The Planning Board will hear this text amendment on April 24, 2018.
PART 7: ATTACHMENTS
Attachment A: Text Amendment Application
Attachment B: Proposed Ordinance
Attachment C: Session Law 2017-57 (partial)
Attachment D: Huntersville Projects in 2018 NCTIP
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TA18-04 Planning Board Staff Report
April 24, 2018
PART 8: STATEMENT OF CONSISTENCY – TA #18-04
Planning Department
APPROVAL: In considering the
proposed amendment, TA 18-04,
amending Sections 14.2.1(a), 14.3,
14.5.3 of the Zoning Ordinance, the
Planning staff recommends approval
based on the amendment being
consistent with ED 14.1 of the Town
of Huntersville 2030 Community
Plan.
It is reasonable and in the public
interest to amend the Zoning
Ordinance to be consistent with
state law and to acknowledge road
improvements within the NCTIP in
preparing a traffic impact analysis.

Planning Board
APPROVAL: In considering the
proposed amendment, TA 18-04,
amending Sections 14.2.1(a), 14.3,
14.5.3 of the Zoning Ordinance, the
Planning
Board
recommends
approval based on the amendment
being consistent with (insert
applicable plan reference) of the
Town
of
Huntersville
2030
Community Plan.
It is reasonable and in the public
interest to amend the Zoning
Ordinance because…(Explain)

Board of Commissioners
APPROVAL: In considering the
proposed amendment, TA 18-04,
amending Sections 14.2.1(a), 14.3,
14.5.3 of the Zoning Ordinance, the
Town Board recommends approval
based on the amendment being
consistent with (insert applicable
plan reference) of the Town of
Huntersville 2030 Community Plan.
It is reasonable and in the public
interest to amend the Zoning
Ordinance because…(Explain)

DENIAL: In considering the
proposed amendment, TA 18-04,
amending Sections 14.2.1(a), 14.3,
14.5.3 of the Zoning Ordinance, the
Planning Board recommends denial
based on the amendment being
(consistent or inconsistent) with
(insert applicable plan reference) of
the Town of Huntersville 2030
Community Plan.

DENIAL:
In considering the
proposed amendment, TA 18-04,
amending Sections 14.2.1(a), 14.3,
14.5.3 of the Zoning Ordinance, the
Town Board recommends denial
based on the amendment being
(consistent or inconsistent) with
(insert applicable plan reference) of
the Town of Huntersville 2030
Community Plan.

It is not reasonable and in the public
interest to amend the Zoning
Ordinance because….(Explain)

It is not reasonable and in the public
interest to amend the Zoning
Ordinance because….(Explain)
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TA 18-04: Traffic Impact Analysis
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND Section 14.2.1(a) OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE

Section 1. Be it ordained by the Board of Commissioners of the Town of Huntersville that Section
14.2.1(a) of Zoning Ordinance is hereby amended as follows:
a) A TIA is required for any development, or portion thereof, which is expected to create fifty (50) or
more peak hour vehicle trips or five hundred (500) or more daily vehicle trips except as provided in
subsections (c) through (g) below or when road improvements are excluded by North Carolina
State Law. Daily trips are those occurring on peak days on the roadway adjacent to the proposed
development, based on the current edition of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip
Generation Manual, with the exception of public and private schools which will be based on
NCDOT’s most recent MSTA School Traffic Calculator. Alternative trip generation rates/equations
for non- standard uses may be utilized subject to Town Engineering staff approval.
Section 2. Be it ordained by the Board of Commissioners of the Town of Huntersville that Section 14.3 of
Zoning Ordinance is hereby amended as follows:
The impact study area designates the intersections for study where potential increases in traffic from the
development may require mitigation. Where traffic from the proposed development is anticipated to
increase a signalized or major unsignalized intersection single approach by 30 vehicles in a peak hour or
the total of all approaches by 50 vehicles in a peak hour, would require the intersection to be studied in
the TIA. Should an intersection be considered at its ultimate buildout laneage or configuration or within
the delivery portion of the current NCDOT State Transportation Investment Program (STIP), the
Town Engineer may waive the requirement to include the intersection for study in the TIA.

Section 3. Be it ordained by the Board of Commissioners of the Town of Huntersville that Section 14.5.3
of Zoning Ordinance is hereby amended as follows:
TIAs shall take into account the following existing or anticipated capacity measures: a) Existing road
segments and intersections; b) Roadway and intersection improvements planned by the Town, NCDOT,
or other party, scheduled to be completed and available within three (3) years of the approval of the
development proposal, or within the delivery portion of the current NCDOT State Transportation
Investment Program (STIP) and which either have or are reasonably certain to have all necessary
governmental approvals and funding such that these timeframes can be met.
Section 4. That this ordinance shall become effective upon adoption.
HUNTERSVILLE ORDINANCE ADVISORY BOARD: April 5, 2018
PUBLIC HEARING DATE: April 2, 2018
PLANNING BOARD MEETING: April 24, 2018
TOWN BOARD DECISION: May 7, 2018.
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Chapter. To the extent the funds described in this subsection are not already appropriated, they
are hereby appropriated to be used for the purpose set forth in this subsection."
SECTION 34.6.(b) G.S. 136-189.11 reads as rewritten:
"§ 136-189.11. Transportation Investment Strategy Formula.
…
(b)
Funds Excluded From Formula. – The following funds are not subject to this
section:
…
(11) Funds advanced pursuant to G.S. 136-186.
…
(e)
Authorized Formula Variance. – The Department may vary from the Formula set
forth in this section if it complies with the following:
…
(2)
Calculation of variance. – Each year the Secretary shall calculate the amount
of Regional Impact and Division Need funds allocated in that year to each
division and region, the amount of funds obligated, and the amount the
obligations exceeded or were below the allocation. In calculating the amount
of funds obligated, the Secretary shall include any amount used as
repayment for funds advanced pursuant to G.S. 136-186. In the first variance
calculation under this subdivision following the end of fiscal year
2015-2016, the target amounts obtained according to the Formula set forth in
this section shall be adjusted to account for any differences between
allocations and obligations reported for the previous year. In the first
variance calculation under this subdivision following the end of fiscal year
2016-2017, the target amounts obtained according to the Formula set forth in
this section shall be adjusted to account for any differences between
allocations and obligations reported for the previous two fiscal years. In the
first variance calculation under this subdivision following the end of fiscal
year 2017-2018, the target amounts obtained according to the Formula set
forth in this section shall be adjusted to account for any differences between
allocations and obligations reported for the previous three fiscal years. In the
first variance calculation under this subdivision following the end of fiscal
year 2018-2019, the target amounts obtained according to the Formula set
forth in this section shall be adjusted to account for any differences between
allocations and obligations reported for the previous four fiscal years. The
new target amounts shall be used to fulfill the requirements of subdivision
(1) of this subsection for the next update of the Transportation Improvement
Program. The adjustment to the target amount shall be allocated by
Distribution Region or Division, as applicable.
…."
ROAD IMPROVEMENTS ADJACENT TO SCHOOLS
SECTION 34.6A.(a) G.S. 136-18(29a) reads as rewritten:
"(29a) To coordinate with all public and private entities planning schools to provide
written recommendations and evaluations of driveway access and traffic
operational and safety impacts on the State highway system resulting from
the development of the proposed sites. All public and private entities shall,
upon acquiring land for a new school or prior to beginning construction of a
new school, relocating a school, or expanding an existing school, request
from the Department a written evaluation and written recommendations to
ensure that all proposed access points comply with the criteria in the current
Senate Bill 257

Session Law 2017-57

Page 367
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North Carolina Department of Transportation "Policy on Street and
Driveway Access". The Department shall provide the written evaluation and
recommendations within a reasonable time, which shall not exceed 60 days.
This subdivision applies to improvements that are not located on the school
property. The Department shall have the power to grant final approval of any
project design under this subdivision. To facilitate completion of the
evaluation and recommendations within the required 60 days, in lieu of the
evaluation by the Department, schools may engage an independent traffic
engineer prequalified by the Department. The resulting evaluation and
recommendations from the independent traffic engineer shall also fulfill any
similar requirements imposed by a unit of local government. This
subdivision shall not be construed to require the public or private entities
planning schools to meet the recommendations made by the Department,
Department or the independent traffic engineer, except those highway
improvements that are required for safe ingress and egress to the State
highway system.system, pursuant to subdivision (29) of this section, and that
are physically connected to a driveway on the school property. The total cost
of any improvements to the State highway system provided by a school
pursuant to this subdivision, including those improvements pursuant to
subdivision (29) of this section, shall be reimbursed by the Department. Any
agreement between a school and the Department to make improvements to
the State highway system shall not include a requirement for acquisition of
right-of-way by the school, unless the school is owned by an entity that has
eminent domain power. Nothing in this subdivision shall preclude the
Department from entering into an agreement with the school whereby the
school installs the agreed upon improvements and the Department provides
full reimbursement for the associated costs incurred by the school, including
design fees and any costs of right-of-way or easements. The term "school,"
as used in this subdivision, means any facility engaged in the educational
instruction of children in any grade or combination of grades from
kindergarten through the twelfth grade at which attendance satisfies the
compulsory attendance law and includes charter schools authorized under
G.S. 115C-218.5. The term "improvements," as used in this subdivision,
refers to all facilities within the right-of-way required to be installed to
satisfy the road cross-section requirements depicted upon the approved
plans. These facilities shall include roadway construction, including
pavement installation and medians; ditches and shoulders; storm drainage
pipes, culverts, and related appurtenances; and, where required, curb and
gutter; signals, including pedestrian safety signals; street lights; sidewalks;
and design fees. Improvements shall not include any costs for public
utilities."
SECTION 34.6A.(b) Article 15 of Chapter 160A of the General Statutes is
amended by adding a new section to read:
"§ 160A-307.1. Limitation on city requirements for street improvements related to
schools.
A city may only require street improvements related to schools that are required for safe
ingress and egress to the municipal street system and that are physically connected to a
driveway on the school site. The required improvements shall not exceed those required
pursuant to G.S. 136-18(29). G.S. 160A-307 shall not apply to schools. A city may only require
street improvements related to schools as provided in G.S. 160A-372. The cost of any
improvements to the municipal street system pursuant to this section shall be reimbursed by the
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city. Any agreement between a school and a city to make improvements to the municipal street
system shall not include a requirement for acquisition of right-of-way by the school, unless the
school is owned by an entity that has eminent domain power. Any right-of-way costs incurred
by a school for required improvements pursuant to this section shall be reimbursed by the city.
The term "school," as used in this section, means any facility engaged in the educational
instruction of children in any grade or combination of grades from kindergarten through the
twelfth grade at which attendance satisfies the compulsory attendance law and includes charter
schools authorized under G.S. 115C-218.5."
SECTION 34.6A.(c) The Department of Transportation, in collaboration with the
Department of Public Instruction, shall develop a report covering the period from July 1, 2015,
through July 1, 2017, that provides all of the following information:
(1)
All schools, including private and charter, that have been opened, relocated,
or expanded.
(2)
The types of road improvements required for each school identified in
subdivision (1) of this subsection.
(3)
Whether each road improvement identified in subdivision (2) of this
subsection is to a road maintained by the State or a municipality.
(4)
Whether each road improvement identified in subdivision (2) of this
subsection is to a road adjacent to the school property.
(5)
A description of any disputes or appeals raised by the schools identified in
subdivision (1) of this subsection concerning the road improvements
identified in subdivision (2) of this subsection.
(6)
The total cost for each road improvement identified under subdivision (2) of
this subsection.
(7)
The funding source for the payment of the costs incurred for each road
improvement identified in subdivision (2) of this subsection.
SECTION 34.6A.(d) In addition to the information required under subdivisions (1)
through (5) of subsection (c) of this section, and for the period covering July 2, 2017, through
July 1, 2020, the report required under subsection (c) of this section shall identify (i) the
number of schools, including private and charter, that will be opened, relocated, or expanded,
(ii) the types of road improvements anticipated to be required for each school identified, and
(iii) the total cost for each road improvement anticipated to be required for each school
identified.
SECTION 34.6A.(e) The Department of Transportation shall submit the report
required under subsection (c) of this section to the Joint Legislative Transportation Oversight
Committee and the Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee by February 1, 2018.
SECTION 34.6A.(f) Any rule or policy adopted by the Department of
Transportation that does not comply with the provisions of this section shall be null, void, and
without effect.
SECTION 34.6A.(g) The Department of Transportation may adopt temporary rules
to implement the provisions of this section. Any temporary rules adopted in accordance with
this section shall remain in effect until permanent rules that replace the temporary rules become
effective.
SECTION 34.6A.(h) Subsections (a) and (b) of this section become effective
October 1, 2017, and apply to school openings, relocations, and expansions on or after that
date. The remainder of this section is effective when it becomes law.
USE OF FUNDS IN MOBILITY/MODERNIZATION FUND
SECTION 34.7.(a) Spot Mobility Program. – Of the funds appropriated in this act
to the Mobility/Modernization Fund in the Highway Fund, forty percent (40%) of the funds
shall be used for a Spot Mobility Program that shall be managed by the State Traffic Engineer
Senate Bill 257

Session Law 2017-57
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Approved NCTIP, 2018-27, Huntersville Area Projects

Projected Huntersville Capital Improvement Program

Map ID #

Project Name

Project Limits

1

I-77/Gilead Rd interchange

interchange

Const fy

2

I-77/Sam Furr Rd interchange

interchange

Major Projects, FY 2018 -2022

Map ID # Project

Project Description NC TIP # R/W fy

Const fy

Programmed TIP
$'s (fy 18-27) in
thousands *

subject to
reprioritize

upgrade interchange
upgrade interchange to split
diamond

I-5714

u/w **

18

11,800

N

I-5715

19

20

17,550

N

widen to 4 lane divided

R-2555 B

18

20

32,200

N

widen to multi-lanes

R-5721 A

20

22

94,000

N

20

22

57,400

N

u/c ***

24,667

N

1

Gibson Park Drive

FY 19

3

W. Catawba Ave

2

Gilead Rd (McCoy Rd to Wynfield Creek Pkwy.)

FY 21

4

NC 73

NC 73 to Jetton Rd
Business NC 16
(Lincoln Co.) to Vance
Rd Ext

3

Stumptown Road Extension

FY 18

5

NC 73

Vance Rd Ext to
Catawba Ave

widen to multi-lanes

R-5721 B

4

Verhoeff Drive widening

FY 18

6

I-77/Hambright Rd interchange

new interchange

provide direct connections
to managed lanes

I-5405B

5

Lake Norman Charter School intersections

FY 18

7

NC 73

W Catawba Ave to
Northcross Dr

widen existing roadway

U-5765

20

22

11,400

N

6

Walters Street improvements

FY 18

8

NC 73

widen to multi-lanes

R-2632 AB

20

22

19,800

N

7

4th Street improvements

FY 18

9

NC 73

NC 115 to DavidsonConcord Rd
Davidson-Concord Rd
to Poplar Tent Rd

widen to multi-lanes

R-5706A

20

22

26,100

N

widen to multi-lanes

U-5771

19

21

19,500

N

8

Holbrook Street

FY 18

10

US 21 (Statesville Rd)

Gilead Rd to Holly
Point Dr

9

Mt. Holly-Huntersville Rd/Reese Blvd intersection
improvements

FY 18

11

US 21 (Statesville Rd)

Northcross Center Ct to
Westmoreland Rd

widen to multi-lanes

U-5767

19

21

23,200

N

10

Birkdale Village/Northcross Drive Connection

FY 20

12

NC 115 (Old Statesville Rd)

Harris Bv to I-485

widen to multi-lanes

U-5772

21

23

34,300

N

11

Beatties Ford Road/Hambright Road

FY 21

13

Gilead Rd

Statesville Rd to Old
Statesville Rd

widen to multi-lanes

U-5807

22

24

15,300

N

12

Vance Road/Gilead Road

FY 19

14

US 21/Gilead Rd

intersection improvements

U-5114

u/w **

18

10,500

N

13

Beatties Ford Road/McCoy Road

FY 20

15

Northcross Dr Ext

14

Verhoeff Dr. intersection improvements
US 21 and NC 115

FY 18

18

FY 19

19

15

Seagle Drive improvements

road on new location

U-5108

18

20

9,732

N

Main Street

intersection
current end to
Westmoreland Rd
Mt. Holly-Huntersville
Rd to south of Ramah
Church Rd.

widen Main St. and connect
to NC 115

U-5908

18

18

8,000

N

Poplar Tent Rd

Derita Rd. to NC 73

widen to four lanes

U-6029

23

25

41,900

Y

construct multi use trail

EB-5785

n/a

18

2,000

N

widen to multi-lanes

U-6069

24

26

38,833

Y

total programmed:

$498,182

at

16

Hambright Road widening

FY 21

20

McDowell Creek Greenway

Chilgrove Ln. to
Torrence Creek
Greenway

17

Non-motorized Transportation

FY 18

21

US 21 (Statesville Rd)

Harris Blvd to Gilead
Rd

19

NC73/Beatties Ford Road

FY 22

20

Beatties Ford Road/Gilead Road

FY 22

21

Beatties Ford Road/Neck Road

FY 22

Notes

based on NCTIP as of 09/20/2017

* does not include $'s spent before or estimated after TIP period
** acquisition under way
*** under construction
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