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Project Overview

Project Title: 458 Lansdowne Rd Jurisdiction: City of Fayetteville
Application Type: 5.1) Rezoning (Map Amendment) State: NC
Workflow: Staff Review County: Cumberland

Project Location

Project Address or PIN: 458 LANSDOWNE RD
(0407661937000)

Zip Code: 28314

GIS Verified Data

Property Owner: Parcel
458 LANSDOWNE RD: GANT, TIMOTHY;GANT, APRIL

Acreage: Parcel
458 LANSDOWNE RD: 0.96

Zoning District: Zoning District
458 LANSDOWNE RD: SF-10

Subdivision Name:

Fire District: Airport Overlay District:
Hospital Overlay District: Coliseum Tourism District:
Cape Fear District: Downtown Historic District:
Haymount Historic District: Floodway:
100 Year Flood: <100YearFlood> 500 Year Flood: <500YearFlood>
Watershed:

General Project Information

Has the land been the subject of a map amendment
application in the last five years?: No

Previous Amendment Approval Date:

Previous Amendment Case #: Proposed Zoning District: LC
Acreage to be Rezoned: 0.96 Is this application related to an annexation?: No
Water Service: Public Sewer Service: Public
A) Please describe all existing uses of the land and existing
structures on the site, if any:
Most of the property contains a concrete parking area that was
used by a restaurant before it closed down. There is an existing
driveway that connects the property to Lansdowne Road.

B) Please describe the zoning district designation and
existing uses of lands adjacent to and across the street
from the subject site.:
The property is currently zoned SF-10. The adjoining property to
the southwest is zoned LC. The adjoining property to the
northwest is zoned SF-10 and is a lake. All other adjoining
property is zoning SF-10 and contains single family houses.

Amendment Justification - Answer all questions on this and all pages in this section (upload additional sheets as
needed).
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A) State the extent to which the proposed amendment is consistent with the comprehensive plan and all other applicable
long-range planning documents.:
The comprehensive plan shows the subject parcels to be Low Density Residential, however, the property is approximately 1/4 mile east of land
designed to be Office/Institutional. 

Office/Institutional designated land is anticipated to be medium intensity nonresidential such as offices, schools/institutions, and light industrial.
Buildings are meant to be grouped on the parcel.

While not specifically designed for Office/Institutional, the subject parcels are in close proximity to that designated land use and are along a major
thoroughfare which would lend itself to the stated nonresidential uses.

B) Are there changed conditions that require an amendment? :
No

C) State the extent to which the proposed amendment addresses a demonstrated community need.:
The subject parcels contain the remnants of an abandoned restaurant. The land has sat idle for many years and is currently overgrown with a
partially demolished building. Re-development of this parcel is key to improve the aesthetics of the corridor and to provide office/institutional
services for the surrounding residential neighborhoods. 

D) State the extent to which the proposed amendment is compatible with existing and proposed uses surrounding the
subject land, and why it is the appropriate zoning district for the land.:
The property to the southwest is owned by the same owners and is zoned LC. That property contains the remnants of an old
restaurant and its parking lot. The parking lot is partially on the subject property and the rear driveway for the restaurant is actually on
the subject property too. Eventhough these are two different parcels with two different zoning districts they have functionally operated
as one common development for many years. Aerials show that this condition was created at some point between 1982 and 1995
and has remained the same ever since.

E) State the extent to which the proposed amendment results in a logical and orderly development pattern.:
This amendment would clean up what is essentially a split zoning designation since the existing development is functionally contained
on two different parcels.

F) State the extent to which the proposed amendment might encourage premature development.:
No premature development is anticipated since the property is currently developed. 

G) State the extent to which the proposed amendment results in strip-style commercial development.:
The list of permitted uses in the LC zoning district does allow for a mix of uses that would traditionally be located in a strip-style
commercial. However, the UDO contains specific setback and buffering requirements that take in to account the surrounding single-
family uses.

As stated in the UDO "The  Li mi te d Comme rci a l  (LC) Di s tri ct i s  e s ta bl i s he d a nd i nte nde d to a ccommoda te  a  wi de r ra nge  of mode ra te -i nte ns i ty ge ne ra l  re ta i l ,

bus i ne s s , a nd s e rvi ce  us e s  tha t s e rve  groups  of ne i ghborhoods  i ns te a d of jus t a n i ndi vi dua l  ne i ghborhoode .g., groce ry s tore s , drugs tore s , l a rge  re s ta ura nts , ga s

s ta ti ons , a nd hi ghe r orde r re ta i l  us e s  l i ke  s pe ci a l ty s tore s . The  di s tri ct i s  not i nte nde d to a ccommoda te  i nte ns i ve  comme rci a l  or othe r bus i ne s s  us e s . Re s i de nti a l  us e s

a re  e ncoura ge d on the  uppe r fl oors  of nonre s i de nti a l  e s ta bl i s hme nts . The  di s tri ct i s  s ubje ct to s ta nda rds  i nte nde d to e ns ure  de ve l opme nt i s  compa ti bl e  wi th

s urroundi ng re s i de nti a l  ne i ghborhoods ."  

H) State the extent to which the proposed amendment results in the creation of an isolated zoning district unrelated to
adjacent and surrounding zoning districts.:
The adjacent parcel is currently zoned LC, so an isolated zoning district will not be created since it currently exists.

I) State the extent to which the proposed amendment results in significant adverse impacts on the property values of
surrounding lands.:
Since this property currently contains a parking lot and driveway that serves a restaurant on an adjacent parcel it is not anticipated
that a change in zoning designation will impact property values. 

J) State the extent to which the proposed amendment results in significantly adverse impacts on the natural
environment.:
Since this property currently contains a parking lot and driveway that serves a restaurant on an adjacent parcel it is not anticipated
that a change in zoning designation will impact the natural environment. 
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Primary Contact Information

Contractor's NC ID#: Project Owner
Timothy Gant

225 Forest Creek 
Fayetteville, NC 28303
P:910-527-5553
h2contractingkbh@gmail.com

Project Contact - Agent/Representative
Kyle Holmes
H2 Contracting LLC
731 McGilvary St.
Fayetteville , NC 28301
P:910-484-0524
h2contractingkbh@gmail.com

As an unlicensed contractor, I am aware that I cannot enter
into a contract that the total amount of the project exceeds
$40,000. :
NC State General Contractor's License Number:
NC State Electrical Contractor #1 License Number:
NC State Electrical Contractor #2 License Number:
NC State Mechanical Contractor's #1 License Number:
NC State Mechanical Contractor's #2 License Number:
NC State Mechanical Contractor:
NC State Plumbing Contractor #1 License Number:
NC State Plumbing Contractor #2 License Number:

Indicate which of the following project contacts should be
included on this project:
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