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Camden County Board of Commissioners 
November 6, 2024 

Camden County Board of Commissioners 
Special Meeting 

November 6, 2024; 5:30 PM 
Camden Public Library Boardroom 

118 Hwy 343 North 
 

Minutes 
 

A duly-noticed special meeting of the Camden County Board of Commissioners was held at 5:30 PM on November 6, 2024 
in the boardroom of the Camden Public Library in Camden, North Carolina.   
 
Notice of Public Hearing as published in The Daily Advance newspaper on October 18, 2024 and October 25, 2024 and as 
posted on the Camden County web site. 

Notice is hereby given that the Camden County Board of Commissioners will hold public hearings beginning at 5:30 PM on 
November 6, 2024 in the boardroom of the Camden Public Library located at 118 North Carolina Highway 343 North in 
Camden, North Carolina for the following:  
 
Consideration of amending the conditional use permit (UDO 2010-08-17) and development agreement (Ordinance No. 2010-
12-01), for the property described in the Camden County records as having the Parcel ID number 01.7081.00.03.6230.000 
and 01.7071.00.74.7921.000.  The property is zoned Planned Development (PD). A draft copy of the proposed amended 
conditional use permit and development agreement is available on the Camden County website at www.camdencountync.gov 
and at the Office of the Clerk to the Camden County Board of Commissioners, 330 East Hwy 158, Camden, North Carolina 
27921.   
 
Regardless of whether the County approves amending the development agreement and the conditional use permit, the property 
will remain zoned as Planned Development (PD). 

 
All interested parties are invited to attend this meeting to speak regarding this item.  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
The meeting was called to order by Chair Troy Leary at 5:30 PM.  Also Present: Vice Chair Ross Munro, Commissioners 
Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett and Tiffney White.   
 
Administration Staff Present: County Manager Erin Burke, County Attorney John Morrison and Clerk to the Board Karen 
Davis.   
 
ITEM 1. CONSIDERATION OF AGENDA        
 
Motion to approve the agenda as presented. 
 

RESULT: PASSED [5-0] 
MOVER: Troy Leary 
AYES: Troy Leary, Ross Munro, Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett, Tiffney White 

 
ITEM 2. CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE STATEMENT     
 
Clerk to the Board Karen Davis read the Conflict of Interest Disclosure Statement. 
 
ITEM 3. PUBLIC HEARINGS          
 

A. Camden Lakes Properties Proposed Restated and Amended Development Agreement 

Motion to open the public hearing. 

RESULT: PASSED [5-0] 
MOVER: Ross Munro 
AYES: Troy Leary, Ross Munro, Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett, Tiffney White 

 
County Manager Erin Burke read the Public Comment Information Statement and presented the following introduction in 
regard to the scheduled public hearings: 

Before you this evening you have two applications on behalf Camden Plantation Homes Inc. and Camden Plantation 
Properties Inc. The first application is an amended development agreement, the second is an amendment to the Conditional 
Use permit to reflect the proposed development agreement changes in the Master Plan. These proposals are before the Board 
as they are considered a Major Modification  
 
Camden Plantation Homes Inc. and Camden Plantation Properties Inc. have worked extensively with staff and the County 
Attorney to review and fine tune these proposed documents.  
 
The nature of the proposed changes centers around the recreation and open space identified in the original master plan. 
Centering mainly on the elimination of the proposed golf course. You will hear comments from the applicants as to why this 
change is being proposed and their intentions of providing more appealing services to their residents.  
 
The proposals this evening set forth this evening do not include any additional density. 
 
The Development agreement recognizes the acquisition of the water system from South Mills Water Association.  
 
Additional alterations to the existing development agreement are enumerated in the Board’s packet. The nature of these 
changes is primarily administrative and to add clarification for both parties.  
 

http://www.camdencountync.gov/
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The County Attorney and I can answer any questions the Board may have. The Applicant, the applicant’s attorney, and the 
applicants’ specialists are also present with brief remarks and to answer any questions the Board may have.  
 
John Cooke, Attorney for Camden Plantation Properties, presented a summary of the following Restated and Amended 
Development Agreement: 
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Mr. Cooke included the two substantial changes in circumstance that led to the requested amendment: 

• The County’s acquisition of the assets of South Mills Water Association 
• The changes in recreation preferences over time.   

 
Justin Boyd, President, Owner and Developer for Camden Lakes addressed the Board and requested their support for the 
proposed amendments.    
 
Chair Leary opened the floor for public comments. 
 
Vickie Stafford of South Mills requested to yield her 3 minutes to her husband, William Stafford.  Chair Leary granted the 
request. 
 
William Stafford of South Mills addressed the Board and included the following concerns in his comments: 

• The partnership between the County and Camden Lakes Properties  
• Lack of representation for concerned citizens 
• Future use of the recreational property 
• Stormwater drainage 
• Disconnect between the Board and the citizens 
• Continued changes to the development plan 

 
Marcella Whitson of Virginia Beach and property owner on Culpepper Road together with Meredith Whitson addressed the 
Board.  Meredith Whitson expressed concerns in regard to stormwater drainage.   
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Melissa Linton of South Mills addressed the Board to request that the Board deny the proposed amendment.  Ms. Linton 
included the following concerns in her comments: 

• Sewer and Water 
• Advantages given to the developers over the citizens 
• Property rezoning explanation requested from the County 

 
Mary Turak of South Mills addressed the Board and included the following concerns in her comments: 

• 5:30 Meeting Day / Time  
• Board being paid for an additional meeting 

 
Motion to close the public hearing. 
 

RESULT: PASSED [5-0] 
MOVER: Troy Leary 
AYES: Troy Leary, Ross Munro, Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett, Tiffney White 

 
Vice Chair Munro requested that County Attorney John Morrison address the rezoning to which Ms. Linton referenced.   
 
Mr. Morrison was unsure as to the rezoning situation referenced by Ms. Linton but offered to speak with her in regard to that 
matter.  In addition, Mr. Morrison provided historical background on the Camden Lakes development and further explained 
that the requested amended agreement primarily will allow Camden Lakes to replace the planned golf course with open 
space.  Mr. Morrison reminded the Commissioners that the County is locked into the current contract but they do have the 
authority to amend it if the request is consistent with the Unified Development Ordinance.   
 
Manager Burke clarified that although the significant requested change is the removal of the golf course, there is other 
proposed language that clarifies the agreement, specifically by removing the language regarding South Mills Water 
Association in addition to other administrative details.   
 
Vice Chair Munro requested that Mr. Boyd provide further information on the proposed open space.  Mr. Boyd explained that 
the plan is to establish some paths and leave what was to be the course area natural; mixed path of paved and gravel with an 
intent to leave the area in as natural a state as possible.   
 
Commissioner Krainiak inquired as to the maintenance of the easement and stormwater concerns. 
 
Ken Merner with Boyd Homes addressed the Board and explained that all of the stormwater permits have been secured for 
the entire project and are still in effect.   
 
Ms. Whitson requested that she would like to have in writing the commitment for the water to be retained. 
 
Macon Whitson expressed additional concerns in regard to stormwater drainage and ditches on their property that are not 
maintained.   
 
Mr. Morrison clarified once again that what was currently before the Board is the question of the removal of the golf course 
and replacing it with the park.  All the permits required by law for the development have been obtained.   
 
Vice Chair Munro addressed the concerns that had been voiced in regard to Commissioner pay for the extra meeting.  Mr. 
Munro stated that he will not submit a request of pay for the meeting.   
 
Ms. Turak addressed the Board and questioned how the tax base will be affected by not having the planned golf course. 
 
Manager Burke explained that golf course communities are no longer in demand as they once were due to maintenance costs.   
 
Commissioner Krainiak added that an open space is much better than a bankrupt golf course and reiterated that there will be 
no increase in the number of homes.   
 
Mr. Stafford inquired as to whether this is a legislative hearing and if this hearing pertains to the development agreement 
itself.  He also inquired as to the applicant’s right to elect the version of the UDO that applies to each development 
application permit.   
 
Mr. Morrison explained that the purpose of this hearing is for the Board to decide whether or not the County will amend the 
contract, which is a discretionary decision of the Board.  He also again clarified that this hearing pertains to the development 
agreement as to whether or not the golf course will be removed and replaced with the park.  In regard to the UDO, Mr. 
Morrison confirmed that a key component to any development agreement is the option of the developer to choose the version 
of the UDO that is in place at the time that the agreement is entered into.  However, if the UDO has been amended, the 
developer has the option to construct pursuant to the amended UDO.   
 
In regard to the Conditional Use Permit, Mr. Morrison explained that this decision is not discretionary.  If the Board finds 
that the proposed amendment is consistent with the requirements of the Unified Development Ordinance, the request must be 
approved.   
 
Vice Chair requested that Macon Whitson come to the podium and asked that Mr. Whitson clarify the location of the ditch of 
concern and whether or not he maintains the ditch.  Mr. Whitson confirmed that the ditch is located on his property but no 
one maintains it.  He also inquired of Mr. Morrison if the Board could negotiate this issue into the agreement.   
 
Mr. Morrison explained that it could not be under consideration at the meeting as no notice had been given and would require 
additional information from engineers.  Upon further questioning by Mr. Whitson, Mr. Morrison suggested that he meet with 
Mr. Whitson to discuss his concerns, so long as the Board agreed with him doing so.   
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Motion to approve the proposed Restated and Amended Development Agreement for Camden Lakes Properties. 
 

RESULT: PASSED [5-0] 
MOVER: Randy Krainiak  
AYES: Troy Leary, Ross Munro, Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett, Tiffney White 

 
B. Camden Lakes Proposed Amended Conditional Use Permit 

 
Motion to open the Public Hearing. 
 

RESULT: PASSED [5-0] 
MOVER: Troy Leary 
AYES: Troy Leary, Ross Munro, Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett, Tiffney White 

 
County Manager stated that Conditional Use Permit that the Master Plan reflects the removal of the golf course as discussed 
during the public hearing for the development agreement. 
 
County Attorney Morrison explained that this public hearing is a legal decision, which requires testimony under oath as well 
as exhibits presented into evidence and received into evidence.  In addition, testimony outside of expert witnesses cannot be 
competent evidence to be considered by the Board.   
 
Clerk to the Board Karen Davis administered the oath for quasi-judicial procedure to individuals planning to provide 
testimony during the hearing.   

Attorney Morrison: Mr. Cooke, you have an application to submit.  You’ve already sent that to the Board, correct? 

John Cooke: That’s correct. 

Attorney Morrison: All right, I think that needs to be offered into evidence at this point.  Mr. Chairman, do all the 
commissioners have copies of the proposed Conditional Use Permit amendment? 

Chair Leary: I believe we do, yes. 

Attorney Morrison: All right.  Are you offering that into evidence at this time? 

John Cooke: Yes, we would move the application into evidence. 

Attorney Morrison: And that was prepared by yourself and experts? 

John Cooke: It was prepared by me and our client and then experts independently looked at issues and the standards in 
your ordinance and then rendered opinions about it. 

Attorney Morrison: All right, so will it be useful to you in explaining your request? 

John Cooke: Yes. 

Attorney Morrison: It will? 

John Cooke: Yes. 

Attorney Morrison: All right, it is relevant Mr. Chairman and my recommendation would be the Board should at this 
point receive that into evidence.  And Madam Clerk, the record should reflect it is received into evidence.  Okay, so Mr. 
Chairman, you have to make a ruling and let it be received into evidence. 

Chair Leary: All right, I make a ruling to make it received into minutes; into evidence, yes. 

Attorney Morrison: All right, it’s into evidence. 

John Cooke: Are we ready to proceed?  Again, Mr. Chairman and members of the Board, I am John Cooke. I do 
represent Camden Plantation in connection with Camden Lakes.  You’ve already heard the information about the 
development agreement so I'm not going to repeat that.  I would incorporate my statements that I made about the 
development agreement already into the evidence here, my presentation.  But what we did when we prepared the application 
for the CUP amendment, was we went through every one of your adopted policies and we went through the UDO and with 
detailed in our application, specifically the paragraphs and the language in your adopted comprehensive plan, corridor US 17 
study and the UDO, that shows that the proposal which is nothing more than removing the golf course, having passive 
recreation and open space in that place, reducing the number of housing units by ten, and building in more flexibility for what 
will be actually the active recreation.  So we had to amend the CUP to comply with the ordinance. That’s all we’re doing 
here.  Your CUP Ordinance requires us to address some very specific standards and that’s what we’re doing.  So we did it in 
our application but we also independently…I retained experts to give opinions about various issues that are stated in your 
ordinance for CUP.  In particular, I retained Mr. Richard Kirkland who is going to testify briefly because we provided written 
reports prepared by our experts back on October 25th.  So you have already their analyses, their written reports.  What Mr. 
Kirkland’s background is, he’s a land appraiser.  He’s an MAI and he has undertaken an evaluation in real estate market 
analysis to determine whether or not these small changes would actually substantially adversely impact values.  And his 
conclusion and he will testify, is it does not substantially affect property values.  In his report, and if you want to ask him 
questions about golf courses in addition to what the manager has already said, he has detailed very specific experiences of 
failed golf courses and the adverse impact it does have on property values.  What we’re trying to do is avoid that outcome for 
everybody.  He’s going to come and testify.  The second expert I retained is Mr. Ken Merner.  We retained Mr. Merner, who 
has already spoken to you once.  He is with Boyd but Mr. Merner knows more about this project than anybody else because 
he’s been working on it from the beginning.  So it didn’t make much sense to go retain somebody else when we already had 
that information.  And Mr. Merner will address the remaining standards for the permit.  And upon them addressing that, and 
any questions you might have, that would be our evidence in chief.  That would be evidence that we would take the position 
makes a prima facie showing, entitling us to the amendment of the permit.  I would like to reserve, depending on what might 
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be said, reminding that people are under oath in this proceeding, unlike the other proceeding, the right to either…sometimes I 
have to object and I don’t like to do that, but also the right to rebut if I have to say something in response. 

Attorney Morrison: Now we need a finding that the application is complete.  Madam Manager, have you… 

Manager Burke: I can be sworn.  Do you want me to be sworn in first? 

Attorney Morrison: Yeah.  Madam Clerk, would you swear in the manager? 

Clerk to the Board Karen Davis administered the required oath to County Manager Erin Burke.   

Attorney Morrison: If everybody’s all right, she’ll just testify from here.  I'm going to have her testify right here.  
Okay.  Would you give us your name for the record, please? 

Manager Burke: Erin Burke. 

Attorney Morrison: And you’re my boss.  Is that right?   

Manager Burke: The Board is.  We work in partnership. 

Attorney Morrison: Yeah but I’m scared of you.  All right, give us your background in Planning and the Camden UDO 
and in particular whether or not applications such as this are complete or not. 

Manager Burke: Yes, sir.  I have my Bachelor’s Degree in Urban and Regional Planning.  I was employed by the Town of 
Manteo from 2004 to 2016 as the Town Planner.  After that point I was employed by the City of Williamsburg from 2016 to 
2022 when I took the position of County Manager for Camden County. 

Attorney Morrison: All right and have you reviewed this particular application that is before the Board tonight?   

Manager Burke: Yes, sir. 

Attorney Morrison: And are you familiar with the Camden County Unified Development Ordinance and its 
requirements as would impact this application? 

Manager Burke: Yes, sir.   

Attorney Morrison: Do you have an opinion as to whether or not this application is complete? 

Manager Burke: I find the application to be complete. 

Attorney Morrison: Thank you.  Any questions?  All right, we are free to go forward, Mr. Chairman. 

Chair Leary: Okay.   

Rich Kirkland: Good evening.  I name is Rich Kirkland with Kirkland Appraisals.  I'm a North Carolina State Certified 
General Appraiser.  I’ve been appraising in North Carolina for about 28 years. I'm also certified in about 14 other states 
because we do impact analyses all over the country really for a wide range of different things.  We look at schools, churches, 
rock quarries, solar farms, cell towers, things like that.  So we’re very familiar with the process.  I also have an MAI 
designation through the Appraisal Institute.  It’s the highest designation they offer for advance studies, peer review process 
and just to further credentials for that.   

Attorney Morrison: Excuse me, sir, before you go on.  Does the Board have any questions relevant to his 
qualifications?   

Chair Leary: No. 

Attorney Morrison: All right, it will be my recommendation, Mr. Chairman, you make a finding he can testify as an 
expert in this field.  That does not require you to believe him, but it does allow him to give an opinion.  As your counsel, it 
will be my opinion that almost any Court would find him as an expert in this field.   

Chair Leary: So agreed. 

Attorney Morrison: Okay.  So for the record he’s qualified as an expert and may render an opinion.  All right, thank 
you. 

Rich Kirkland: Thank you.  I delivered a report, I believe you got a copy of it, dated October 23.  It’s an accurate, true 
report.  And my conclusions are, as stated in there, the proposed changes to the recreational amenities and reduction of the 
ten housing units will not substantially injure the value of adjoining property and will be in harmony with the intensity to 
scale and character of development, existing or planned, in the surrounding area.  I’d be happy to go over the details or how I 
came to that conclusion or discuss anything in there.  But just to keep this short and sweet, that was our conclusion from that.   

Attorney Morrison: Would you state that conclusion again, please? 

Rich Kirkland: That the proposed changes to the recreational amenities and reduction of the ten housing units is not going 
to have a substantial impact on adjoining property values.   

Attorney Morrison: What about removal of the golf course? 

Rich Kirkland: Yeah, that’s what I mean the change in the recreational.  So the removal of the golf course, turning it into a 
park or passive recreation, some pickleball courts and things like that, that’s going to be very consistent.  And as detailed in 
the report, we talked a lot about golf courses.  I’ve personally dealt with three different golf courses that failed and a fourth 
one that had gone through bankruptcy.  It eventually came back but during those interims and during those processes, home 
values, home development, all that was critically injured during that time period.   

Attorney Morrison: So would it be your expert opinion that if a golf course fails, it would diminish property values of 
the development and potentially adjacent properties?   

Rich Kirkland: It could have a substantial impact on adjoining property values.  I won’t say that it would, but it could.   
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Attorney Morrison: All right, thank you.  Mr. Chairman and members of the Board, at this point you can ask him any 
questions you would like.   

Chair Leary: Any questions from the Board?   

Vice Chair Munro: No, sir.   

Rich Kirkland: Thank you. 

Chair Leary: Thank you.   

John Cooke: With this testimony I’d like to move the introduction of his report into evidence, also.   

Attorney Morrison: My recommendation, Mr. Chairman, is you receive into evidence his report. 

Chair Leary: Received into the report. 

Ken Merner: Good evening, again.  I’m Ken Merner with Boyd Homes.  I’ve been intimately involved in this project 
since its conception in 2004. 

Attorney Morrison: Excuse me, sir.  What is your position with Boyd Homes? 

Ken Merner: I am Vice President of Engineering. 

Attorney Morrison: Are you an engineer yourself? 

Ken Merner: No, I am not. 

Attorney Morrison: Could you give us your educational background, please? 

Ken Merner: My educational background is spending approximately 20 years in college and also training with several 
engineering firms.   

Attorney Morrison: All right, what did you take your college degree in? 

Ken Merner: Engineering.   

Attorney Morrison: Okay.   

Ken Merner: I have a background in it. 

Attorney Morrison: Okay.  You don’t practice engineering but you’re familiar with engineering science. 

Ken Merner: Yes, sir that’s true. 

Attorney Morrison: Okay.  What is it you wish to testify about? 

Ken Merner: Well I prepared the report dated October 24th that you have a copy of there.  The report is accurate and true 
and my conclusions are that the amendment to the CUP does not endanger the public health, safety and Camden County laws 
allow the development shown on the Revised Master Plan and the CUP Amendment, the changes proposed and the revised 
CUP promotes harmony in the area where Camden Lakes is located and the requested change to the CUP conforms with the 
County-adopted plans and amendment, reduces the demand for public water and other county public facilities.   

Attorney Morrison: And what did you base that opinion on? 

Ken Merner: The UDO; review of the UDO was one of the parts.  When we developed the property we made sure that 
the project conformed to the UDO, which is the process that we handled back in 2010 and back in 2020, as well.   

Attorney Morrison: All right.  And are you aware of any public safety hazard that would come from this? 

Ken Merner: I'm not aware of any. 

Attorney Morrison: All right.  And in your experience and you are a developer as well as a trained engineer. Is that 
correct? 

Ken Merner: I am, and also a broker; a real estate broker. 

Attorney Morrison: Have you ever testified in court or any other proceedings such as this before? 

Ken Merner: Yes, I have. 

Attorney Morrison: Approximately how many times? 

Ken Merner: I’d say two times. 

Attorney Morrison: Okay.  Mr. Chairman, you may accept this witness as an expert, capable of rendering an opinion.  
But you need to make that finding. 

Chair Leary: So moved. 

Attorney Morrison: Okay.  Madam Clerk, let the reflect that Mr. Merner qualified as an expert for purposes of this 
testimony and therefore can render an opinion.  All right, do you have anything else for us sir? 

Ken Merner: No, but I’ll be glad to answer any questions that you may have.   

Chair Leary: Any questions from the Board? 

Ken Merner: Thank you. 

Chair Leary: Thank you. 

John Cooke: Likewise I would move his written report into evidence.  He also has at the end of his report, along with 
Mr. Kirkland’s report is a detailed resume of his background and experience that makes him an expert.  So I would ask that 
the Board would receive his report provided to the County back on the 25th of October.   
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Attorney Morrison: All right, Mr. Chairman the report has been offered into evidence.  You need to make a finding 
that it is accepted into evidence.   

Chair Leary: So moved it is found into evidence.   

Attorney Morrison: Do you have any other showing, John?   

John Cooke: That is our prima facie showing.   

Attorney Morrison: Okay, thank you.  At this point, Mr. Chairman, anyone else can testify.  You have to be sworn 
under oath and your testimony would be limited to contradicting these two witnesses said or their reports.  And I caution you, 
and I'm not being disrespectful, I'm just explaining the rules of the game.  If you are not an expert in this field, the 
commissioners I'm sure will be polite and listen to you, but they cannot take into account what you’re saying because it 
would not be competent evidence.   

William Stafford: Question, sir. 

Attorney Morrison: I’m listening to what you said. 

Commissioner White: Can you come to the mic, please, so we can have a recording? 

William Stafford: I'm not attorney and in a quasi-judicial hearing, I understand that I’m given certain latitude because I am 
not an attorney.  These guys have to be on point.  They have to be exact.  I do not. 

Attorney Morrison: You’re not given latitude.  If something requires expert testimony and you are not an expert in that 
field, for example, an engineer, appraiser or something like that. 

William Stafford: Can I present evidence not associated with what they’re talking about? 

Attorney Morrison: How would that be relevant? 

William Stafford: Well Mrs. Burke, the Planner is not here so I guess this question is for you.  Are you familiar with… 

Attorney Morrison: Wait a minute… 

William Stafford: I'm sorry. 

Attorney Morrison: I'm sorry, too.  I do not want to be rude.  I live in Camden, I love everybody in Camden.  But there 
are certain rules of the game we’ve got to play by. 

William Stafford: Absolutely. 

Attorney Morrison: So what is it you wish to present evidence on?  And you can question these gentlemen that have 
testified.  You can question Mrs. Burke but it has to be with regard to what they have said. 

William Stafford: Exactly what they’ve said.  I can’t present any other evidence?   

Attorney Morrison: Well go ahead and try and I’ll tell you ---.  (inaudible)  If he’s just asking questions he does not 
have to be sworn in.   

William Stafford: Are you familiar with North Carolina General Statute 153A-323? 

Manager Burke: Not by memory, no sir. 

William Stafford: Okay I wasn’t either until I started researching all this stuff. 

Attorney Morrison: Now you’re testifying, but you’ve got to ask questions.   

William Stafford: I'm sorry? 

Attorney Morrison: You can only ask questions at this point.   

William Stafford: Oh okay, okay.  Well I’ll just do that.  I can’t present evidence either? 

Attorney Morrison: You can present evidence, but if you cross examine a witness we do one thing at a time.  

William Stafford: Okay.  Can I present this to you or who do I present it to? 

Attorney Morrison: What is it? 

William Stafford: Well in relation to this development they have to notify the military base within five miles.  Northwest 
Radio, Northwest Annex, whatever you choose to call it, is within five miles of this development.  So they’ve not been given 
due process.   

Attorney Morrison: All right, I don’t have any knowledge whether they have or haven’t.  What is before the Board is 
that the application was complete. 

William Stafford: Okay.  I'm good to go.  Actually the previous decision told us what we needed to know.  We don’t add up 
in this situation at all. Thank you, sir. 

Attorney Morrison: Thank you, sir.  If there’s no other evidence for cross examination, Mr. Chair, it would now be 
time for a motion and a vote.   

Vice Chair Munro: I make a motion to close the Public Hearing. 

Clerk to the Board: I do have people that have signed up.  I don’t know if they still want to based on his instructions.   

[outbursts from the audience] 

Clerk to the Board: Is there anyone who signed up that still wants to speak based on the attorney’s instructions?  
Anyone? 

There were no additional public comments offered. 
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Motion to close the public hearing. 

RESULT: PASSED [5-0] 
MOVER: Ross Munro 
AYES: Troy Leary, Ross Munro, Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett, Tiffney White 

 
Motion to approve the proposed Camden Lakes Properties Amended Conditional Use Permit.   

RESULT: PASSED [5-0] 
MOVER: Randy Krainiak 
AYES: Troy Leary, Ross Munro, Randy Krainiak, Sissy Aydlett, Tiffney White 
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All additional exhibits accepted by the Board and entered into evidence during this hearing are incorporated herein by 
reference and are available for public review in the Clerk to the Board’s Office.   
 
ITEM 4. ADJOURN           
 
There being no further matters for discussion Chair Leary adjourned the meeting at 6:51 PM.   
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