
From: Mike Mansson <mmansson@zpi.net> 

Date: Tue, Dec 1, 2020 at 10:37 AM 

Subject: Clarification of Questions/Concerns Raised in November, 2020 

Planning Board Hearing re 72 Marvin Edwards Ln 

To: George Lucier <glucier5@gmail.com>, Caroline Siverson 

<cwsiverson@gmail.com>, <jmehager@gmail.com>, <warthur2@nc.rr.com>, 

<clyde.frazier@retiree.meredith.edu>, <Allison.weakley@gmail.com>, 

<elmoosenc@gmail.com>, <gfran0205@gmail.com>, <anewvision@yahoo.com>, 

<ggalin@gmail.com>, <jmspoon5@gmail.com>, Jason Sullivan 

<chathamncplanning@gmail.com> 

 

All, 

 

During the November Planning Board hearing associated with the 72 Marvin 

Edwards Ln rezoning application from 919 Storage, LLC, there were 

several questions from Board members that arose which required further 

clarity as well as documentation. In effort to assure that you have 

documentation and clarification (in the event it was not provided in any 

other avenues), I have compiled this email to provide you with all the 

requested and questioned items in one place. The questions that arose 

and were not clearly answered/supported are listed below: 

 

        * Ms. Weakley asked the applicant about the picture the applicant 

shared as part of their presentation that showed multiple colors 

indicating who apparently supported the proposed rezoning. The Applicant 

stated that the dark green properties were those in favor of the 

development and attended the meeting(s) and provided a letter supporting 

the project, and the light green were people that came to the meeting 

and did not sign the letter, but indicated they are not against the 

project. The applicant then stated it is not their business to determine 

who objected the project. 

 

        * For clarity, I have attached the same aerial and have indicated 

properties in green that have documented being in favor of the proposed 

rezoning and have indicated properties in red that have documented their 

opposition to the proposed development. I have also attached all of the 

supporting documentation (both that in opposition (including the 

signatures from the petition) as well as those in favor) of the proposed 

rezoning). 

 

        * It is important to note that the overwhelming majority of the 

properties that the applicant said were in favor of the application have 

no supporting documentation. In fact, there are multiple parcels in 

which the applicant indicated that the owners were in favor of or not 

opposed that are in fact opposed to the application and stated that they 

had never even spoken to the applicant and the applicant has been 

providing the County with false information by saying they have been in 

support and or contact. 

 

        * As the applicant as previously provided non-supportive (able to fact 

check) information to the County only those that have documented their 

support or opposition of the proposed rezoning. 
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        * It is important to note that the attached aerial does not show the 

location of all 39 individuals whom signed the opposition petition 

and/or sent in letters in opposition. The intent of the attached aerial 

is to factually represent the support and opposition that has been 

documented to the County from the applicant and other community members. 

 

 

        * Ms. Weakley questioned the market information on the adjacent 

ExtraSpace storage facility and the market analyst report. 

 

        * There has been a joint statement by the owners/operators of the three 

local (within 1 mile storage facilities from the subject site) issued to 

the County. This statement provided the factual vacancy of more than 

37,000 net square feet in the area as of the date of the letter, how the 

vacancy levels had not changed today vs the summer and also made comment 

that the three facilities all provide a range of unit types and pricing 

for the public all with safe, clean, secure facilities and on-site 

management. 

 

Attached to this email are the following documents for your reference 

and clarification: 

 

        * Aerial of Documented Support and Opposition of Proposed Rezoning and 

Development 72 Marvin Edwards Ln 

 

        * Identification of documented support and opposition 

 

        * Consolidated Documented Opposition of Proposed Rezoning and 

Development of 72 Marvin Edwards Ln 

 

        * 39 total documented voices in opposition 

 

        * Consolidated Documentation In Favor of Proposed Rezoning and 

development of 72 Marvin Edwards Ln 

 

        * 13 total documented voices in favor (compiled from the County website 

associated with this rezoning case) 

 

I hope that this information provides the clarification that was 

requested during the November Planning Board meeting. 

 

Respectfully, 

Michael Mansson 



DOCUMENTED PROPERTY OWNER IN OPPOSITION OF 919 STORAGE, LLC REZONING 

DOCUMENTED PROPERTY OWNER IN FAVOR OF 919 STORAGE, LLC REZONING 

PROPOSED REZONING & 
DEVELOPMENT SUBJECT 
PROPERTY 








































































