
§ 160D-605.  Governing board statement. 

(a)        Plan Consistency. - When adopting or rejecting any zoning text or map amendment, the governing 

board shall approve a brief statement describing whether its action is consistent or inconsistent with an 

adopted comprehensive plan. The requirement for a plan consistency statement may also be met by a 

clear indication in the minutes of the governing board that at the time of action on the amendment the 

governing board was aware of and considered the planning board's recommendations and any relevant 

portions of an adopted comprehensive plan. If a zoning map amendment is adopted and the action was 

deemed inconsistent with the adopted plan, the zoning amendment shall have the effect of also amending 

any future land-use map in the approved plan, and no additional request or application for a plan 

amendment shall be required. A plan amendment and a zoning amendment may be considered 

concurrently. The plan consistency statement is not subject to judicial review. If a zoning map 

amendment qualifies as a "large-scale rezoning" under G.S. 160D-602(b), the governing board statement 

describing plan consistency may address the overall rezoning and describe how the analysis and policies 

in the relevant adopted plans were considered in the action taken. 

(b)        Additional Reasonableness Statement for Rezonings. - When adopting or rejecting any petition 

for a zoning map amendment, a statement analyzing the reasonableness of the proposed rezoning shall be 

approved by the governing board. This statement of reasonableness may consider, among other factors, (i) 

the size, physical conditions, and other attributes of the area proposed to be rezoned, (ii) the benefits and 

detriments to the landowners, the neighbors, and the surrounding community, (iii) the relationship 

between the current actual and permissible development on the tract and adjoining areas and the 

development that would be permissible under the proposed amendment; (iv) why the action taken is in the 

public interest; and (v) any changed conditions warranting the amendment. If a zoning map amendment 

qualifies as a "large-scale rezoning" under G.S. 160D-602(b), the governing board statement on 

reasonableness may address the overall rezoning. 

(c)        Single Statement Permissible. - The statement of reasonableness and the plan consistency 

statement required by this section may be approved as a single statement. 

 

 For Recommending Approval: 

I move that City Council adopt an ordinance amending the official zoning map of the City of 

Hendersonville changing the zoning designation of the subject property from R-20 Low density 

residential to C-3 CZD Highway Business Conditional Zoning District, based on the site plan submitted 

by the applicant and subject to the limitations and conditions stipulated on the List of Uses and 

Conditions. Furthermore, finding that the rezoning is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan’s Future 

Land Use map this motion also amends the future land use map, and finds that the rezoning is reasonable 

and in the public interest for the following reasons:  

[Please state reasons describing why this development is good for the community. Examples follow, or to 

include your own ] 

1. The development will provide additional storage options for residents of the City [if applicable];  

2. The proposed use is compatible with the area. [if applicable] 

3. There are adequate public facilities and services such as water supply, fire and police protection, 

etc. are available to support the proposed amendment. [if applicable] 



4. The development will provide storage options for the various multi-family developments in the 

surrounding area [if applicable]   

  

            For Recommending Denial: 

 I move City Council deny the application to rezone the subject property for the following reasons:   

[Please state reasons describing why you are moving to deny the application.  Examples follow or include 

your own.] 

1. The development is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan[if applicable];  

2. The development is not compatible with the surrounding uses. [if applicable] 

3. The development is not in the public interest because [state why if applicable] 

4. There are not adequate public facilities and services such as water supply, wastewater treatment, 

fire and police protection and transportation available to support the proposed amendment. [if 

applicable] 

5. The development will have a detrimental impact on the natural environment. [if applicable] 

 


