
 

AGENDA 
BREVARD BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - SPECIAL CALLED MEETING 

Tuesday, May 5, 2026 - 2:00 PM 
City Council Chambers 

  
    
I. Welcome 
    
II. Introduction of Board Members 
    
III. Certification of Quorum 
    
IV. Approval of Agenda 
    
V. Approval of Minutes 
    
VI. Approval of Orders 
    
VII. Unfinished Business 
 a.  APP-25-0001 Veal 
 b.  APP-26-0001 - 221 Pinnacle Rd.  Other Veal Appeal 
    
VIII. New Business 
    
IX. Remarks 
    
X. Adjourn 
 
_____________________ 
Agenda Posted, Website (04/28/2026) 
V. Gass, Clerk to the Board 
 
To review Agenda materials, go to the City’s website www.cityofbrevard.com. Select “Your 
Government” tab followed by “Agenda Packet” tab. Agenda packet materials are posted on Friday 
afternoon prior to the meeting. 
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STAFF REPORT 
Board of Adjustment, Tuesday, May 5, 2026 
  
Title: APP-25-0001 Veal 
  
Speaker: Mack McKeller, City Attorney  

Paul Ray, Planning Director  
Aaron Bland, Asst Planning Director  

Prepared by: Aaron Bland, Asst Planning Director  
Approved by: Paul Ray, Planning Director  
 
Background 
This is a continuation of appeal #APP-25-0001 which was first heard by the Board at the 
January 6th meeting. The item was on the agenda for the February 3, 2026 meeting but 
was tabled. The Board took up the case at the April 17th meeting but had to continue. The 
staff report from the February 3rd meeting packet is attached.  
  
Attachments: 
1. Staff Report from Feb 3 2026 Agenda Packet 
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STAFF REPORT 
Board of Adjustment, Tuesday, February 3, 2026 
  
Title: APP-25-0001: Administrative appeal of the Planning 

Department Decision Regarding Permits ENC-25-006 and 
ENC-25-007 

  
Speaker: Paul Ray, Planning Director 

Aaron Bland, Assistant Planning Director  
Prepared by: Paul Ray, Planning Director, Aaron Bland, Asst Planning 

Director  
Approved by: Paul Ray, Planning Director  
 
Background 
Two driveway applications for neighboring parcels located in the vicinity of the end of 
Pinnacle Road, near but beyond the parking lot and trailhead for the City-owned Bracken 
Preserve trails, were submitted on August 6, 2025. One for 231 Pinnacle Road (PIN 8576-
83-5643-000) was submitted by owner James Veal, and one for 245 Pinnacle Road (PIN 
8579-83-4791-000) by owner Roy Robinson. These were assigned to Assistant Planning 
Director Aaron Bland for review.  
  
The two subject parcels are "landlocked" in that they have no frontage on a public street 
right-of-way. The Transylvania County tax map shows that the Pinnacle Drive ROW 
continues beyond the Bracken parking lot to the front of these parcels, however this is a 
mapping error. The exact extent of NCDOT maintenance and ownership of Pinnacle Drive 
is unclear. Different surveys show state maintenance ending in different places, but none 
show it extending as far as the subject parcels, and it is not improved beyond the parking 
lot. The official NCDOT State Maintained Network Map does not include Pinnacle Road at 
all, meaning that it is not maintained by NCDOT. This listing shows SR-1350 (the number 
attached to Pinnacle Road on surveys) as only being the 0.2-mile-long paved Music Camp 
Road, from Probart Street to Bishops Knoll. The entire unpaved Pinnacle Road is listed as 
“non-system” on official NCDOT maps. 
  
The City's Bracken Mountain Trail leaves the parking lot and ascends to Bracken Preserve 
through a 50-foot wide right-of-way that crosses several private properties between the 
parking lot and the City-owned Bracken Preserve parcel. This ROW was obtained by the 
City in 2008 and the public hiking/biking trail was opened to the public in July 2012. 
Properties in the area were once served by a small private road called Mackey Ridge Road, 
which was located in the vicinity of the current trail, but it is no longer in existence and 
never had a public right-of-way. This area is outside the City's corporate limits in the 
extraterritorial jurisdiction and all subject parcels are zoned General Residential - 4 (GR4).  
  
Administrative Decision 
Below is a summary of the email correspondence between Mr. Bland and Mr. Veal 
regarding the review of the applications. The full email chain, including referenced 
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attachments, is included in this packet.  
  
The applications were submitted on August 6, 2025. On August 8th, Mr. Bland emailed Mr. 
Veal and Mr. Robinson that he had some confusion reading the submitted site plans and 
that additional information was needed. Namely, the location of the City's Bracken 
Mountain Trail and the ROW that the trail lies within, in an effort to determine if the 
proposed driveways would be within the trail ROW and how close they would come to the 
trail.  
 
On August 28th, Mr. Veal responded by providing copies of portions of the legal documents 
from the establishment of the trail ROW, but did not include the requested information 
regarding the ROW and the trail's location as they relate to the location of the proposed 
driveways.  
 
On August 29th, Mr. Bland responded, again asking for information about the location of 
the trail and trail ROW in relation to the proposed driveways. Mr. Bland cited the concern 
of potential conflicts with the driveway and the trail/trail users. To illustrate his concerns, 
Mr. Bland included an attachment with his own markup on the original site plans 
illustrating how much of the proposed driveways were seemingly shown within the City's 
trail ROW. Additionally, Mr. Bland pointed out that each driveway was shown to be 
constructed beyond the property lines. 
  
On September 11th, Mr. Veal responded with additional site plans, however, they did not 
include the requested information of the location of the Bracken Mountain Trail. Mr. Veal 
indicated that the driveways would connect to Mackey Ridge Road as if it was still in 
existence. Mr. Veal's email also suggested that there could be "shared access" from the 
Bracken parking lot to the new driveways, presumably indicating that trail users on bike 
and foot would share the same travel corridor as vehicles using the driveways. However, 
nothing was shown on the site plans between the "mouth" of the driveways and the end of 
the public street of Pinnacle Road to show how this shared access portion would be 
improved to allow for a vehicle to traverse it. Nor was any evidence of an access easement 
across the properties required to reach the subject properties from Pinnacle Road.  
  
On September 19th, Mr. Bland responded that given the materials provided, he was unable 
to fully review the applications and had no option but to deny them. He cited a lack of 
information about how the proposed driveways would interact with and possibly impact 
the Bracken Mountain Trail and the safety of users on it, as well as a lack of information 
about how vehicles would get to the driveways from the end of Pinnacle Road.  
  
On October 6th, Mr. Veal and Mr. Robison both filed an appeal of their denials with the City 
Clerk (submissions are attached).  
  
Discussion 
The Unified Development Ordinance has some standards for driveways, however these are 
predicated on the notion that the driveway is connecting to a public street within a public 
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right-of-way, neither of which is the case for these permits. For example, Section 13.8.B 
states (emphasis added) “No driveway or curb cut shall be less than 12 feet nor greater 
than 24 feet in width at the point of intersection with the margin of the right-of-way of any 
street located in the city…” 
 
Many provisions of the ordinance assume frontage on a public street, which these subject 
parcels do not have, a condition known as “landlocked parcels.” Section 14.6 of the UDO 
discusses nonconforming lots such as the subject parcels. Subsection D states that “the 
administrator may permit the establishment of a private right-of-way or access easement 
in order to facilitate access to pre-existing land-locked parcels.” The City’s trail ROW does 
not convey private use to access these parcels, but rather public use to access Bracken 
Preserve. No evidence of other access easements for such private use to access the subject 
parcels was provided. 
 
The overarching goal and purpose of the City’s UDO and regulations in general, as well as 
the enabling state legislation that allows for zoning authority, is to promote public health, 
safety, and general welfare (UDO Section 1.2). Therefore, ensuring the safety of Bracken 
Preserve trail users, as well as any potential users of the driveways, was a primary concern 
when reviewing these applications. Mr. Bland’s request for the location of the existing trail 
within the ROW was in order to ascertain if the vehicular traffic using the driveways would 
cross over or otherwise conflict with trail users. Without the location of the trails shown on 
the site plan, this was not able to be evaluated. Section 17.2.C of the UDO states that “The 
administrator shall have the authority to deny and return any submitted land development 
permit application and associated development plans upon a determination that such 
submitted items are insufficient…” Mr. Bland determined that the submitted plans were 
insufficient because they did not show 1) the location of the trail to determine potential 
user conflicts, 2) how cars could legally access the driveways from Pinnacle Road where it 
ends at the Bracken parking lot, and 3) how cars could physically traverse the terrain from 
the parking lot to the subject parcels. 
 
Further, UDO Section 16.5.C.1 states that applications must contain “all information and 
materials required by this ordinance for submittal of the applicable type of application, and 
in sufficient detail, format, and readability for city staff to evaluate the application for 
compliance with applicable review standards.” It is the Planning Department’s position 
that these applications did not contain such “sufficient detail” for review of both potential 
safety conflicts with trail users and legal/physical access from where Pinnacle Road ends 
in the parking lot. 
 
There is a gap between where Pinnacle Road stops being a public street and the proposed 
driveways. How large this gap is varies by source, but there is undoubtedly a gap. The 
applicant seemed to indicate that it was acceptable to connect to the trail ROW, as if it was 
a public street ROW, due to the language of the legal documents establishing the City's trail 
ROW. These are written to allow for "all vehicular and pedestrian travel across the 
property" in order to "serve [Bracken Preserve], providing ingress, egress and regress 
thereto." 
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The inclusion of vehicular travel gives the City the right and ability to allow such use of the 
ROW, but not the obligation to install a road capable of providing such use. The City cannot 
establish a City street outside the corporate limits. Thus, to date, the City has chosen to 
only allow travel through the ROW to Bracken Preserve by foot and bike. The decision to 
exercise the right to allow vehicles is a policy decision that cannot be made by Planning 
Staff. Again, no evidence of additional access easements for the purpose of traversing the 
private properties between the end of Pinnacle Road and the subject parcels was provided. 
Therefore, Staff assumes there is no such guaranteed access to these parcels from Pinnacle 
Road. 
 
Board Decision 
North Carolina General Statutes 160D-406(j) states "When hearing an appeal, the board 
may reverse or affirm, wholly or partly, or may modify the decision appealed from and 
shall make any order, requirement, decision, or determination that ought to be made. The 
board shall have all the powers of the official who made the decision." The decision must 
be based on competent, material, and substantial evidence in the record.  
  
Attachments: 
1. Application - Veal 
2. Application - Robinson 
3. Email Chain Between Mr. Veal and Mr. Bland 
4. Attachment to Mr. Blands Aug 29 email 
5. Attachment to Mr Veals Sept 11 email 
6. Easement Plat File 11 Slide 922 
7. Easement Plat File 11 Slide 923 
8. Appeal - Veal, James 231 Pinnacle Rd. 
9. Appeal - Robinson, Roy 245 Pinnacle Rd. 
10. Vicinity Map 
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For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
 
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
 

Get Adobe Reader Now! 
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STAFF REPORT 
Board of Adjustment, Tuesday, May 5, 2026 
  
Title: APP-26-0001 - 221 Pinnacle Rd.  Other Veal Appeal 
  
Speaker: Mack McKeller, City Attorney  

Paul Ray, Planning Director  
Aaron Bland, Asst Planning Director  

Prepared by: Aaron Bland, Asst Planning Director  
Approved by: Paul Ray, Planning Director  
 
Background 
This is a continuation of appeal #APP-26-0001 which first appeared on the agenda for the 
February 3, 2026 meeting but was tabled until the April meeting. It was tabled in April as 
well. The staff report from the February 3rd meeting packet is attached.  
  
Attachments: 
1. Staff Report from Feb 3 2026 Agenda Packet 
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STAFF REPORT 
Board of Adjustment, Tuesday, February 3, 2026 
  
Title: Consideration of APP-26-0001 - 221 Pinnacle Rd. 
  
Speaker: Paul Ray, Planning Director 

Aaron Bland, Assistant Planning Director  
Prepared by: Paul Ray, Planning Director, Aaron Bland, Asst Planning 

Director  
Approved by: Paul Ray, Planning Director  
 
Background 
A driveway application for a parcel located in the vicinity of the end of Pinnacle Road, near 
but beyond the parking lot and trailhead for the City-owned Bracken Preserve trails, for 
221 Pinnacle Road (PIN 8576-83-6675-000) was submitted on October 22, 2025 by owner 
James Veal. This application was assigned to Assistant Planning Director Aaron Bland for 
review.  
 
Note that this is a separate parcel, application, and appeal than the previously discussed APP-
25-0001 for 231 and 245 Pinnacle Road, though it shares the same site constraints and 
characteristics. 
 
The subject parcel is "landlocked" in that it does not have any frontage on a public street 
right-of-way. The Transylvania County tax map shows that the Pinnacle Drive ROW 
continues beyond the Bracken parking lot to the front of the parcel, however this is a 
mapping error. The exact extent of NCDOT maintenance and ownership of Pinnacle Drive 
is unclear. Different surveys show state maintenance ending in different places, but none 
show it extending as far as the tax map indicates, and it is not improved in any way beyond 
the parking lot. The official NCDOT State Maintained Network Map does not include 
Pinnacle Road at all, meaning that it is not claimed or maintained by NCDOT; the entire 
unpaved Pinnacle Road is listed as “non-system” on official NCDOT maps. 
 
The City's Bracken Mountain Trail leaves the parking lot and ascends to Bracken Preserve 
through a 50-foot wide right-of-way that crosses several private properties between the 
parking lot and the City-owned Bracken Preserve parcel. This ROW was obtained by the 
City in 2008 and the public hiking/biking trail was opened to the public in July 2012. 
Properties in the area were once served by a small private access drive called Mackey 
Ridge Road, which was located in the vicinity of the current trail, but it is no longer in 
existence and never had a public right-of-way. The former roadbed has not been used in 
decades and has become overgrown with natural vegetation and is criss-crossed by the 
Bracken Mountain Trail and related incidental improvements such as fencing, rock 
armoring, picnic tables, and signage. 
 
The parcel is located outside the City's corporate limits in the extraterritorial jurisdiction 
and is zoned General Residential - 4 (GR4).  
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Administrative Decision 
This application, ENC-25-0001, was submitted on October 22, 2025. On October 30, 2025, 
Mr. Bland emailed a denial to Mr. Veal citing the same lack of information that had caused 
the previous denials at 231 and 245 Pinnacle Road (dated September 19, 2025, prior to 
this application). Mr. Bland responded that given the materials provided, he was unable to 
fully review the applications and had no option but to deny them. He cited a lack of 
information about how the proposed driveway would interact with and possibly impact 
the Bracken Mountain Trail and the safety of users on it, as well as a lack of information 
about how vehicles would get to the driveway from the end of Pinnacle Road given the 
physical characteristics of the land including obstacles such as signs, fences, and boulders.  
 
Mr. Veal notified the City Clerk of his intention to appeal the decision of Mr. Bland on 
November 28, 2025, and paid the fee to complete his appeal application on December 18, 
2025. 
 
Discussion 
The Unified Development Ordinance has some standards for driveways, however these are 
predicated on the notion that the driveway is connecting to a public street within a public 
right-of-way, which is not the case with the subject parcel. Many provisions of the UDO 
assume frontage on a public street, which the subject parcel does not have, a condition 
known as a “landlocked parcel.” Section 14.6 of the UDO discusses nonconforming lots 
such as the subject parcel. Subsection D states that “the administrator may permit the 
establishment of a private right-of-way or access easement in order to facilitate access to 
pre-existing land-locked parcels.” The applicant has not provided any evidence of such an 
access easement, existing or proposed, to the subject parcel.  
 
In meetings preceding the driveway applications, the applicant has suggested that the 
City’s trail ROW should suffice in the same manner as a public street right-of-way. This 
belief is based on the legal documents establishing the City's trail ROW, which are written 
to allow for "all vehicular and pedestrian travel across the property" in order to "serve 
[Bracken Preserve], providing ingress, egress and regress thereto." However, the trail 
right-of-way does not convey use for access to private parcels, but rather public use to 
access the city-owned Bracken Preserve parcel from the city-owned parking lot parcel. The 
inclusion of vehicular travel in these documents gives the City the right and ability to allow 
such use of the ROW, but not the obligation to install a road capable of providing such use. 
In fact, the City cannot establish a City street outside the corporate limits. Thus, to date, the 
City has chosen to only allow travel through the ROW to Bracken Preserve by foot and 
bike. Further, the decision to exercise the right to allow vehicles is a policy decision that 
cannot be made by Planning Staff.  
 
Again, no evidence of any formal or recorded access agreement or easement which 
provides private access to the subject parcel was provided by the applicant, calling into 
question how a vehicle would legally access the proposed driveway. 
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The overarching goal and purpose of the City’s UDO and regulations in general, as well as 
the enabling state legislation that allows for zoning authority, is to promote public health, 
safety, and general welfare (UDO Section 1.2). Therefore, ensuring the safety of Bracken 
Preserve trail users, as well as any potential users of the driveways, was a primary concern 
when reviewing this application. Mr. Bland’s request for the location of the existing trail 
within the ROW was in order to ascertain if the vehicular traffic using the driveway would 
cross over or otherwise conflict with trail users. Without the location of the trails shown on 
the site plan, this was not able to be evaluated. Section 17.2.C of the UDO states that “The 
administrator shall have the authority to deny and return any submitted land development 
permit application and associated development plans upon a determination that such 
submitted items are insufficient…” Mr. Bland determined that the submitted plans were 
insufficient because they did not show 1) the location of the trail to determine potential 
user conflicts, 2) how cars could legally access the driveways from Pinnacle Road where it 
ends at the Bracken parking lot, and 3) how cars could physically traverse the terrain from 
the parking lot to the subject parcels. 
 
Further, UDO Section 16.5.C.1 states that applications must contain “all information and 
materials required by this ordinance for submittal of the applicable type of application, and 
in sufficient detail, format, and readability for city staff to evaluate the application for 
compliance with applicable review standards.” It is the Planning Department’s position 
that the application did not contain such “sufficient detail” for review of both potential 
safety conflicts with trail users and legal/physical access. 
 
Board Decision 
North Carolina General Statutes 160D-406(j) states "When hearing an appeal, the board 
may reverse or affirm, wholly or partly, or may modify the decision appealed from and 
shall make any order, requirement, decision, or determination that ought to be made. The 
board shall have all the powers of the official who made the decision." The decision must 
be based on competent, material, and substantial evidence in the record.  
  
Attachments: 
1. ENC-25-0001 Application Materials 
2. ENC-25-0001 Denial Email 
3. Appeal Email to City Clerk 
4. Appeal Receipt 
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City of Brevard 
828-885-5630 

95 West Main Street 
Brevard, NC 28712 

Record Report for Driveway or Other Encroachment on City Rights-of-
Way #ENC-25-0001 
Record Overview 
Record Number: ENC-25-0001 

Record Type: Driveway or Other Encroachment on City Rights-of-Way 

Record Status: Denied 

Record Submitted At: Wednesday October 22, 2025 

Record Address: 221 Pinnacle Rd. Brevard, NC 28712 

Record Owner: Aaron Bland 

Record Applicant: jv@jvealarchitect.com 

Form Submission 
Applicant: 

James Veal 

jv@jvealarchitect.com, (850) 450-3295 

Property Owner (if different): 

Property Address: 221 Pinnacle Rd. Brevard, NC 28712 

Parcel Identification Number (PIN): 8576-83-6675-000 

Zoning District: General Residential - 4 (GR4) 

Overlay District: None 

Business Name: James Veal 

Permit Type: Driveway 

If other, please specify: - 

Width of Driveway (if applicable) (ft): 12 

Distance from Nearest Intersection (ft): - 

Distance from Nearest Driveway (ft): - 

Signature: 

Signed in GovWell: Wednesday October 22, 2025, 1:16pm 

I Acknowledge: Yes 
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Signature: 

Signed in GovWell: Wednesday October 22, 2025, 1:16pm 
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City of Brevard 
828-885-5630 

95 West Main Street 
Brevard, NC 28712 

Invoice #152 for Planning & Zoning Applications #ENC-25-0001 

Due date: October 27, 2025 
Applicant: jv@jvealarchitect.com 
Application Number: #ENC-25-0001 
Application Type: Driveway or Other Encroachment on City Rights-of-Way 
Address: 221 Pinnacle Rd. Brevard, NC 28712 
Requested: October 22, 2025, 1:16pm 

Fee Description Explanation Total General Ledger # 

Driveway or Other Encroachment on City Right-of-Ways $50.00 * 1 $50.00 10-3350-0200 

Total: $50.00 

To pay the invoice, click here or scan the QR code above to visit https://app.govwell.com/brevard/pay/ENC-25-0001. 
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City of Brevard 
828-885-5630 

95 West Main Street 
Brevard, NC 28712 

Receipt for Planning & Zoning Applications #ENC-25-0001 

Invoice Number: #152 
Applicant: jv@jvealarchitect.com 
Application Number: #ENC-25-0001 
Application Type: Driveway or Other Encroachment on City Rights-of-Way 
Address: 221 Pinnacle Rd. Brevard, NC 28712 
Requested: October 22, 2025, 1:16pm 
Paid: October 22, 2025, 1:17pm 

Fee Description Explanation Total General Ledger # 

Driveway or Other Encroachment on City Right-of-Ways $50.00 * 1 $50.00 10-3350-0200 

Processing Fee: $1.75 
Total Paid: $51.75 

Payment Method: Credit Card 

Thank you for your payment. 
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From: Aaron Bland
To: James Veal
Cc: Paul Ray; Mack McKeller
Subject: Permit ENC-25-0001
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2025 4:47:00 PM

Mr. Veal,
 
As with your previous application, we are unable to fully review this application because the
site plans provided do not show the location of the hiking/biking trail as it relates to the
proposed driveway. Beyond this, it appears that, if constructed, the driveway would not be
accessible from the end of the public Pinnacle Road/Bracken parking area. There are many
impediments between the end of Pinnacle Road and the proposed driveway, including the
hiking/biking only Bracken Mountain trail, its rock armoring and boulders, fences, a
handicapped parking space, and trees, rendering such a driveway impractical, if not
impossible, to permit. Even if the terrain allowed a passenger vehicle to reach the driveway, it
is not within this department’s purview to permit the driveway encroachment across parkland
and allow such use to occur within the hiking trail in order to ensure user safety. For these
reasons, the application has been denied in our system. You may receive emails from GovWell
regarding this status change as well.
 
Have you considered using the existing driveway on your neighboring lot to access this parcel?
 
Best,
 
Aaron N. Bland, AICP, CZO
Assistant Planning Director
City of Brevard
95 West Main Street
Brevard, NC  28712
Phone: 828-885-5630
aaron.bland@cityofbrevard.com

E-mail correspondence to and from this address may be subject to North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to
third parties by an authorized City or Law Enforcement official.
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From: James Veal
To: Denise Hodsdon
Cc: Aaron Bland; ELLIOTT DUGGER
Subject: Appeal to email denying driveway permit application
Date: Friday, November 28, 2025 12:45:14 PM
Attachments: Appeal for Parcel 3 back-up pkg (25-10-28).pdf

11-28-25
 
Denise Hodsdon, City Clerk
City of Brevard, NC
 
RE: Appeal to Denial of Driveway Permit Application (221 Pinnacle Road)
 
Denise
I submitted for a driveway located @ 221 Pinnacle Road on October 21, 2025
 
After responding to request for additional information, etc. I received an email from
Aaron Bland, Assistant Planning Director on October 30th, 2025… which is attached.  I
have also attached a copy of the application.
 
I am submitting this letter to begin the process of appealing that decision.
 
Please call me for a credit card or I have also sent a check in the mail.
 
Respectfully,
 
James Veal
 
 
 
J.Veal, Architect
627 Bayshore Drive
Pensacola, FL 32507
850.450.3295   jvealarchitect.com
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From: Aaron Bland
To: James Veal
Cc: Paul Ray; Madalin Baker
Subject: RE: Driveway Permits
Date: Monday, September 29, 2025 4:54:00 PM


Hi Mr. Veal,
 
The window to initiate an appeal of an administrative decision is 30 days from the decision,
which was the email I sent September 19th. You can initiate an appeal by submitting a letter
and the $100 fee to the City Clerk. Her name is Denise Hodsdon, and her email is
denise.hodsdon@cityofbrevard.com if you wish to submit via email.
 
Appeals are quasi-judicial decisions made by the Board of Adjustment. The relevant sections
of the UDO are 16.4.D and 16.8.D.
 
Best,
 
Aaron N. Bland, AICP, CZO
Assistant Planning Director
City of Brevard
95 West Main Street
Brevard, NC  28712
Phone: 828-885-5630
aaron.bland@cityofbrevard.com


E-mail correspondence to and from this address may be subject to North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to
third parties by an authorized City or Law Enforcement official.
 


From: James Veal <jv@jvealarchitect.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 29, 2025 10:49 AM
To: Aaron Bland <Aaron.Bland@cityofbrevard.com>
Subject: RE: Driveway Permits


 
Aaron
Thanks
I would like to preserve the option of appealing you decision
Could you please forward to me, what are the step-by-step procedure required to pursue an
appeal.
Thanks
 
J.Veal, Architect
627 Bayshore Drive
Pensacola, FL 32507
850.450.3295   jvealarchitect.com
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From: Aaron Bland <Aaron.Bland@cityofbrevard.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 3:55 PM
To: James Veal <jv@jvealarchitect.com>; Roy Robinson <royrobinson0669@gmail.com>
Cc: Paul Ray <paul.ray@cityofbrevard.com>; Wilson Hooper <Wilson.Hooper@cityofbrevard.com>;
Mack McKeller <mack.mckeller@cityofbrevard.com>
Subject: RE: Driveway Permits


 
Mr. Veal and Mr. Robinson,
 
Given the materials you have provided I am unable to fully review these applications. Without
site plans that show not only the easement but the location of the trail within it, how the
proposed driveways will interact with and possibly impact the City’s Bracken Mountain Trail
cannot be determined. The site plans also do not show where or how vehicles would get to the
proposed driveways from where Pinnacle Road ends at the Bracken parking lot. You are
correct about driveways typically extending into ROWs to connect to a road, however in this
case there is no road to connect to.
 
Since I cannot approve the permits, I must deny them so they do not sit open in our permitting
system.
 
Best,
 
Aaron N. Bland, AICP, CZO
Assistant Planning Director
City of Brevard
95 West Main Street
Brevard, NC  28712
Phone: 828-885-5630
aaron.bland@cityofbrevard.com


E-mail correspondence to and from this address may be subject to North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to
third parties by an authorized City or Law Enforcement official.
 


From: James Veal <jv@jvealarchitect.com> 
Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2025 1:15 PM
To: Aaron Bland <Aaron.Bland@cityofbrevard.com>
Cc: Roy Robinson <royrobinson0669@gmail.com>
Subject: FW: Driveway Permits


 
Aaron
Thanks for the response, and color coding.  I thought the information that I provided was
sufficient.
I am attaching additional information for you to review, showing the entire property
boundaries, the ROW and the Road
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I guess the “knowns” are:
1. Where the property lines are.
2. Where the ROW is.
3. Where the roadbed is, except the surveyor who performed the survey for the ROW


apparently had some difficulty locating a portion of the road or maybe mis-located with
intent. (see the highlighted note), and


4. Apparently, the City doesn’t know where the trails is?
5. We also know the purpose of the ROW, is… “to construct & improve a road”, “for all


pedestrian and vehicular travel”, and to provide ingress, egress, & redress thereto, by
and from the public road known as Pinnacle Road.


6. Roy Robinson & I believe that Barbara Garrett have been paying taxes to the County
based on the property having vehicular access for over 20 years & the property taxes
that I have been paying are based on the property have vehicular access.


7. Both Robinson’s and Veal’s permit applications are for property that has been issued a
911 address?


8. The County GIS shows the properties abutting a City ROW?, and
9. I brought this issue the City’s (Paul Ray &  Mac McKeller) attention in late November


2023.  At that time I inquired as to whether I should apply for a driveway permit and was
told sometime like, “don’t worry about it”.


10. Mr. Mckeller sent us an email in mid-2024,  stating that he had asked the Planning
Department to “look at possible solution”, but I asked Paul at out last meeting whether
he had come up with anything and he said he wasn’t aware that McKeller’s request???


 
I have attached a copy of the survey that was referenced in the adverse condemnation
proceeding.  You might be aware that another drawing was actually included in the proceeding
which removed some of the information contained on the recorded version. I have shown the
proposed drive locations and the entire boundary of the properties for the Robinson parcel and
my piece. However,
 
I am a little confused with respect to your comment about the driveway being constructed in
the City’s ROW. As you know I am an Architect and have been involved is quite a few driveways
and believe that it is safe to say that ALL driveways are constructed within the abutting ROW.
The extent is based on the specific ROW, width, etc., location of road, width, etc., and
topography, maybe even trees occasionally. Further, I believe that you could say of driveways
in general that it is impossible to construct without being in the ROW.
 
With respect to your concern regarding trail safety, I would point out that the access road to
the Bracken Parking from Music Camp Road lot is steep, winding gravel road that is barely
wide enough for 2 cars to pass. This road is shared all the way from Probart St. all the way up
to Pinnacle Road to the parking lot. I believe that 200’ more of shared access would not be an
issue.







 
As mentioned, I started this process November 2023, please can you expedite your response
 
Thanks.
 
J.Veal, Architect
627 Bayshore Drive
Pensacola, FL 32507
850.450.3295   jvealarchitect.com
 
From: Aaron Bland <Aaron.Bland@cityofbrevard.com> 
Sent: Friday, August 29, 2025 3:59 PM
To: James Veal <jv@jvealarchitect.com>
Cc: Roy Robinson <royrobinson0669@gmail.com>; ELLIOTT DUGGER <elliott@duggerlawfirm.com>;
Paul Ray <paul.ray@cityofbrevard.com>; Mack McKeller <mack.mckeller@cityofbrevard.com>
Subject: RE: Driveway Permits


 
Mr. Veal,
 
Thank you very much for sending this. Unfortunately, I am unable to issue these permits given
the site plans submitted. As best I can tell, almost all of both driveways are shown to be
constructed within the City’s trail easement (highlighted in pink on the attachments) and some
work is shown to go even beyond the property lines (yellow highlighter). It also appears that
these driveways would impact the existing Bracken Mountain Trail which is obviously not in the
best interest of the safety of trail users; this potential conflict is why I previously mentioned
that it would be helpful for the trail to be shown on the site plans.
 
If you submit revised site plans that clearly show work to be done completely on the subject
parcels and outside of the trail easement, I could likely permit that scope of work.
 
Best,
 
Aaron N. Bland, AICP, CZO
Assistant Planning Director
City of Brevard
95 West Main Street
Brevard, NC  28712
Phone: 828-885-5630
aaron.bland@cityofbrevard.com


E-mail correspondence to and from this address may be subject to North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to
third parties by an authorized City or Law Enforcement official.
 


From: James Veal <jv@jvealarchitect.com> 
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Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2025 12:37 PM
To: Aaron Bland <Aaron.Bland@cityofbrevard.com>
Cc: Roy Robinson <royrobinson0669@gmail.com>; ELLIOTT DUGGER <elliott@duggerlawfirm.com>
Subject: FW: Driveway Permits


 
Aaron,
In response to your concerns.
Not sure how I can provide all that you reference, also
Not sure what is pertinent here.
Hope that the attached helps.
See attached Exhibit “A” is taken from the Final Order in Case No. 06-CVS-601 & , Case No.
06-CVS-595 pertaining to the acquisition of the ROW.
I have highlighted the location of the respective drives for each application.
For reference, the Exhibits appears to be “clipped” from the Recorded Survey prepared for the
City by Michael Singleton in 2006, File 11 Slide 922.
Issuance of the driveway permit is becoming a time sensitive matter to us. Mr. Robinson has
asked for me to inquire, please let us know when do you think you can complete your review
and issue.
Thanks
Jveal
 
 
From: Aaron Bland <Aaron.Bland@cityofbrevard.com> 
Sent: Friday, August 8, 2025 4:56 PM
To: James Veal <jv@jvealarchitect.com>; royrobinson0669@gmail.com
Subject: Driveway Permits


 
Hello Mr. Veal and Mr. Robinson,
 
I have reviewed the applications you dropped off and need some additional information
because I am a bit confused at what exactly I’m looking at on the site plans. Is it possible to get
the entire survey you used to make the site plans? That would help me see how this all fits into
the larger picture in that area. The site plans show a right-of-way, but I am unable to tell if this
is the City’s ROW for the Bracken Mountain Trail. The location of the City’s trail ROW, and the
existing trail within it, is needed to review these permits.
 
Best,
 
Aaron N. Bland, AICP, CZO
Assistant Planning Director
City of Brevard
95 West Main Street
Brevard, NC  28712
Phone: 828-885-5630
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E-mail correspondence to and from this address may be subject to North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to
third parties by an authorized City or Law Enforcement official.
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