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THE CHAI RPERSON: This is the Novenber 18,

2015 neeting of the Sullivan's Island Design Review
Board. It is now 6:04. And the nenbers in
attendance are Duke Wight, Beverly Bohan, Rhonda
Sanders, and Steve Herl ong.

Freedom of Information requirenents have
been net for this neeting. And I'd like to hear a

notion to change the order, nove itemtwo to the | ast

i tem

MR WRIGHT: So noved.

MS. BOHAN:  Second.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Let's do a vote. All in
favor?

(Al'l Board nenbers stated aye.)

THE CHAI RPERSON: Any opposed? No one is
opposed.

The first itemon the agenda is the
approval of the October 2015 m nutes.

MR WRIGHT: So noved.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do | hear a second?

M5. SANDERS: Second.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All in favor?

(Al'l Board nenbers stated aye.)

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Any opposed? No one is

opposed.
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scheduledepo.com




© 00 N oo o B~ w N PR

N N NN NN P B P PP PR PR R
g A W N P O © © N O U0 M W N B O

Town of Sullivans Island v Sullivans Island Design Review Board
In Re: Design Review Board November 18, 2015

4
|'"mgoing to recuse nyself -- no, |'mnot.

MR. WRIGHT: You just changed it.
2114 ATLANTI C AVENUE

THE CHAI RPERSON: Now we're going to nove
on to 2114 Atlantic Avenue. Joe.

MR. HENDERSON: This is agenda item D 1.
This is a certificate of appropriateness request for
a nonhistoric property. This is 2114 Atlantic
Avenue. Beau C owney Architects, the applicants
toni ght, are requesting final approval or conceptual
approval for a new single-famly hone.

Relief is requested fromthe zoning
standards for principal building square footage,
principal building side facade, side setback relief,
and second story side setback.

And we saw this project proposed in March
of 2015 where it was just a renovation plan. They're
now requesting to denolish the home and build a brand
new hone.

So | can review the request for relief;
otherwi se, let the applicant nmake their presentation.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

M5. CAVPBELL: |I'm Kate Canpbell w th Beau
Cl owney Architects. This house, as Joe said, was

approved -- | think in your packet you can see sone

A VV R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 4
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phot ogr aphs of the existing house. Very speci al

situation that we're in with this house.

Basically, we were going to be -- the
Mar ch approval for a house that was going to be
renovat ed. About a nonth ago, construction started
for the renovation. |t was discovered that there
were sone structural issues wth the existing house.

And so the owners are going through a
pricing exercise right nowto find out if it's nore
econom cal to retrofit the existing house or repl ace
the existing house with a new house.

In order to have the option to replace it
with a new house, we had to cone get approval from
the DRB for the new house; however, they would still
like to be able to, once the pricing is conpleted, to
go back to the original retrofit approved option from
March if that is nore econom cal.

There's kind of two options that we would
like to nove forward with. And that's why Joe
nmenti oned that we are asking for conceptual approval
because we should know by the next neeting or
communi cate with staff which option they're going
with, which if y'"all give approval for this option
toni ght, then both woul d' ve been approved for the

DRB.
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The differences between this plan and the

retrofit plan, the renovation of the existing plan,
the footprint remains al nost identical. The
difference is that, being a new house, it has to neet
current zoning, which is why we're asking for the
full relief on the site setback. The existing core
of the house fromhere to here currently does neet

t hat maxi mum 30 feet.

But there was -- there is an existing
porch or open deck on the north side here that we
woul d renove as part of the new house option.

Currently, these two one-story w ngs that
come out towards the Atlantic Avenue side are just
sinple gable volunes. Wth this option, with the new
house option, we would alter that slightly in order
to incorporate an internal stair, which they don't
currently have, and an el evator.

And al so just to bring the style --

MR. VWRI GHT: Kate, excuse ne for
interrupting. Were is Pettigrew?

M5. CAMPBELL: Pettigrew is here.
Atlantic is here. Sorry about that.

The | ocation of the house stays exactly

the sane. Ceiling height stays exactly the sane.

The house will actually neet current flood standards,
AlWI|R| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 6
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which is one foot above flood. And the existing

hei ght

still

gr ade.

si de,

I nstead of gable ends just to bring it into nore of
the island style and the quality. But for all

I ntents and purposes, it's alnost exactly the sane

house.

comment? Public comment section is closed.

review one nore tinme with the Board the relief that's
requested here. So | think that with this design,

even with the denolition and rebuild, we're still in
need of re-orientation. So the house is required to

be oriented towards the Atlantic QOcean.
front yard, basically. W have to determ ne that the
orientation is for Atlantic Avenue and not Pettigrew,

nunber one.

address? |Is that what you're tal king about?

7

is 37 feet as neasured on site. So we would

remain within 38 feet height restriction from

As you can see on the Atlantic Avenue

we' re incorporating these one story pavilion

THE CHAI RPERSON: |Is there any public

Joe, do you have any final comment?

MR. HENDERSON: If | could, Kate, just

We're proposing to put the pool in the

MR. WRI GHT: Wy does this have Atlantic

A

W

R
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MR, HENDERSON. It has a Pettigrew

addr ess.

M5. CAVMPBELL: That's the old survey.
When t hey bought the house, it was 2114 Atl antic.

MR. WRIGHT: This shows Atlantic address
as well. It does have Pettigrew address?

MR, HENDERSON: If that was |eft anywhere.

MR WRIGHT: [It's 2114 Pettigrew?

MR. HENDERSON: Yes, that shoul d be
changed in the GS. W still have to do that.

The request is for building
re-orientation, principal building side facade 100
percent; principal building square footage, increase
of 25 percent; second story side setback, 100
percent. And then side setback relief, 25 percent.

M5. CAMPBELL: \Which the previous design
al so had all of those granted at the March neeting,

t he overages, | guess, with the exception of the side
set back because it was an existing structure.

MR. HENDERSON: Here are the standards for
nei ghbor hood conpatibility. W tal ked about
reviewi ng each one of these projects, making sure it
neets those standards. That's all | have to add.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | think the Board should

have a di scussi on about how we'll go about -- this is

A VV R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 8
: i scheduledepo.com




© 00 N oo o B~ w N PR

N N NN NN P B P PP PR PR R
g A W N P O © © N O U0 M W N B O

Town of Sullivans Island v Sullivans Island Design Review Board

In Re: Design Review Board November 18, 2015
9
a new-- well, there is a procedure that originally
was happening. It got sinplified over tine. And |

t hi nk the general thought is to assure that we are
nmeeting the standards in order to provide the relief
request ed.

MR. HENDERSON: That's right. In issuing
approval for any given project, you would sinply
reference that section of the ordinance highli ghted.

THE CHAI RPERSON: O the applicant can
expl ai n what convi nced us why they neet the standard
f or nei ghborhood conpatibility. That would be the
best way to have it done.

MR. HENDERSON: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't know if you guys
are prepared to do that right now.

MR, CLOMEY: W'Il give it a try.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ki nd of new process.
Wuld you like to hold on to the new sheet.

MR. HENDERSON: On every application,
there's a box that you check that states, during the
applicant presentation, they will denonstrate how
t hey neet the standards.

| know we're kind of blindsiding you with
this. W had a study group discussion the other day,

and | brought up a new way to present these projects.

A VV R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 9
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THE CHAI RPERSON:. Now we're at the stage

where the Board -- we've heard fromJoe. The Board
I's going to ask questions. W can all talk about the
application in front of us.

And what | note, just regarding the
nei ghbor hood standard for nei ghborhood conpatibility,
what | note is one of the standards is that, in that
nei ghbor hood, woul d this house be conpati bl e?

Vell, I'd say it is because it is
virtually the same house that's currently right there
that may be renovated or just may take its place.

| find that the house that's there is
absol utely characteristic of the nei ghborhood and of
Sullivan's Island hones. This actually is a bit of
an i nprovenent on that house.

MR. CLOMEY: Definitely an inprovenent.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The roof lines bring the
apparent hei ght through the use of those hip grooves.
If that gets you started. That's what | see.

MR, CLOMEY: You want us to go through
each one like A, B, C, D.?

THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't think we need --
| really don't think -- it's not historic. Some of
t hese don't apply. You m ght just touch on the

points that would apply in this case; is that

A VV R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 10
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correct?

MR. HENDERSON:. Typically it's materi al s.
You want to touch on materials, massing, roof I|ines.
Ht on sone of the itens that make it characteristic
of Sullivan's Island architecture. | don't think you
necessarily have to go each one of these points.

In fact, the Board would identify if it
did not neet one of the standards. And it's that
back and forth.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do you have additional
copi es of these? Every applicant is going to need to
address these. You guys mght want to get a copy.

MR. CLOMNEY: | think you-all know the
pattern is appropriate; the massing i s appropriate;
the orientation is the sane as all the other houses
along the street. The fenestration is traditional
and historic.

And so the materials are in |ike kind,
basically, we're replacing -- we're doing the sane
type of materials.

| think it has an asphalt shingle roof
now. W're going to be doing a standing seam net al
roof. Every little bit of it, as we nove along, is
going to get better. And that was actually the way

it was going to be in March al so.

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 11
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M5. CAMPBELL: It's all boxy right now

We're going to be going back with rafters and ot her
detailing.

MR, CLOMNEY: Little things like that,
shutters, the height of the windows. The w ndows are
definitely nore vertical in the main living |evel.
They are six, eight doors, w ndows. Bringing them
all up to eight feet. Mking the house feel a little
bit small, spaces inside feel alittle bit nore
vertical .

That woul d be it.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wbhuld you like to start
Wi th any comments?

M5. BOHAN. | just have one quick
guestion. As | note the process, if you did go to
renovation versus build, would the character of the
mat eri al s change the exterior appearance of the house
fromone to the other?

MR CLOMNEY: No. If we elect to go with
t he renovation as opposed to the tear-down, which is
al ready approved, it's still that sanme good quality
of materials. Still noving the wi ndows, all the
things that | just nentioned; all those things.

The only thing that's going to be

different, the carcass of the house, which we

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 12
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determ ned has sone serious issues, would be starting

over basically.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do you have any
comment s?

M5. SANDERS: | don't know if I'm m ssing
a page or if I"mjust not on today. This picture
| ooks Iike the -- help me. MW brain --

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's the existing
house.

M5. SANDERS: Wiat |'msaying, it |ooks
|i ke a very |l ong spanse of wall.

MR. CLOMNEY: Right, it is currently. And
with the addition. And if we change it, we're going
to be fixing that. We'Ill be righting that wong.

M5. SANDERS: Thank you. Ckay. There's

no relief for that now where as there was on the

original ?

M5. CAVPBELL: | don't think we asked
about it.

M5. SANDERS: You're going to nake it
conpati bl e.

M5. CAMPBELL: Right.

M5. SANDERS: It's not going to be a big
old flat wall.

M5. CAVPBELL: Exactly.

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 13
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M5. SANDERS: |In addition to the square

f oot age.

M5. CAMPBELL: That's another reason we
were breaking this up a little bit is to not have it
a stretch linmo on that side.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | think that's a real
good point. There's a |long expanse of a flat wall
t hat doesn't neet today's ordi nance to sol ve that
pr obl em

MR. CLOMNEY: The only other thing |11
say, we just want to nmake really certain we're not --
they are going to have the flexibility to cone back
and do whi chever way they want to go. They want to
make sure that they don't have to tear the house
down. They want to nmake sure, if the nunbers aren't
wor ki ng for them they can go back to the one that
was originally approved.

W' ve tal ked to Randy, and we talked to
Joe about that. Hopefully, wth your perm ssion, we
can just do that at staff when they nmke that
decision. That's fine.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Duke.

MR WRIGHT: I'mfine. | think all the

standards are nmet in either case with the exception

of Rhonda's nention. |'mfine with it.
A VV R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 14
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  And so am|. Do | hear15
a notion?
MR. WRIGHT: | nove that we approve the

request as submtted and take in mnd the option is

open for a new house versus the nodified existing

house.
MR. HENDERSON: That's final approval ?
THE CHAI RPERSON: | have a question. Is
It final?
MR WRIGHT: I'mfine with that.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do | hear a second?

M5. SANDERS: Second.

THE CHAI RPERSON: |'s there any di scussion?
Does anyone have anything else to say?

M5. SANDERS: | have a question. |If y'all
kept the house and still had that |inousine wall -- |
|i ke that term just curious.

M5. CAMPBELL: This approval doesn't
prevent them from going back to that.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All in favor?

(Al'l Board nenbers stated aye.)

THE CHAI RPERSON: Any opposed? None

opposed.

MR. CLOMNEY: Thank you.

MR, WRIGHT: You did a good job with the
NA% A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 15
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first one.

MR, CLOMNEY: We'Il keep that test for
next tine.

2724 BAYONNE STREET

THE CHAI RPERSON: Next itemis 2724
Bayonne Street.

MR, HENDERSON: This is agenda item D 2.
This is a COA request for a nonhistoric property.
Currently the lot is vacant at 2724 Bayonne Street.

Sabrina Cochran is here to present a new
home construction. She's requesting relief fromthe
zoni ng standards for principal building square
f oot age, second story side setback, and buil ding
foundati on height of ten inches, three-quarters;
correct?

M5. COCHRAN: Correct.

MR. HENDERSON: There have been a couple
of recomendati ons for changes that | sent out to
Ms. Sabrina here, to renove the parking area in the
front yard on the Bayonne Street side, but ['Il let
you nmake the presentation.

M5. COCHRAN: Again, |'m Sabrina Cochran
with SLC Architect, representing the owners, Jim and
Maryann, and their property at 2724 Bayonne. They

currently live up north, but they're | ooking to nove

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 16
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down here. They're excited about designing this

house for their famly of nine; they have seven
chi | dren.

As Joe said, it's not historic property.
We're asking for relief in three areas. On the side
el evations, the west and east, we are asking for
second floor side setback relief. CObviously, you can
see here, here and here. One reason is we have a
reverse floor plan. W're really trying to take
advant age of the second floor square footage space to
fit in the spaces that they need.

W tried to change materials and do things
to break it up alittle bit so it's not one nmassive
wal I, push and pull. You can kind of see they do go
in and out. W' re hoping the change in materials,
kind of pushing and pulling, alleviate a little bit
of that second floor side setback.

The second thing is principal building
square footage. W' re asking for 657 square feet,
which is 16 percent relief. Like | nentioned, they
have a famly of nine. W have four bedroons and a
bunk room We're really just designing it for
mnimal floor plan to fit their famly. W just need

alittle extra square footage.

W don't feel |ike we have extrene nunber
AlWI|R| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 17
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of bedroons or | arge spaces; hopefully, that's a

reasonabl e request.

The | ast request was building foundation
hei ght. Like you see here, we just have a nine-foot
space in the ground floor; enough for standard ei ght
f oot door, door opener. Nothing crazy. |[It's just
that with VE 16, the first floor pushes us over ten
foot. It's pretty standard hei ght on the ground
floor.

The last thing | want to tal k about, which
Joe nentioned, was the parking and driveway, and the
fence. Joe asked ne to clarify with you. The survey
you have was the survey they got when they bought the
property, and the neighbor's fence |looks like it
encroaches three feet, which it did. The neighbor
has since put the fence back up on the property line
so it doesn't encroach anynore.

Al so, they are planning to have a pool.
Har dscape and | andscape hasn't been designed yet.
This is for conceptual. W know we have to have a
pool fence. It wll conformto Sullivan's Island's
standards; kind of shown it here and follow the

property line to cone back around to encl ose the

pool .

The other thing is the driveway and
AlW|IR| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 18
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parking. W're currently show ng the driveway here,

turn around space and sonme guest parking in the
front. | understand, according to what Joe said in
the ordinance, it says: To the extent possible,
par ki ng area should be 20 feet to the rear of the
principal building's front facade.

| think I understand that. W all
understand that. W' re hoping, if possible, you
m ght be able to reconsider that for a few reasons.
One, the Mackeys say this is a busy street for
beach-goers. |If we can take two spots for our
guests, get it off the street, it opens up sone
par ki ng on the street.

Anot her reason is, when our guests cone to

di nner, | want themto feel Iike they're parking,
they can cone to a nice walk -- obviously not shown
here yet -- nice walk and get up to the front steps,

and it makes sense.

The third reason is the nei ghborhood
conpatibility, one of those standards, says -- one of
themis placenent and alignnent of driveways. |f you
| ook here, these are sonme satellite images. This is
the property directly next door. Here's their |ot.
They have parking in the front here.

Thi s house down here, which is this, they

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 19
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have parking in the front. This house farther to the

west has parking right in front. And this hone to
the east has parking in the front, which basically is
a lot wder but the sane configuration.

Six honmes wthin two bl ocks of themthat
all have parking in their front. W feel |ike that
I's meeting the nei ghborhood conpatibility, hoping
t hat maybe you coul d consi der that.

In ternms of nei ghborhood conmpatibility, in
general, we do feel like this is a pretty eclectic
nei ghborhood. There's a ot of different hones; done
house, there's a |lot of two story hones, there's
real |y nodern honme next door. Really nodern hone
four doors down.

It's a pretty big mx of hones. W feel
| i ke we need the massing, lot of full two-story type
hones in that nei ghborhood, which have a | ot of
porches. The front and the rear of the home all have
porches, netal roof. The railings that nmake the
Sullivan's Island style.

So we feel the massing, height, scale
materials, two-over-two wi ndows was hoping in general
t hat these things neet the nei ghborhood conpatibility
standards. And that nei ghborhood is so eclectic,

it's hard to plug in with everyone. Tried our best.

A VV R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 20
: i scheduledepo.com




© 00 N oo o B~ w N P

N DN DD MDD MDD P P P P P PP P PR
o A~ W N P O © 00 N oo 0o A WO N+, O

Town of Sullivans Island v Sullivans Island Design Review Board
In Re: Design Review Board November 18, 2015

21
Those are the itens we're requesting.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Joe, |'ve got a general
gquestion about the parking. Can you help explain to
the Board why it would be witten that way to limt
parking in the front.

(M. Craver entered the room)

MR, HENDERSON: Well, |I'mnot sure
about -- the spirit and intent of the ordinance is to
have all storage and | guess vehicle storage and
par ki ng behind the house to encourage front yards and
not have vehicles stacked in the front yard.

W al so have a section of the ordinance
that prohibits -- outright prohibits -- parking areas
in the front yard. That's 21-143-C of the ordi nance,
in the accessory structure section of the ordi nance.

And it actually says: That storage areas
shall be located a m nimum of 20 feet to the rear of
the principal building's front facade. Because it
has that shall, it takes away the perm ssive.

M5. COCHRAN:. That's a storage area?

MR. HENDERSON: For residential parking.
It's under the outdoor storage of vehicles and
equi prent .

M5. COCHRAN: Also in the accessory

structures, that's where | found this: To the extent
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possi bl e, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear

of the front facade. That's also in the accessory
structure section.

MR. HENDERSON: It says, outdoor storage
of vehicles and equipnent. So if you look -- | see
what they're saying here. |t says: To the extent
possi bl e, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear
of the principal building front facade.

And under outdoor storage of vehicles and
equi pnment it says --

M5. COCHRAN: | guess | wasn't thinking
about storage of vehicles. |It's just for guests to
cone. That's how | interpreted it. | thought the
one saying parking -- it's up to you guys.

MR. HENDERSON:. Randy, do you have any
I nput on that?

Most of our site design, since |'ve been
here two-and-a-half years, we've taken a pretty hard
| i ne approach on this and required parking areas to
be 20 feet behind the principal.

M5. SANDERS: On new constructi on.

MR. HENDERSON: O even retrofit. Wen
soneone has an existing hone and create a new
driveway or tear-up concrete and put in pervious

surfaces. Wen we see a proposal to have a |l arge

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 22

scheduledepo.com




© 00 N oo o B~ w N PR

N N NN NN P B P PP PR PR R
g A W N P O © © N O U0 M W N B O

Town of Sullivans Island v Sullivans Island Design Review Board
In Re: Design Review Board November 18, 2015

23
area paved in the front yard, we reference this

section in the ordinance. | think that's been kind
of a long-standing interpretation of the ordi nance.

If we want to have that clarified, |
suppose we could take it to the planning conm ssion.

M5. SANDERS: |If the lot is fairly deep,
woul d there be parking in the back?

M5. COCHRAN: Just felt Iike to have
guests park all the way in the back of the house --
if that's what it is, it is. They were just hoping
because it says to the extent possible, that nade
| ogi cal sense.

THE CHAIRPERSON: It's so interesting. |
| ook at this particular plan, | see sone front steps.
It just seens like that's where you put parking. All
t hose years, not been able to allow it.

M5. SANDERS: It could be wi de enough for
two cars; correct?

MR. HENDERSON: The driveway is 12 feet in
width is the maximum At the edge of paynent, it's
maxi mum of 20 feet.

THE CHAIRPERSON: It's limted to 12 at
the road. At the property |ine.

MR. HENDERSON: At the property line.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It could span inward of
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the property |ine.

MS. COCHRAN: It could extend in and
paral | el parking al nost.

MR WRIGHT: [|s the driveway inpervious?

M5. COCHRAN: It's going to be inpervious.

MR WRIGHT: G avel?

M5. COCHRAN: Pl anni ng on pavers.

MR WRIGHT: But it's pervious. That |
think -- Rhonda's point, | think I understand it. |If
you can just wi den that driveway inside the property
| ine, cars could park.

M5. COCHRAN: That nmakes sense.

MR. WRI GHT: Paral lel parking kind of
t hi ng.

COCHRAN: W de driveway.
WRI GHT:  Fol | ow what |' m sayi ng?
COCHRAN: They want a screen of

H D D

| andscaping. They're not trying to make it ugly
concrete pad.

MR. HENDERSON: | think the Design Review
Board has the ability to appeal staff decision with
regard to a design standard or design guideline. |If
It is an actual standard of the ordi nance where it
says shall then that would, | suppose, an appeal

woul d go to the Board of Zoning Appeals.
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MR. CRAVER. What section of that you're

tal ki ng about ?

MR, HENDERSON. 21- 143.

M5. SANDERS: You showed up just in tine.

MR. HENDERSON: This requirenent probably
cones fromthe fact that we have a lot of historic
structures, lot of historic districts. |f you can
| magi ne one of the houses on Oficer's Row turning
their front yard to a parking space, 600 square feet
or 400 square feet, it mght garner a reaction.

MR. COCHRAN: | think that's a really good
point. M point, in this neighborhood, it is
conpatible. It's not in the historic district.

One bl ock this way and one bl ock this way.

MR. HENDERSON: This is what Sabrina
referenced here; to the extent possible.

You drop down here, it says storage areas
for vehicles and equi pnment shall be |ocated m ni num
ten feet of the front facade. One says shall, the
other says to all extent possible.

MR. ROBINSON: There's plenty of room
That's possible to park behind the front facade of
t hi s house.

M5. SANDERS: O on the street.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Fol ks, | think one thing
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we need to keep in mnd, we can't have sinultaneous

conversations going on. W can't record that. W
need to --

Joe, did you ask Randy a question? Did
you have the floor, Randy?

| didn't hear what you said, |I'msorry.

MR. ROBINSON: What | said was it is
possible to have the parking on the rear of the
house. To the extent possible, | nean, it's possible
to put it back there.

There's a ot of things you disagree with
the ordinance. You just got to live with it in sone
I nstances. You're saying other houses on the block
were parking forward of the front facade.

MR. CRAVER  The Hyman house has the
driveway coming in off of the Atlantic side. And
it's not a concrete driveway. |It's a gravel
driveway. It's really smart. They use that side
setback as their driveway and they got a ton of
parking. But it's -- they probably are parking
parallel to the front facade of the house. That
parking goes up to. And they're actually parking in
front of the house, too. | don't know that it's

I nproved parking. They're just doing it.

THE CHAI RPERSON: |'m ki nd of thinking
\RY A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 26
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that this really isn't the main point. This is just

one of the issues that you're dealing with. You want
to have it generally approved. You can al ways cone
back and deal with parking at a |later date, if need
be. I'mthinking why don't we go through the nornal
process.

Duke. You m ght want to comment of the
general design.

MR WRIGHT: I'mfine with the general
design of the house. | think -- and I'mfamliar
wth the house to the west, which is kind of a
strange design anyway. And | think this inproves the
nei ghbor hood i n that sense.

And, frankly, | suspect that the house on
the corner eventually wll go, and there will be
anot her | arger house there on the corner of Bayonne.

MR. CRAVER 28 and Atlantic. That's ny
st onpi ng ground.

MR WRIGHT: |Is that your house?

MR. HENDERSON. There are sone pictures
fl oating around.

MR. CRAVER  The yel |l ow house.

MR VWRIGHT: | think froma conpatible
standpoint, | think it's fine. Pretty eclectic in
that area anyway. |I'mfine wth the design.
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M5. BOHAN: | agree. | think it's a nié?
I nprovenent for an existing house. | would just
poi nt out one thing. Never mnd. |[|'ll cone back to
t hat .

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Rhonda.

M5. SANDERS: | think it's nice also. |
just want to caution everyone, because we have had a
prior applicant cone three tinmes and we have deni ed
t he side setback, second floor setback because of the
wal | effect. And | don't want us to get -- | think
sonet hi ng m ght be done to solve that so that we're
bei ng consistent. [|f you know what |I'mreferring to.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | know exactly what
you're referring to. Good point.

M5. SANDERS: That's ny thought. On the
driveway, | think that's up to y'all. They have
street parking. They have in the behind parking. |If
that's what the ordi nance says, believe ne, | wsh it
were different. That's why we have the ordi nance is
to solve things that are problens that are al ready

there. W can't change what's there. Those are ny

t hought s.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Bil ly.

MR CRAVER |I'mjust trying to -- the
second -- the side setback, second fl oor setback,
\ (I A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 28
AJW|R scheduledepo.com (899) 29¢




© 00 N oo o B~ w N PR

N N NN NN P B P PP PR PR R
g A W N P O © © N O U0 M W N B O

Town of Sullivans Island v Sullivans Island Design Review Board
In Re: Design Review Board November 18, 2015

29
which side is that?

M5. COCHRAN: East and west.

MR. CRAVER: Both sides. [It's not a box.

M5. SANDERS: It's a nuch nicer design.

MR. CRAVER It is. | guess that's what
|"msaying is that -- Steve, you correct ne. You and
| have had a | ot of discussion about this issue.

M5. BOHAN. It's only this long that is
along the front on the right.

MR. CRAVER: It's only a 30-foot run. And

t hen you have porches and the other side is not just

a straight, long wall. The front is not a straight,
long wall. The back is not a straight, Iong wall.
| " m probably okay with it. | |ike the design. |

think it's a good design, Sabrina.

MR, HENDERSON:. Sabrina, you're not
requesting the principal building side facade relief;
is that right?

M5. COCHRAN: No --

MR. HENDERSON: So you're not going beyond
t hat 30-foot |ength.

That's the other difference between the --
the other one, | think on both sides you had a
di stance of about 50 feet on both sides and

requesting 100 percent relief in the second story
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si de set back.

M5. SANDERS: CYA.

MR. CRAVER: That's why |'m asking
questions, nmaking that comment. Get it on the
record.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | feel like the plan of
this hone provides enough articul ati on and j ust
massing relief, that overconmes the need to have that
si de facade setback.

MR. CRAVER: That's exactly what | was
t hi nki ng.

THE CHAIRPERSON: |'mokay with it. Do |
hear a notion?

MR WRIGHT: Let Billy nmake a notion.

MR. CRAVER:. | nove that we approve -- are
you asking for what kind of approval ?

MR. HENDERSON: This is conceptual. The
Board reserves the right to grant final approval if
you desire.

MR. CRAVER. | nove we give final approval
to it as submtted with one little exception. The
parking. | think you got to conply with the
ordi nance on the parKking.

M5. COCHRAN: Can | ask a question. \What

Duke suggested, is that the ordi nance where you w den
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It once you're into the property?

THE CHAI RPERSON: You mi ght want to show

MR. WRIGHT: This was just a suggesti on.
| wouldn't think the conpany is going to be parking
every day in the house. A thought was just to w den
t he pervi ous pavers enough to allow two cars to pass.

Do you see what |'m saying? Randy, are
you okay with that?

MR, ROBINSON:. W just need to do that at
staff |evel.

MR. CRAVER Wrk with the staff to deal
Wi th the parking issue.

MR. HENDERSON: | think it's a staff
i nterpretation whether they're conplying with that
st andar d.

MR. VWRI GHT: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do | hear a second to
Billy's notion?

M5. SANDERS: |'Ill second.

THE CHAI RPERSON: |Is there any further
di scussi on? Anybody have any nore di scussion?

Al in favor?

(Al Board nenbers stated aye.)

THE CHAI RPERSON: Any opposed? None
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opposed.

M5. COCHRAN: Thank you.
209 STATION 17

THE CHAI RPERSON: We are now on 209
Station 17.

MR. HENDERSON: Yes, sir, this is agenda
item D3, 209 Station 17. M. Ron Denton is
requesting conceptual approval of the new
single-fam |y honme. He's requesting relief fromthe
zoni ng standards for the principal building
re-orientation.

And just before the neeting, Ron nentioned
that the nunbers that are outlined on your
application are just hypothetical |ot coverage
calculations. |Is that right, Ron?

MR. DENTON: That's correct.

MR. HENDERSON:. The building permt that's
going to be submtted will conply with zoning
ordi nance standards for devel opnent, neaning all
t hose boxes will be checked as in conpliance. |'l]I
| et Ron point out how the building will be oriented.

MR. DENTON. | originally intended solely
to apply for re-orientation of the property. And so
we didn't really take the design of the house any

further than what you see today. And we nade a
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further presentation wth our conpliance issues. >
Basi cal |y what we've got presently -- |I'm
Ron Denton. | have diver Dungo representing Ws
Ful | er.

This is a single story ranch oriented
towards Station 17. He has his driveway off the
avenue. W' ve done studies, obviously, of Station 17
inthis area. W're the only house that has a
Station 17 address.

And what he really would like is for his
street address to be 1659 Poe. And as architects, we
woul d like it because it offers better design
opportunities.

W have, coming fromthe beginning, this
Is pottery lady -- | can't think of her nane.

MR. CRAVER  Yard haze.

MR. DENTON: A little side access here.
This is -- | mstook it for the officers quarters;
bi g bl ock of apartnents, Mddle Street address. Poe
Avenue here. |'on there. Atlantic here.

Agai n, here the imedi ately adj acent
structures are facing their opposite streets. W're
just asking for that same consi derati on.

The reason for that is, in the site

plan is -- wonderfully helpful. W have the existing
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ranch that you can see. W're trying to orient the

house that woul d face Poe Avenue. It offers simlar
rectangul ar shape, but one that truly would focus on
Poe. This would be Poe Avenue si de.

Looki ng at Poe, this nust be 17, Station
17, which is here on our left side.

We're | ooking at a style of architecture
that's I'on in nature. Large front entry porch.

Many of the hones on Station 17 have at |east two
sides or side porch. At least two porches in their
| exi con.

We're carrying that sanme thing across
here. |I'mnot trying to get into the house design
too nmuch; just to give you an idea of why we're going
where we' re goi ng.

We have a front porch on Poe com ng al ong
Station 17. Mre porches along that side. Very
characteristic of the house across the street as well
as the house just behind it.

Just trying to keep wwth thenmes of the
I sl and; plank siding, netal roof. Lots of porches.
We've got a screened porch elenent. W have an
out si de covered veranda area. Open porch. Front
entry porch.

Didn't know about the driveway. Certainly
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have to correct that. Qur only intent when we do

return to present the house, should we be all owed
this re-orientation, would be perhaps for principal
bui | ding area nodification or request for extension
t here.

MR. HENDERSON. So you woul d be returning
and requesting nodification of principal building
square footage?

MR. DENTON. That's it.

MR. HENDERSON: This is a prelimnary
concept ual .

MR DENTON: This is really prelimnary
conceptual. Wat I'mreally after is that
orientation, which I don't knowif that's a
prelimnary thing. To ne, it seens like | can't go
any further until | know | can.

W showed you a little bit of what we've
been working on so you can understand why we're
asking for that re-orientation as well, just fromthe
standpoi nt of the street. Everybody is facing their
avenues and not their stations.

MR. HENDERSON:. | ask you that because |
did point out or notice identify several areas that
you m ght need to request relief. If we can turn

back to the el evati ons.
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This is a second story.

MR. DENTON: Side yard.

MR. HENDERSON:. Second story side setback
relief or either design it --

MR. DENTON: We woul d work on that.

MR. HENDERSON: My question here woul d be
Is that over 30 linear feet.

MR. DENTON: There's nothing here 30 feet.

MR. HENDERSON: Do you neet the additional
front yard setback there.

MR, DENTON: Correct. As we re-present,
the plan may change some which would require us --
"' m not saying we won't cone back no nore.

Qur intent, we really rather not have to
cone back at all. W know we're going to need nore
square footage. As things progress, who knows what
el se may hel p.

For the nost part, this is our working
concept. It needs to be devel oped. Wasn't really
ready for presentation and critique.

This is the kind of way we're playing. |If
you hate it, tell us now If you think it's
wor kabl e, |l et us know that.

MR. HENDERSON: Conceptual review only.

THE CHAI RPERSON:. | have a question about
A|W|R| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 36
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how we go about -- | know we have in the past dealt

with re-orienting the front facade to a different
orientation. Is that really -- is that the focus of
this? You would like to confirmthat you can do
t hat --

MR, DENTON: Correct.

THE CHAI RPERSON:. -- before you spend so
many nore hours --

MR. DENTON:. Correct.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- of a client's tinme.

MR. HENDERSON: That's right. And the
Board can grant a re-orientation of a house based
upon its conpatibility of the surrounding
nei ghborhood. So you can conceptual ly take what Ron

expl ai ned about how the rest of the houses are facing

Station 17.

MR. DENTON:. Faci ng avenues. Their sides
are on 17.

M5. SANDERS:. Except for the one across
the street.

MR. HENDERSON:. You want to re-orient your
house in keeping with the other houses that are
faci ng Poe Avenue?

MR. DENTON: Correct.

MR. HENDERSON. That's what you woul d do.
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You woul d do a conceptual review of the other houses.

THE CHAIRPERSON: |If one is re-orienting
the organi zation of the property, that changes --
that sets the various setbacks.

MR. HENDERSON:. That's exactly right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: You really need to know
t hat .

MR. DENTON: For instance, ny application
for setbacks, side setbacks was predicated on the
assunption that we would be granted the
re-orientation. |f not, this becones the back, and
that doesn't matter. And all these other things kind
of get tossed out.

MR. HENDERSON: This is a good one. This
I's Poe Avenue front yard setback where you woul d
apply the 25 feet. This additional front yard
setback requires you to go up 20 linear feet and 45
degree angle. If he doesn't get the re-orientation,
that's out the window Can't nmake his design in the
set back. These are all things that we'll square
away. | had sone concerns about the six feet.

MR. DENTON: You're right about that. W
m ssed that.

MR, HENDERSON: We may have an

encroachnment there. At any rate, we can refine the
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plan. | think we're | ooking at design today and

re-orientation to nove forward.

MR WRIGHT: Go back to the first sheet
that shows the |ot. The one across the street, what
Is that?

MR. DENTON:. 16 Poe. That's Poe address.

MR. WRI GHT: The one next door is
obviously a Poe address. Nowhere to go anywhere
else, in ny view

M5. SANDERS: 1660 Atlantic faces Station
17, front door.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Driveway off of Atlantic
with steps over the other. | don't know how you
woul d - -

M5. SANDERS: Front entrance is on Station
17. 1702, the front entrance is on 17 as well. Just
FYI .

MR. DENTON: You're right.

MR. CRAVER: 1702 is not.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't think so.

M5. SANDERS: That's the stucco brick
ranch.

MR. DENTON: It's really kind of like a
weak entry el enent.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It's | abeled. The one

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 39

scheduledepo.com




© 00 N oo o B~ w N PR

N N NN NN P B P PP PR PR R
g A W N P O © © N O U0 M W N B O

Town of Sullivans Island v Sullivans Island Design Review Board
In Re: Design Review Board November 18, 2015

_ 40
at the top, you're right.

M5. SANDERS: 1702 on the top, not the
1702 in the m ddle.

M5. BOHAN:  You're right.

THE CHAI RPERSON. That is true.

MR. CRAVER |f that's the house down
there, that's officer's quarter on top corner.

Ri ght across is a relatively new house
that belongs to David -- and the steps, it faces
l"on. It doesn't face Station 17.

MR. DENTON: This one is the one that has
the door on 17. But the mailbox is here with that
street address on it.

MS. SANDERS: 1680.

MR. DENTON. | don't know if they did that
| egal |y or not or sonething going on with the post
office. 1'mjust an architect with a canera.
Certainly the feel of that street is side yard and
t hen the avenue.

M5. SANDERS: | agree.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Let ne kind of catch up
Wi th the process here by asking is there any public
comment? Public comment section is closed.

Joe, do you have any final comments before
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MR. HENDERSON:. No, sir.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  |''m wondering if nmaybe

each of us should maybe coment on the orientation
I ssue and perhaps a comment about the design in
general as well. Billy, would you like to start.

MR. CRAVER  Yeah, | think that the
orientation of the houses in that whole area, there's
not a clear pattern. | don't knowthat it matters if
you're going to take the house that's there down and
build a new house and you want to orient it towards
Poe, given that it's a corner |ot and odd orientation
in that whole area. | don't have a problemw th
re-orienting it towards Poe.

|"'msort of westling with the requested
relief because |'mtrying to figure out is this a
real design or are you going back to the draw ng
boar d?

MR, DENTON:. W woul d be devel oping this
design. It is the concept. That's kind of approved
by the honeowner. The things that we would need to
fix are the things that Joe had pointed out are
deficiencies to the ordinance.

MR. CRAVER  Subject to nmaking sure that
it conplies with the ordinance, | don't have a

problemw th the mnor requested relief that he's
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asking for. The house doesn't have a massing issue

tonme. It'sonalot, not a huge lot. | think I'm
good with it.

M5. SANDERS: | have no problemw th the
orientation. There is not really enough to | ook at
wth a plan to say |"'msure it wll be fine.

As for the question of orientation, |
think that's what you're here for, | agree with that.

MR. DENTON: Anything after that is for us
to conme back next tine.

M5. BOHAN: | agree. | think the
orientation -- | don't have a problemwth it. |
think it would actually be better not to have that
address. It seens odd that it is, quite frankly, as

you poi nted out.

MR WRIGHT: | agree. | think the -- |
agree with the re-orientation on to Poe. Yes, onto
Poe. I'mfine. W are not going to talk about the
desi gn.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | think a little.

MR WRIGHT: I'mfine with the concept of

the design; certainly is an inprovenent of what's

there. WII certainly enhance the nei ghborhood from

that standpoint. |I'mfine with the concept of the

desi gn.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: And | as well as far as

the orientation amabsolutely fine with re-orienting.
| think it inproves the property being oriented to
Poe. That's quite a distinct neighborhood feel once
you get on that street conpared to 17, which feels
nore |ike an access street really.

| do think -- I think we should all be
very aware of that Station 17 facade. |It's next to a
very inportant building, extrenely inportant buil ding
right on the corner there. Pay a lot of attention to
how you deal with that facade. | think, if anything,
you mght in general just try to soften that facade
sone, whether it's -- froma nmassing point of view |
think you' ve got it. Just in general pay attention
to the way that facade is detailed would be ny only
conment .

Do | hear a notion?

MR. CRAVER | nove that we give
conceptual approval to the request of re-orientation.
And |'mgood with the relief that he's asked for
given this is his design.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do | hear a second?

MR. WRI GHT: Second.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Any comments or

di scussi on?
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Al in favor.

(Al Board nenbers stated aye.)

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Any opposed? None
opposed.

MR. DENTON: Thank you very nuch.

2720- B GOLDBURG AVENUE

MR. HENDERSON. M. Chairnman, agenda item
D-4 has requested a deferral or continuance of this
project. He had a fam |y energency.

2502 ATLANTI C AVENUE

THE CHAI RPERSON: Well, I'mgoing to
recuse nyself for the 2502 Atlantic Avenue.

(M. Herlong exited the room)

MR, WRI GHT: 2502 Atlantic, Sullivan's
| sl and | andmark structure. Joe.

MR. HENDERSON. M. Steve Herlong &
Associ ates, the applicants, are requesting approval
to construct a pool at 2502 Atlantic Avenue. The
pool is proposed on the Atlantic Avenue side. This
Is a request fromthe inpervious coverage standards
by way of historic exenption; also a re-orientation
request.

That sanme section that we reviewed to
consider the |I'on Avenue side of the property the

front of the house and all owi ng the pool or the

AllWIR A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 44

scheduledepo.com




© 00 N oo o B~ w N PR

N N NN NN P B P PP PR PR R
g A W N P O © © N O U0 M W N B O

Town of Sullivans Island v Sullivans Island Design Review Board
In Re: Design Review Board November 18, 2015

45
accessory structure on the Atlantic Avenue side.

This is Sullivan's Island | andmark by way
of historic research card 116. And | can answer any
ot her questions about the ordinance should you have
any.

Pass around sone photographs. This is the
" on Avenue side of the house. | think you have sone
pi ctures of the --

MR. ROVANO. |'m John Romano with Herl ong
& Associ ates representing Dan Bruce. The owner, as
Joe said, wants to add a pool to the Atlantic side of
the property. W' re requesting exenption fromthe
building -- requesting building re-orientation and
exenption fromthe historic property exception,
Section 21-143. Basically what that says, be all owed
to exenpt up to 50 percent of the existing inpervious
surface coverage.

I n our case, 50 percent would be little
over 3,800 square feet. And we are asking for a
relief for 943 square feet for a new pool. That
woul d be about 12 percent.

This is the existing house. The west side
of the property on Station 25. The north side is
| " on Avenue and south side is Atlantic. The house is

really oriented towards Atlantic; front drive cones
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off 1"on. The front drive cones off |'on. The front

door is off of I'on.

There's a | arge screened-in porch al ong
Atlantic. That's really the area that we want to add
t he pool.

Then it's just 44-foot-by-24-foot pool is
ki nd of what we are proposing, sonething that foll ows
the curves of the existing house. The existing
property is already kind of gated in. There's a
pi cket fence that encl oses the property.

In terns of nei ghborhood conpatibility,
there are a couple hones along Atlantic that have the
pool located on the Atlantic side of the property.
2408 Atlantic. And actually 2402 Atlantic. 2402
Atlantic has the pool |ocated on the |I'on side,.

2408 has a pool on the Atlantic side of
t he property.

Just down the street, 2720 al so has a pool
along the Atlantic Avenue. | think we are sticking
W thin the nei ghborhood conpatibility. [It's pretty
wel | screened fromthe street with existing
| andscapi ng.

MR. CRAVER: There's another house right

down from 2720 that has a pool on the Atlantic side.

Ernie Master's house. | can't renmenber the nane of
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t he people that own it now.

MR WRIGHT: |Is that it?

MR ROVANO. That's it.

MR WRIGHT: |Is there any public coment?

Public coment section is closed. Joe.

MR, HENDERSON. | would just point out one
other thing. This is a Sullivan's |sland | andmark,
and part of that is this historic accessory
structure. It was a kitchen, detached kitchen. And

on the back is where you access and park the

vehicles. | think that's the reason for your request
up here on the Atlantic side. That's all | have.

MR. WRI GHT: Beverly.

M5. BOHAN:. I'mgood with it. | think it

neets all the conpatibility and design ordi nances.

MR VWRI GHT: Rhonda.

MS. SANDERS: The houses that have the
pools on Atlantic, are those also historic?

MR ROVANO. | don't think so. They don't
| ook I'ike they're historic.

MR CRAVER: 2720 is not, | built that
house 20 years ago.

MS. SANDERS: | didn't think so. Doesn't
really do anything for ne.

|"msorry. Can you go to the other page.
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VWhat Joe had nentioned, that the kitchen house in the

back, the parking in the back is where you want to be
now the front yard?

MR. ROMANO  Correct.

M5. SANDERS: Would that not cause it to
be i nconpati ble? You' re now parking in the front
yard. |'mjust asking. | don't know Historic
structures really have to be careful with. Joe, help
me. See what |'m saying?

Does that cause it to be inconpatible?

MR. HENDERSON: | think in this case the
Board woul d want to decide, if the front of the house
Is actually facing I'on. |If the accessory uses and
structures are on the I'on side, thenit's the rear.
That's really what we're trying to decide here, if we
can fit this accessory use, this accessory structure,
the pool, in the front yard.

Does it neet the intent of --

M5. SANDERS:. | don't think it neets the
guidelines. I'mnot saying | don't like it. [I'm
just saying | don't think it neets the guidelines.

MR. WRIGHT: Are the houses down Atlantic
that have pools, | think there are two or three --
are those front yard? They're addressed on Atl anti c.

The precedent is set for front yard pool on Atlantic.
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wanted to put a pool on the Atlantic side, y'al

turned them down. That was probably four years ago.

It was actually approved prior to the ordi nance.

to Ernie Masters that y'all just |ooked at, |

49
MS. BOHAN: And screened.

M5. SANDERS: | do not dispute that at
' mjust questioning the historic issue.
MR. ROBINSON. Just fromy'all's

rmation, there was one at Station 28, person

M5. SANDERS: Was that historic?

MR. ROBINSON. No, it was not a historic
e. There were just no other pools in that
i cular block. Y all turned himdow. He had to
a pool on the |I'on side.

MR. WRIGHT: There are other pools that we
've approved on the Atlantic side, or were they
In nore than 12 years ago?

MR, ROBINSON: They were put in prior.

MR. CRAVER: Not Ernie Masters'.

MR. ROBI NSON.  Yeah, Ernie Masters was.

There is one in that sanme bl ock right next

eve, for Brian Hel nund.
MR. CRAVER: |Is he doing a pool on that

one?
MR ROBINSON: | think he is. There are
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two pools, one on either side. | believe y'all said

that since there was that nei ghborhood conpatibility
because there were two pools, one on either side of
him That particular block, | guess there's five
houses, there were two pools. So y'all allowed it or
approved it.

MR. HENDERSON: In the case where you're
review ng historic structure, reference the Secretary
of Interior standards or the Town's standards for
review ng, making nodifications. | think those would
apply even to a change to any place on the property.

Does this renpbve a distinctive character of that

front yard? | think that's what we need to ask
our sel ves.

MR CRAVER |I'mwaiting for Duke to call
on ne. |I'mnot allowed to speak until.

MR. VWRI GHT: Rhonda? Rhonda, are you
okay?

M5. SANDERS: |'mnot saying | dislike it
or disapprove. |'mjust bringing up points of
hi storic honmes. The accessory structures that Joe
mentioned, the parking in the front, you can't have
parking in the front. Now we're going to orient this
house towards the front where the parking is

al r eady.
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MR ROVANO One of the things that's

i nteresting, they do have another drive off of

Station 25 that cones to the side of the property. |

don't think that's what -- | don't think they
actually use that as the main drive. | think that is
a garage on the I'on side. | guess it's just a
question of: Is it a parking question?

MR. HENDERSON: | think it's nore
conceptually is that -- did the houses directly

adjacent to this one on that streetscape have pool s
on the Atlantic side? That could help us.

MR WRIGHT: | don't think so.

MR ROVANO Directly adjacent, no, there
are no pools until you get to 2408, which is four
honmes down.

MR WRIGHT: Billy. 1'll call on you.

MR. CRAVER  You know, this house is a
historic structure. And the front certainly | ooks
like it's the Atlantic Avenue side, except they
function out of the |I'on side. They function out of
t hat side.

And so | wonder about, you know, it's one
thing that we have standards about where you pl ace
par ki ng when you're building a new house. W say,

okay, you're building a new house, you can't put the
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parking in front of the front facade, where we've got

the cars that have al ready been dealt.

This house is where it is. |'mnot sure |
get upset about the parking issue as being the
determ native factor about whether it's the front or
t he back of the house.

| grew up in a house between Atlantic and
Harvey. W had parking in the front and the back of
the house. W had a circular driveway in the front.
And we had driveways in the back. | don't know that
| get really upset about that. | don't think it
detracts fromthe historic elenments of this house to
re-orient the front to I'on.

Nobody |ives out of the Atlantic Avenue
side of any of those houses on that street. They all
live out of the I'on side. The people who are
bet ween -- who have one side of their house on
M ddl e, one side on |I'on and the people that have the
ot her, who have one side on |I'on, one on Atlantic,
they all function out of the I'on side of those
houses.

MR. WRI GHT: Even though they have
Atl antic addresses.

MR. CRAVER: Even though they have

Atl anti c addresses. | don't think it hurts the
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historic nature of this house to re-orient it towards

|"on and allow themto put a pool in. | generally am
nore in favor of allow ng people to do what they want
to do unless there's a reason not to. | don't see a
reason not to here.

| appreciate, Rhonda, what you were
saying. | walk by that house all the tine, in that
nei ghbor hood. Everything is oriented on the |I'on
side. | don't have a problemwth it.

M5. BOHAN: Sonmet hing canme to ne during
t he process of thinking about my decision. And with
the historic properties, we talked about in a study
group about offering sonething to the ownership for
the historic property owners that would help, you
know -- relief is not a good word -- but offer sone
bonus points to them And | think this neets exactly
t he study group thought process.

MR. CRAVER. | think you're right about
t hat .

MR. HENDERSON: | think in part they are
t aki ng advant age of one of the provisions of the
ordi nance and that is up to 50 percent relief in the
zoni ng st andard.

Wth regard to inpervious surface, they're

taking 12. You can do that wth principal building
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square footage and principal building coverage,

bui | di ng footprints.

The issue here, there's no roomon the
|"on side. You have a historic structure that can
not be nodified, that has to be preserved. You have
exi sting parking -- actually you have parking on two
street sides. This is a tricky one.

MR CRAVER Didn't they ask to el evate
this house sone tine ago and were told no?

MR, ROBI NSON: Honestly, | don't renenber
t hat .

MR CRAVER | think so. M
under st andi ng, they have a pretty hefty fl ood
i nsurance tab that's inpeding the sale of the house.
| don't have that firsthand; that's what |'mtold.

MR, HENDERSON:. | think you're right.

MR WRIGHT: It seens to ne what we're
dealing with, | esser of two evils here; one, if we
| eave the address as it is and allow a pool in the
front yard, as an exception -- and in ny judgenent,
the pool does not distract fromthe historic aspects
of the house, the structure, even though | think it's
been nodified a lot. |[|'ve seen sone photographs of
years gone by.

MR. CRAVER: The house has been nodi fi ed.
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MR WRIGHT: It's really not what it was.

That's one way to go.

O the other way, as Billy describes.
That's our dilemma, | suppose. | tend to agree with
Billy. I think if we orient it towards |I'on as the
front, it's never going to change how peopl e use the
house. Wonever. That m ght be the better way to
go.

Do | hear a notion? O nore di scussion?

MR. CRAVER: | make a notion. Then we can
di scuss. | make a notion that we approve the
requested relief.

MR. WRI GHT: Wich is?

MR. CRAVER: Wiich is to re-orient the
house towards |'on and to grant the 12 percent
| npervi ous coverage relief under the historic
exception exenpti on.

MR WRIGHT: [|s that a notion?

MR. CRAVER: That was a notion. That was
a runni ng notion.

MR. WRI GHT: You got the notion?

THE COURT REPORTER:  Yes.

MR. WRIGHT: Any discussion? Do | hear a

second?
MS5. SANDERS: Second.
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MR WRIGHT: Al in favor or discussion?

No di scussi on.

M5. SANDERS: | do have one thing to add.
They' || never be able to use this as a front. Nobody
Is going to walk to their front steps. Just a
consi deration of those front steps fromthat backyard
because there's a pool yard. They m ght want to put
it on the side. Just a thought.

MR. CRAVER: They don't use them now, you

know.

M5. SANDERS: Just a thought.

MR WRIGHT: | don't know how the interior
of the house is. | would imagine the living roomis

on the Atlantic side of the house. That's neither
here nor there.

MS. SANDERS: Right.

MR WRIGHT: W have a notion. It's
second. Discussion.

M5. SANDERS:. | second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Do | hear a vote? All

in favor?

(Al Board nenbers stated aye.)

MR. WRI GHT: Opposed? None.

MR. ROVANO. Thank you.

MR. WRIGHT: Do you know what we sai d?
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MR ROMANO | think so.

MR WRIGHT: | think if it's confusing --
| think you' re good to go.

(M. Herlong entered the room)

H STORI C DESI GN GUI DELI NES

MR. WRIGHT: There is another itemon the
agenda, Joe.

MR. HENDERSON: Yes, sir. Very briefly, |
just wanted to touch on the fact this is agenda item
E-1. It's an itemfor consideration, historic design
gui delines. W had a study group neeting. Three of
us net, and we had sone questions regarding historic
desi gn gui del i nes and whet her we thought they woul d
be useful in our process of staff review of historic
projects and whether it would be useful for DRB and
the citizens who own historic structures.

W tal ked about several options. W had
kind of a brainstormng session. And | wanted to ask
about our next neeting. | think what 1'd |[ike to do
I s have anot her study group neeting.

W formally devel oped sone of these
options, proposing to a design review board during a
regul arly schedul ed neeting and then nmake a
reconmmendation to town council fromthere. | think

we tal ked about that. So when would you like to
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meet? | know we fl oated sone dates.

MR CRAVER  You floated two dates that
are comng up in Decenber. |'mout of town for both
of them

MR. HENDERSON: Those are Fridays. |
t hi nk we sel ected Fridays because they're kind of
easy days to schedule. Any dates in Decenber you
woul d be happy with or push this on to the first of
t he year?

MR. CRAVER: | think we ought to probably
push it on the first of the year. Fridays in
Decenber is tough.

M5. BOHAN: There's only two good ones.
Lot of people take off between the holiday.

M5. SANDERS: The whol e nont h.

MR. CRAVER. Joe, do you have a Word
version of the ordi nance?

MR, HENDERSON: Yes.

MR. CRAVER: Can you e-mail that to ne. |
want to play with sone | anguage.

THE CHAI RPERSON: I n general, we | ook at
pl aces in the ordi nance that speak to these issues
and where woul d we add | anguage w t hout making it

confusi ng because we've got a few sections that speak

to simlar issues but in different ways already. |If
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we aren't careful -- we just have to be so careful

with the way we add or adjust |anguage is what we
spend a good deal of tine tal king about where to put
this | anguage. That was part of the di scussion.

MR. HENDERSON: So we, | think, after
boiling all this down, we had three options. W
coul d create stand-al one historic guidelines, which
IS very common in other jurisdictions.

We could nodify the existing guidelines
that are codified in the zoning ordi nance or
standards for that matter.

O we could try to incentivize, offer an
additional incentive to folks to address the nmain
i ssue which is: How do we keep fol ks from el evating
these historic structures and buil ding additions on
to themand ruining the historic character?

Those are our three options | think. In
our next neeting, I'd like to really refine sone
options for the DRB.

M5. SANDERS: Did we identify how many
there are left, historic honmes? They're all so
different. Just like the school, they're all so
di fferent.

MR. HENDERSON: | generated a map during

our study group that shows all our historic
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structures.

Then anot her rel evant sort of question,
how many are 1,200 square feet or under, right, that
could apply for the special exception?

One of the things we tal ked about is
el evating that or increasing that square footage to
1,400 square feet or even getting rid of it --

MR. CRAVER: Get rid of it.

MR. HENDERSON: -- all together. And what
woul d be the result of that? GCetting rid of it al
together? | think these are sone big questions we
need to grapple wth.

MR. CRAVER: | think some of the reasons
that those limtations were put in place when the
ordi nance was put in place probably have changed now.
And so it gives us an opportunity to create sone
I ncentives maybe and preserve, do a better job of
preserving historic structures but not penalizing the
people that owmmn them | think we have sone real
opportunity here.

MR. HENDERSON: What | would like to do in
t he study group, refine those options, those ideas we
had. And we'll have the text, the Wrd docunent so
that we can --

MR, CRAVER If you'll e-mail ne, |l
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play with it before we neet so that we're not -- so

we have sonething at | east on one of the options to
start wth.

MR. HENDERSON.  Sure.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It's not inpossible for

you to nake sone adjustnents, send it, let us

respond. Do it e-mail, whenever we have a chance.
MR. CRAVER. Wiy don't we do that.
MR. HENDERSON: I'Il continue | ooking at

smal | er coastal conmunity jurisdictions that have
hi storic design guidelines as kind of a conparison.
Again, | still kind of hold the perspective that, if
we have guidelines, it couldn't hurt. The nore
i nformati on out there, the better.

But I think in the imedi ate, to address
the problemthat we are having or the issue that
we' re having, we keep tal king about 1102 Gsceol a.
How hi gh they elevated that. | think we can do sone
| medi at e text anendnents.

MR. CRAVER: The jury is still out on that
one. They haven't finished it.

MR. HENDERSON: Absol utely.

MR. CRAVER: And you don't change the
whol e statutory schene to deal with a single house.

Before it's finished, we've concluded there's a
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problemwth. Let's wait and see what happens.

MS. SANDERS: Town hall and school | ooked
really, really huge and tall before they were
finished. Before that was finished.

MR. HENDERSON: | agree. W went through
a great deal of discussion to make sure they took
t hat house back. They incorporated the foundation
pl anni ngs, they graded it up. They put the
horti scape out front. W don't see any of that
today. If we do identify there's a problemwth
elevating it, the point | was nmaking, we can take
sone i medi ate action to address it.

| attended a Webinar that went through how
you devel op historic design guidelines. As you
mentioned during the neeting, it's a serious process.
So if we want to undertake that, it's a |engthy
process. | guess |I'mjust pointing out there's a
time frane that we need to consider.

| f we can codify sonething pretty quickly
to address the problem we may want to consider that
and al so goi ng through guidelines.

THE CHAI RPERSON: One issue, potenti al
short-termsolutions wth adjustnments. The other one
Is a long-term process with the town.

MR. HENDERSON: Coul d be equally
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beneficial .
THE CHAI RPERSON. Seens like it shouldn't
be. It wll be. 1t's not easy.

MR. CRAVER. M inclination every day is
| ess is better unless there's a real problemthat
needs to be addressed. |'mnot yet convinced that
there's a real problemthat needs to be addressed.

| think that our approach in creating an
i ncentive to keeping intact historic structures and
havi ng them restored and mai ntai ned their character,
that's a great objective for us to have and that we
can probably acconplish that and give it incentive to
stop houses from being el evated, but |'m not
convi nced yet that we have an aval anche of houses
that are going to be elevated that would require us
to run out and develop historic guidelines that are
going to give us a whole lot nore than the general
peopl e here dealing with the issues. |'mjust not
convi nced yet. Open m nded.

M5. SANDERS: There are flood maps still
up in the air.

MR, HENDERSON. That's a good point. Duke
brought this docunent here that was a report from
Conni e Cooper back when we were deciding whether to

have Schnei der sone stand-al one design guidelines or
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I ncorporate design guidelines into the ordi nance. |

think ultimately the town said let's codify the
gui del i nes.

These are the three pages of historic
design guidelines that are in the ordi nance.

MR WRIGHT: They're pretty nmuch what she
recomended.

MR. HENDERSON: Ri ght.

MR. VWRIGHT: They were incorporated into
the zoni ng ordi nance as opposed to stand-al one.

There are sone differences. | just |ooked at both of
themthis afternoon. They're pretty nuch the sane.

MR. HENDERSON:. | can say, if you have
codi fied design guidelines, they hold a |ot nore
weight. | know that because the Cty of Conway had
codi fi ed desi gned gui delines, and we had ot her
st and- al one gui del i ne docunents that really weren't
as i npactful when review ng a project.

MR CRAVER | don't think it's the issue
whet her you have codified design guidelines or just
gui delines that are guidelines. | think the issue
Is, what is the problemwe're trying to solve, and is
it really necessary to junp through all the hoops of
drafting new guidelines to address a probl em when we

haven't really identified and defined a problem as
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being a real problemyet?

| m not convinced yet that we don't have
ot her ways to address what's been identified as a
limted i ssue, which now the study group has then
flipped it around and said, no, this is an
opportunity to avoid historic honmes having done to
t hem what they can do under the ordinance, which is
put a link, add an el evated house.

| nmean, and all of a sudden you sort of
mai nt ai ned the historic character sort of, but you
got -- because of the |[imtations of the way the
ordi nance is set up, you got to hook themtogether
and all that. So you destroy the historic character
by conplying with the ordi nance when we're better off
having two structures on the property, even if it's a
2,400-square-foot historic house. What's the problem
wi th doing that?

MR. HENDERSON: | think that's where we
ended our neeting.

MR. CRAVER: That's where we ended up. To
not give themthe incentive to link a new structure
wth an old structure because, if they're separate
structures now, they're penalized. They're penalized
with the square footage. The way it's set up now, we

encourage themto do sonething that destroys the
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We could go through 50 drafts of
sonething. W' ve done that before, too. W'Il end
up with sonet hing good.
M5. SANDERS: | can think of a prior town

counci | nenber that would love to be able to build a
house on her historic property for her son and his
children and his wife, but you can't do it. So she's
in a historic house, small historic house on one acre
lot. She would |ove to build a house for her son to
live in; sane thing.

MR. HENDERSON: Two structures that coul d
accommodat e one single-famly, right. Wuld that be
sonet hing we can consider? |Instead of having two
dwel I i ngs, could have two living spaces? You would
have to deed restriction one of them

M5. SANDERS: Right.

MR. HENDERSON. That would be one way to
i ncentivize but not increase the nunber of dwelling
units. | know that's problematic. Then it becones
an enforcenent issue. You're dealing with issues of
rentals and things |ike that.

| agree that could be one incentive that

could get famlies thinking about, if | |leave this
historic cottage where it is, | can build.
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M5. SANDERS: | want ny nother |iving over

here with me.

MR. HENDERSON. Ri ght now accessory
structures can't be used as living space. That's
pr ohi bi t ed

M5. SANDERS: That's what you're talking
about. Let's not nake them connect ed.

MR. CRAVER Right.

MR. HENDERSON: So you woul d have two
spaces. Staff would have that burden, making sure
they're not turning into short-termrental space.

MR. CRAVER: | don't m nd nmaki ng you- al
earn your noney.

MR. HENDERSON: | think there's a |ot of

things we can do with this. Look forward to talking

about it again. 1'Il float nore dates by you.
MR. CRAVER: | think after the first of
the year. |If you send ne that thing, I'll to try to

come up with sone drafts. And we can shuffle them
around by e-nail.
MR. HENDERSON: |'Il send it to everybody.
THE CHAI RPERSON: No, send it to Billy.
Any ot her di scussion?
MR. HENDERSON: No, sir.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Do | hear a notion that
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we adj ourn?

MR. CRAVER | nove that we adjourn.

MR, VWRI GHT: Second.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  All in favor.
(Al Board nenbers stated aye.)

68

(The neeting was concluded at 7:34 p.m)
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 1               THE CHAIRPERSON:  This is the November 18,

 2   2015 meeting of the Sullivan's Island Design Review

 3   Board.  It is now 6:04.  And the members in

 4   attendance are Duke Wright, Beverly Bohan, Rhonda

 5   Sanders, and Steve Herlong.

 6               Freedom of Information requirements have

 7   been met for this meeting.  And I'd like to hear a

 8   motion to change the order, move item two to the last

 9   item.

10               MR. WRIGHT:  So moved.

11               MS. BOHAN:  Second.

12               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Let's do a vote.  All in

13   favor?

14               (All Board members stated aye.)

15               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  No one is

16   opposed.

17               The first item on the agenda is the

18   approval of the October 2015 minutes.

19               MR. WRIGHT:  So moved.

20               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?

21               MS. SANDERS:  Second.

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  All in favor?

23               (All Board members stated aye.)

24               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  No one is

25   opposed.
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 1               I'm going to recuse myself -- no, I'm not.

 2               MR. WRIGHT:  You just changed it.

 3                       2114 ATLANTIC AVENUE

 4               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Now we're going to move

 5   on to 2114 Atlantic Avenue.  Joe.

 6               MR. HENDERSON:  This is agenda item D-1.

 7   This is a certificate of appropriateness request for

 8   a nonhistoric property.  This is 2114 Atlantic

 9   Avenue.  Beau Clowney Architects, the applicants

10   tonight, are requesting final approval or conceptual

11   approval for a new single-family home.

12               Relief is requested from the zoning

13   standards for principal building square footage,

14   principal building side facade, side setback relief,

15   and second story side setback.

16               And we saw this project proposed in March

17   of 2015 where it was just a renovation plan.  They're

18   now requesting to demolish the home and build a brand

19   new home.

20               So I can review the request for relief;

21   otherwise, let the applicant make their presentation.

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Okay.

23               MS. CAMPBELL:  I'm Kate Campbell with Beau

24   Clowney Architects.  This house, as Joe said, was

25   approved -- I think in your packet you can see some
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 1   photographs of the existing house.  Very special

 2   situation that we're in with this house.

 3               Basically, we were going to be -- the

 4   March approval for a house that was going to be

 5   renovated.  About a month ago, construction started

 6   for the renovation.  It was discovered that there

 7   were some structural issues with the existing house.

 8               And so the owners are going through a

 9   pricing exercise right now to find out if it's more

10   economical to retrofit the existing house or replace

11   the existing house with a new house.

12               In order to have the option to replace it

13   with a new house, we had to come get approval from

14   the DRB for the new house; however, they would still

15   like to be able to, once the pricing is completed, to

16   go back to the original retrofit approved option from

17   March if that is more economical.

18               There's kind of two options that we would

19   like to move forward with.  And that's why Joe

20   mentioned that we are asking for conceptual approval

21   because we should know by the next meeting or

22   communicate with staff which option they're going

23   with, which if y'all give approval for this option

24   tonight, then both would've been approved for the

25   DRB.
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 1               The differences between this plan and the

 2   retrofit plan, the renovation of the existing plan,

 3   the footprint remains almost identical.  The

 4   difference is that, being a new house, it has to meet

 5   current zoning, which is why we're asking for the

 6   full relief on the site setback.  The existing core

 7   of the house from here to here currently does meet

 8   that maximum 30 feet.

 9               But there was -- there is an existing

10   porch or open deck on the north side here that we

11   would remove as part of the new house option.

12               Currently, these two one-story wings that

13   come out towards the Atlantic Avenue side are just

14   simple gable volumes.  With this option, with the new

15   house option, we would alter that slightly in order

16   to incorporate an internal stair, which they don't

17   currently have, and an elevator.

18               And also just to bring the style --

19               MR. WRIGHT:  Kate, excuse me for

20   interrupting.  Where is Pettigrew?

21               MS. CAMPBELL:  Pettigrew is here.

22   Atlantic is here.  Sorry about that.

23               The location of the house stays exactly

24   the same.  Ceiling height stays exactly the same.

25   The house will actually meet current flood standards,
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 1   which is one foot above flood.  And the existing

 2   height is 37 feet as measured on site.  So we would

 3   still remain within 38 feet height restriction from

 4   grade.

 5               As you can see on the Atlantic Avenue

 6   side, we're incorporating these one story pavilion

 7   instead of gable ends just to bring it into more of

 8   the island style and the quality.  But for all

 9   intents and purposes, it's almost exactly the same

10   house.

11               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any public

12   comment?  Public comment section is closed.

13               Joe, do you have any final comment?

14               MR. HENDERSON:  If I could, Kate, just

15   review one more time with the Board the relief that's

16   requested here.  So I think that with this design,

17   even with the demolition and rebuild, we're still in

18   need of re-orientation.  So the house is required to

19   be oriented towards the Atlantic Ocean.

20              We're proposing to put the pool in the

21   front yard, basically.  We have to determine that the

22   orientation is for Atlantic Avenue and not Pettigrew,

23   number one.

24               MR. WRIGHT:  Why does this have Atlantic

25   address?  Is that what you're talking about?
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 1               MR. HENDERSON:  It has a Pettigrew

 2   address.

 3               MS. CAMPBELL:  That's the old survey.

 4   When they bought the house, it was 2114 Atlantic.

 5               MR. WRIGHT:  This shows Atlantic address

 6   as well.  It does have Pettigrew address?

 7               MR. HENDERSON:  If that was left anywhere.

 8               MR. WRIGHT:  It's 2114 Pettigrew?

 9               MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, that should be

10   changed in the GIS.  We still have to do that.

11               The request is for building

12   re-orientation, principal building side facade 100

13   percent; principal building square footage, increase

14   of 25 percent; second story side setback, 100

15   percent.  And then side setback relief, 25 percent.

16               MS. CAMPBELL:  Which the previous design

17   also had all of those granted at the March meeting,

18   the overages, I guess, with the exception of the side

19   setback because it was an existing structure.

20               MR. HENDERSON:  Here are the standards for

21   neighborhood compatibility.  We talked about

22   reviewing each one of these projects, making sure it

23   meets those standards.  That's all I have to add.

24               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think the Board should

25   have a discussion about how we'll go about -- this is
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 1   a new -- well, there is a procedure that originally

 2   was happening.  It got simplified over time.  And I

 3   think the general thought is to assure that we are

 4   meeting the standards in order to provide the relief

 5   requested.

 6               MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.  In issuing

 7   approval for any given project, you would simply

 8   reference that section of the ordinance highlighted.

 9               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Or the applicant can

10   explain what convinced us why they meet the standard

11   for neighborhood compatibility.  That would be the

12   best way to have it done.

13               MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.

14               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't know if you guys

15   are prepared to do that right now.

16               MR. CLOWNEY:  We'll give it a try.

17               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Kind of new process.

18   Would you like to hold on to the new sheet.

19               MR. HENDERSON:  On every application,

20   there's a box that you check that states, during the

21   applicant presentation, they will demonstrate how

22   they meet the standards.

23               I know we're kind of blindsiding you with

24   this.  We had a study group discussion the other day,

25   and I brought up a new way to present these projects.
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 1               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Now we're at the stage

 2   where the Board -- we've heard from Joe.  The Board

 3   is going to ask questions.  We can all talk about the

 4   application in front of us.

 5               And what I note, just regarding the

 6   neighborhood standard for neighborhood compatibility,

 7   what I note is one of the standards is that, in that

 8   neighborhood, would this house be compatible?

 9               Well, I'd say it is because it is

10   virtually the same house that's currently right there

11   that may be renovated or just may take its place.

12               I find that the house that's there is

13   absolutely characteristic of the neighborhood and of

14   Sullivan's Island homes.  This actually is a bit of

15   an improvement on that house.

16               MR. CLOWNEY:  Definitely an improvement.

17               THE CHAIRPERSON:  The roof lines bring the

18   apparent height through the use of those hip grooves.

19   If that gets you started.  That's what I see.

20               MR. CLOWNEY:  You want us to go through

21   each one like A, B, C, D.?

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't think we need --

23   I really don't think -- it's not historic.  Some of

24   these don't apply.  You might just touch on the

25   points that would apply in this case; is that
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 1   correct?

 2               MR. HENDERSON:  Typically it's materials.

 3   You want to touch on materials, massing, roof lines.

 4   Hit on some of the items that make it characteristic

 5   of Sullivan's Island architecture.  I don't think you

 6   necessarily have to go each one of these points.

 7               In fact, the Board would identify if it

 8   did not meet one of the standards.  And it's that

 9   back and forth.

10               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do you have additional

11   copies of these?  Every applicant is going to need to

12   address these.  You guys might want to get a copy.

13               MR. CLOWNEY:  I think you-all know the

14   pattern is appropriate; the massing is appropriate;

15   the orientation is the same as all the other houses

16   along the street.  The fenestration is traditional

17   and historic.

18               And so the materials are in like kind,

19   basically, we're replacing -- we're doing the same

20   type of materials.

21               I think it has an asphalt shingle roof

22   now.  We're going to be doing a standing seam metal

23   roof.  Every little bit of it, as we move along, is

24   going to get better.  And that was actually the way

25   it was going to be in March also.
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 1               MS. CAMPBELL:  It's all boxy right now.

 2   We're going to be going back with rafters and other

 3   detailing.

 4               MR. CLOWNEY:  Little things like that,

 5   shutters, the height of the windows.  The windows are

 6   definitely more vertical in the main living level.

 7   They are six, eight doors, windows.  Bringing them

 8   all up to eight feet.  Making the house feel a little

 9   bit small, spaces inside feel a little bit more

10   vertical.

11               That would be it.

12               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Would you like to start

13   with any comments?

14               MS. BOHAN:  I just have one quick

15   question.  As I note the process, if you did go to

16   renovation versus build, would the character of the

17   materials change the exterior appearance of the house

18   from one to the other?

19               MR. CLOWNEY:  No.  If we elect to go with

20   the renovation as opposed to the tear-down, which is

21   already approved, it's still that same good quality

22   of materials.  Still moving the windows, all the

23   things that I just mentioned; all those things.

24               The only thing that's going to be

25   different, the carcass of the house, which we
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 1   determined has some serious issues, would be starting

 2   over basically.

 3               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do you have any

 4   comments?

 5               MS. SANDERS:  I don't know if I'm missing

 6   a page or if I'm just not on today.  This picture

 7   looks like the -- help me.  My brain --

 8               THE CHAIRPERSON:  That's the existing

 9   house.

10               MS. SANDERS:  What I'm saying, it looks

11   like a very long spanse of wall.

12               MR. CLOWNEY:  Right, it is currently.  And

13   with the addition.  And if we change it, we're going

14   to be fixing that.  We'll be righting that wrong.

15               MS. SANDERS:  Thank you.  Okay.  There's

16   no relief for that now, where as there was on the

17   original?

18               MS. CAMPBELL:  I don't think we asked

19   about it.

20               MS. SANDERS:  You're going to make it

21   compatible.

22               MS. CAMPBELL:  Right.

23               MS. SANDERS:  It's not going to be a big

24   old flat wall.

25               MS. CAMPBELL:  Exactly.
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 1               MS. SANDERS:  In addition to the square

 2   footage.

 3               MS. CAMPBELL:  That's another reason we

 4   were breaking this up a little bit is to not have it

 5   a stretch limo on that side.

 6               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think that's a real

 7   good point.  There's a long expanse of a flat wall

 8   that doesn't meet today's ordinance to solve that

 9   problem.

10               MR. CLOWNEY:  The only other thing I'll

11   say, we just want to make really certain we're not --

12   they are going to have the flexibility to come back

13   and do whichever way they want to go.  They want to

14   make sure that they don't have to tear the house

15   down.  They want to make sure, if the numbers aren't

16   working for them, they can go back to the one that

17   was originally approved.

18               We've talked to Randy, and we talked to

19   Joe about that.  Hopefully, with your permission, we

20   can just do that at staff when they make that

21   decision.  That's fine.

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Duke.

23               MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine.  I think all the

24   standards are met in either case with the exception

25   of Rhonda's mention.  I'm fine with it.
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 1               THE CHAIRPERSON:  And so am I.  Do I hear

 2   a motion?

 3               MR. WRIGHT:  I move that we approve the

 4   request as submitted and take in mind the option is

 5   open for a new house versus the modified existing

 6   house.

 7               MR. HENDERSON:  That's final approval?

 8               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I have a question.  Is

 9   it final?

10               MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with that.

11               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?

12               MS. SANDERS:  Second.

13               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any discussion?

14   Does anyone have anything else to say?

15               MS. SANDERS:  I have a question.  If y'all

16   kept the house and still had that limousine wall -- I

17   like that term, just curious.

18               MS. CAMPBELL:  This approval doesn't

19   prevent them from going back to that.

20               THE CHAIRPERSON:  All in favor?

21               (All Board members stated aye.)

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None

23   opposed.

24               MR. CLOWNEY:  Thank you.

25               MR. WRIGHT:  You did a good job with the
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 1   first one.

 2               MR. CLOWNEY:  We'll keep that test for

 3   next time.

 4                            2724 BAYONNE STREET

 5               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Next item is 2724

 6   Bayonne Street.

 7               MR. HENDERSON:  This is agenda item D-2.

 8   This is a COA request for a nonhistoric property.

 9   Currently the lot is vacant at 2724 Bayonne Street.

10               Sabrina Cochran is here to present a new

11   home construction.  She's requesting relief from the

12   zoning standards for principal building square

13   footage, second story side setback, and building

14   foundation height of ten inches, three-quarters;

15   correct?

16               MS. COCHRAN:  Correct.

17               MR. HENDERSON:  There have been a couple

18   of recommendations for changes that I sent out to

19   Ms. Sabrina here, to remove the parking area in the

20   front yard on the Bayonne Street side, but I'll let

21   you make the presentation.

22               MS. COCHRAN:  Again, I'm Sabrina Cochran

23   with SLC Architect, representing the owners, Jim and

24   Maryann, and their property at 2724 Bayonne.  They

25   currently live up north, but they're looking to move
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 1   down here.  They're excited about designing this

 2   house for their family of nine; they have seven

 3   children.

 4               As Joe said, it's not historic property.

 5   We're asking for relief in three areas.  On the side

 6   elevations, the west and east, we are asking for

 7   second floor side setback relief.  Obviously, you can

 8   see here, here and here.  One reason is we have a

 9   reverse floor plan.  We're really trying to take

10   advantage of the second floor square footage space to

11   fit in the spaces that they need.

12               We tried to change materials and do things

13   to break it up a little bit so it's not one massive

14   wall, push and pull.  You can kind of see they do go

15   in and out.  We're hoping the change in materials,

16   kind of pushing and pulling, alleviate a little bit

17   of that second floor side setback.

18               The second thing is principal building

19   square footage.  We're asking for 657 square feet,

20   which is 16 percent relief.  Like I mentioned, they

21   have a family of nine.  We have four bedrooms and a

22   bunk room.  We're really just designing it for

23   minimal floor plan to fit their family.  We just need

24   a little extra square footage.

25               We don't feel like we have extreme number
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 1   of bedrooms or large spaces; hopefully, that's a

 2   reasonable request.

 3               The last request was building foundation

 4   height.  Like you see here, we just have a nine-foot

 5   space in the ground floor; enough for standard eight

 6   foot door, door opener.  Nothing crazy.  It's just

 7   that with VE 16, the first floor pushes us over ten

 8   foot.  It's pretty standard height on the ground

 9   floor.

10               The last thing I want to talk about, which

11   Joe mentioned, was the parking and driveway, and the

12   fence.  Joe asked me to clarify with you.  The survey

13   you have was the survey they got when they bought the

14   property, and the neighbor's fence looks like it

15   encroaches three feet, which it did.  The neighbor

16   has since put the fence back up on the property line

17   so it doesn't encroach anymore.

18               Also, they are planning to have a pool.

19   Hardscape and landscape hasn't been designed yet.

20   This is for conceptual.  We know we have to have a

21   pool fence.  It will conform to Sullivan's Island's

22   standards; kind of shown it here and follow the

23   property line to come back around to enclose the

24   pool.

25               The other thing is the driveway and
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 1   parking.  We're currently showing the driveway here,

 2   turn around space and some guest parking in the

 3   front.  I understand, according to what Joe said in

 4   the ordinance, it says:  To the extent possible,

 5   parking area should be 20 feet to the rear of the

 6   principal building's front facade.

 7               I think I understand that.  We all

 8   understand that.  We're hoping, if possible, you

 9   might be able to reconsider that for a few reasons.

10   One, the Mackeys say this is a busy street for

11   beach-goers.  If we can take two spots for our

12   guests, get it off the street, it opens up some

13   parking on the street.

14               Another reason is, when our guests come to

15   dinner, I want them to feel like they're parking,

16   they can come to a nice walk -- obviously not shown

17   here yet -- nice walk and get up to the front steps,

18   and it makes sense.

19               The third reason is the neighborhood

20   compatibility, one of those standards, says -- one of

21   them is placement and alignment of driveways.  If you

22   look here, these are some satellite images.  This is

23   the property directly next door.  Here's their lot.

24   They have parking in the front here.

25               This house down here, which is this, they
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 1   have parking in the front.  This house farther to the

 2   west has parking right in front.  And this home to

 3   the east has parking in the front, which basically is

 4   a lot wider but the same configuration.

 5               Six homes within two blocks of them that

 6   all have parking in their front.  We feel like that

 7   is meeting the neighborhood compatibility, hoping

 8   that maybe you could consider that.

 9               In terms of neighborhood compatibility, in

10   general, we do feel like this is a pretty eclectic

11   neighborhood.  There's a lot of different homes; dome

12   house, there's a lot of two story homes, there's

13   really modern home next door.  Really modern home

14   four doors down.

15               It's a pretty big mix of homes.  We feel

16   like we need the massing, lot of full two-story type

17   homes in that neighborhood, which have a lot of

18   porches.  The front and the rear of the home all have

19   porches, metal roof.  The railings that make the

20   Sullivan's Island style.

21               So we feel the massing, height, scale

22   materials, two-over-two windows was hoping in general

23   that these things meet the neighborhood compatibility

24   standards.  And that neighborhood is so eclectic,

25   it's hard to plug in with everyone.  Tried our best.
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 1   Those are the items we're requesting.

 2               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Joe, I've got a general

 3   question about the parking.  Can you help explain to

 4   the Board why it would be written that way to limit

 5   parking in the front.

 6               (Mr. Craver entered the room.)

 7               MR. HENDERSON:  Well, I'm not sure

 8   about -- the spirit and intent of the ordinance is to

 9   have all storage and I guess vehicle storage and

10   parking behind the house to encourage front yards and

11   not have vehicles stacked in the front yard.

12               We also have a section of the ordinance

13   that prohibits -- outright prohibits -- parking areas

14   in the front yard.  That's 21-143-C of the ordinance,

15   in the accessory structure section of the ordinance.

16               And it actually says:  That storage areas

17   shall be located a minimum of 20 feet to the rear of

18   the principal building's front facade.  Because it

19   has that shall, it takes away the permissive.

20               MS. COCHRAN:  That's a storage area?

21               MR. HENDERSON:  For residential parking.

22   It's under the outdoor storage of vehicles and

23   equipment.

24               MS. COCHRAN:  Also in the accessory

25   structures, that's where I found this:  To the extent
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 1   possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear

 2   of the front facade.  That's also in the accessory

 3   structure section.

 4               MR. HENDERSON:  It says, outdoor storage

 5   of vehicles and equipment.  So if you look -- I see

 6   what they're saying here.  It says:  To the extent

 7   possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear

 8   of the principal building front facade.

 9               And under outdoor storage of vehicles and

10   equipment it says --

11               MS. COCHRAN:  I guess I wasn't thinking

12   about storage of vehicles.  It's just for guests to

13   come.  That's how I interpreted it.  I thought the

14   one saying parking -- it's up to you guys.

15               MR. HENDERSON:  Randy, do you have any

16   input on that?

17               Most of our site design, since I've been

18   here two-and-a-half years, we've taken a pretty hard

19   line approach on this and required parking areas to

20   be 20 feet behind the principal.

21               MS. SANDERS:  On new construction.

22               MR. HENDERSON:  Or even retrofit.  When

23   someone has an existing home and create a new

24   driveway or tear-up concrete and put in pervious

25   surfaces.  When we see a proposal to have a large
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 1   area paved in the front yard, we reference this

 2   section in the ordinance.  I think that's been kind

 3   of a long-standing interpretation of the ordinance.

 4               If we want to have that clarified, I

 5   suppose we could take it to the planning commission.

 6               MS. SANDERS:  If the lot is fairly deep,

 7   would there be parking in the back?

 8               MS. COCHRAN:  Just felt like to have

 9   guests park all the way in the back of the house --

10   if that's what it is, it is.  They were just hoping

11   because it says to the extent possible, that made

12   logical sense.

13               THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's so interesting.  I

14   look at this particular plan, I see some front steps.

15   It just seems like that's where you put parking.  All

16   those years, not been able to allow it.

17               MS. SANDERS:  It could be wide enough for

18   two cars; correct?

19               MR. HENDERSON:  The driveway is 12 feet in

20   width is the maximum.  At the edge of payment, it's

21   maximum of 20 feet.

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's limited to 12 at

23   the road.  At the property line.

24               MR. HENDERSON:  At the property line.

25               THE CHAIRPERSON:  It could span inward of
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 1   the property line.

 2               MS. COCHRAN:  It could extend in and

 3   parallel parking almost.

 4               MR. WRIGHT:  Is the driveway impervious?

 5               MS. COCHRAN:  It's going to be impervious.

 6               MR. WRIGHT:  Gravel?

 7               MS. COCHRAN:  Planning on pavers.

 8               MR. WRIGHT:  But it's pervious.  That I

 9   think -- Rhonda's point, I think I understand it.  If

10   you can just widen that driveway inside the property

11   line, cars could park.

12               MS. COCHRAN:  That makes sense.

13               MR. WRIGHT:  Parallel parking kind of

14   thing.

15               MS. COCHRAN:  Wide driveway.

16               MR. WRIGHT:  Follow what I'm saying?

17               MS. COCHRAN:  They want a screen of

18   landscaping.  They're not trying to make it ugly

19   concrete pad.

20               MR. HENDERSON:  I think the Design Review

21   Board has the ability to appeal staff decision with

22   regard to a design standard or design guideline.  If

23   it is an actual standard of the ordinance where it

24   says shall then that would, I suppose, an appeal

25   would go to the Board of Zoning Appeals.
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 1               MR. CRAVER:  What section of that you're

 2   talking about?

 3               MR. HENDERSON:  21-143.

 4               MS. SANDERS:  You showed up just in time.

 5               MR. HENDERSON:  This requirement probably

 6   comes from the fact that we have a lot of historic

 7   structures, lot of historic districts.  If you can

 8   imagine one of the houses on Officer's Row turning

 9   their front yard to a parking space, 600 square feet

10   or 400 square feet, it might garner a reaction.

11               MR. COCHRAN:  I think that's a really good

12   point.  My point, in this neighborhood, it is

13   compatible.  It's not in the historic district.

14               One block this way and one block this way.

15               MR. HENDERSON:  This is what Sabrina

16   referenced here; to the extent possible.

17               You drop down here, it says storage areas

18   for vehicles and equipment shall be located minimum

19   ten feet of the front facade.  One says shall, the

20   other says to all extent possible.

21               MR. ROBINSON:  There's plenty of room.

22   That's possible to park behind the front facade of

23   this house.

24               MS. SANDERS:  Or on the street.

25               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Folks, I think one thing
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 1   we need to keep in mind, we can't have simultaneous

 2   conversations going on.  We can't record that.  We

 3   need to --

 4               Joe, did you ask Randy a question?  Did

 5   you have the floor, Randy?

 6               I didn't hear what you said, I'm sorry.

 7               MR. ROBINSON:  What I said was it is

 8   possible to have the parking on the rear of the

 9   house.  To the extent possible, I mean, it's possible

10   to put it back there.

11               There's a lot of things you disagree with

12   the ordinance.  You just got to live with it in some

13   instances.  You're saying other houses on the block

14   were parking forward of the front facade.

15               MR. CRAVER:  The Hyman house has the

16   driveway coming in off of the Atlantic side.  And

17   it's not a concrete driveway.  It's a gravel

18   driveway.  It's really smart.  They use that side

19   setback as their driveway and they got a ton of

20   parking.  But it's -- they probably are parking

21   parallel to the front facade of the house.  That

22   parking goes up to.  And they're actually parking in

23   front of the house, too.  I don't know that it's

24   improved parking.  They're just doing it.

25               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm kind of thinking
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 1   that this really isn't the main point.  This is just

 2   one of the issues that you're dealing with.  You want

 3   to have it generally approved.  You can always come

 4   back and deal with parking at a later date, if need

 5   be.  I'm thinking why don't we go through the normal

 6   process.

 7               Duke.  You might want to comment of the

 8   general design.

 9               MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with the general

10   design of the house.  I think -- and I'm familiar

11   with the house to the west, which is kind of a

12   strange design anyway.  And I think this improves the

13   neighborhood in that sense.

14               And, frankly, I suspect that the house on

15   the corner eventually will go, and there will be

16   another larger house there on the corner of Bayonne.

17               MR. CRAVER:  28 and Atlantic.  That's my

18   stomping ground.

19               MR. WRIGHT:  Is that your house?

20               MR. HENDERSON:  There are some pictures

21   floating around.

22               MR. CRAVER:  The yellow house.

23               MR. WRIGHT:  I think from a compatible

24   standpoint, I think it's fine.  Pretty eclectic in

25   that area anyway.  I'm fine with the design.
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 1               MS. BOHAN:  I agree.  I think it's a nice

 2   improvement for an existing house.  I would just

 3   point out one thing.  Never mind.  I'll come back to

 4   that.

 5               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Rhonda.

 6               MS. SANDERS:  I think it's nice also.  I

 7   just want to caution everyone, because we have had a

 8   prior applicant come three times and we have denied

 9   the side setback, second floor setback because of the

10   wall effect.  And I don't want us to get -- I think

11   something might be done to solve that so that we're

12   being consistent.  If you know what I'm referring to.

13               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I know exactly what

14   you're referring to.  Good point.

15               MS. SANDERS:  That's my thought.  On the

16   driveway, I think that's up to y'all.  They have

17   street parking.  They have in the behind parking.  If

18   that's what the ordinance says, believe me, I wish it

19   were different.  That's why we have the ordinance is

20   to solve things that are problems that are already

21   there.  We can't change what's there.  Those are my

22   thoughts.

23               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Billy.

24               MR. CRAVER:  I'm just trying to -- the

25   second -- the side setback, second floor setback,
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 1   which side is that?

 2               MS. COCHRAN:  East and west.

 3               MR. CRAVER:  Both sides.  It's not a box.

 4               MS. SANDERS:  It's a much nicer design.

 5               MR. CRAVER:  It is.  I guess that's what

 6   I'm saying is that -- Steve, you correct me.  You and

 7   I have had a lot of discussion about this issue.

 8               MS. BOHAN:  It's only this long that is

 9   along the front on the right.

10               MR. CRAVER:  It's only a 30-foot run.  And

11   then you have porches and the other side is not just

12   a straight, long wall.  The front is not a straight,

13   long wall.  The back is not a straight, long wall.

14   I'm probably okay with it.  I like the design.  I

15   think it's a good design, Sabrina.

16               MR. HENDERSON:  Sabrina, you're not

17   requesting the principal building side facade relief;

18   is that right?

19               MS. COCHRAN:  No --

20               MR. HENDERSON:  So you're not going beyond

21   that 30-foot length.

22               That's the other difference between the --

23   the other one, I think on both sides you had a

24   distance of about 50 feet on both sides and

25   requesting 100 percent relief in the second story
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 1   side setback.

 2               MS. SANDERS:  CYA.

 3               MR. CRAVER:  That's why I'm asking

 4   questions, making that comment.  Get it on the

 5   record.

 6               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I feel like the plan of

 7   this home provides enough articulation and just

 8   massing relief, that overcomes the need to have that

 9   side facade setback.

10               MR. CRAVER:  That's exactly what I was

11   thinking.

12               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm okay with it.  Do I

13   hear a motion?

14               MR. WRIGHT:  Let Billy make a motion.

15               MR. CRAVER:  I move that we approve -- are

16   you asking for what kind of approval?

17               MR. HENDERSON:  This is conceptual.  The

18   Board reserves the right to grant final approval if

19   you desire.

20               MR. CRAVER:  I move we give final approval

21   to it as submitted with one little exception.  The

22   parking.  I think you got to comply with the

23   ordinance on the parking.

24               MS. COCHRAN:  Can I ask a question.  What

25   Duke suggested, is that the ordinance where you widen
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 1   it once you're into the property?

 2               THE CHAIRPERSON:  You might want to show

 3   it.

 4               MR. WRIGHT:  This was just a suggestion.

 5   I wouldn't think the company is going to be parking

 6   every day in the house.  A thought was just to widen

 7   the pervious pavers enough to allow two cars to pass.

 8               Do you see what I'm saying?  Randy, are

 9   you okay with that?

10               MR. ROBINSON:  We just need to do that at

11   staff level.

12               MR. CRAVER:  Work with the staff to deal

13   with the parking issue.

14               MR. HENDERSON:  I think it's a staff

15   interpretation whether they're complying with that

16   standard.

17               MR. WRIGHT:  I understand.

18               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second to

19   Billy's motion?

20               MS. SANDERS:  I'll second.

21               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any further

22   discussion?  Anybody have any more discussion?

23               All in favor?

24               (All Board members stated aye.)

25               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None

�

0032

 1   opposed.

 2               MS. COCHRAN:  Thank you.

 3                            209 STATION 17

 4               THE CHAIRPERSON:  We are now on 209

 5   Station 17.

 6               MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, sir, this is agenda

 7   item D-3, 209 Station 17.  Mr. Ron Denton is

 8   requesting conceptual approval of the new

 9   single-family home.  He's requesting relief from the

10   zoning standards for the principal building

11   re-orientation.

12               And just before the meeting, Ron mentioned

13   that the numbers that are outlined on your

14   application are just hypothetical lot coverage

15   calculations.  Is that right, Ron?

16               MR. DENTON:  That's correct.

17               MR. HENDERSON:  The building permit that's

18   going to be submitted will comply with zoning

19   ordinance standards for development, meaning all

20   those boxes will be checked as in compliance.  I'll

21   let Ron point out how the building will be oriented.

22               MR. DENTON:  I originally intended solely

23   to apply for re-orientation of the property.  And so

24   we didn't really take the design of the house any

25   further than what you see today.  And we made a
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 1   further presentation with our compliance issues.

 2               Basically what we've got presently -- I'm

 3   Ron Denton.  I have Oliver Dungo representing Wes

 4   Fuller.

 5               This is a single story ranch oriented

 6   towards Station 17.  He has his driveway off the

 7   avenue.  We've done studies, obviously, of Station 17

 8   in this area.  We're the only house that has a

 9   Station 17 address.

10               And what he really would like is for his

11   street address to be 1659 Poe.  And as architects, we

12   would like it because it offers better design

13   opportunities.

14               We have, coming from the beginning, this

15   is pottery lady -- I can't think of her name.

16               MR. CRAVER:  Yard haze.

17               MR. DENTON:  A little side access here.

18   This is -- I mistook it for the officers quarters;

19   big block of apartments, Middle Street address.  Poe

20   Avenue here.  I'on there.  Atlantic here.

21               Again, here the immediately adjacent

22   structures are facing their opposite streets.  We're

23   just asking for that same consideration.

24               The reason for that is, in the site

25   plan is -- wonderfully helpful.  We have the existing
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 1   ranch that you can see.  We're trying to orient the

 2   house that would face Poe Avenue.  It offers similar

 3   rectangular shape, but one that truly would focus on

 4   Poe.  This would be Poe Avenue side.

 5               Looking at Poe, this must be 17, Station

 6   17, which is here on our left side.

 7               We're looking at a style of architecture

 8   that's I'on in nature.  Large front entry porch.

 9   Many of the homes on Station 17 have at least two

10   sides or side porch.  At least two porches in their

11   lexicon.

12               We're carrying that same thing across

13   here.  I'm not trying to get into the house design

14   too much; just to give you an idea of why we're going

15   where we're going.

16               We have a front porch on Poe coming along

17   Station 17.  More porches along that side.  Very

18   characteristic of the house across the street as well

19   as the house just behind it.

20               Just trying to keep with themes of the

21   island; plank siding, metal roof.  Lots of porches.

22   We've got a screened porch element.  We have an

23   outside covered veranda area.  Open porch.  Front

24   entry porch.

25               Didn't know about the driveway.  Certainly
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 1   have to correct that.  Our only intent when we do

 2   return to present the house, should we be allowed

 3   this re-orientation, would be perhaps for principal

 4   building area modification or request for extension

 5   there.

 6               MR. HENDERSON:  So you would be returning

 7   and requesting modification of principal building

 8   square footage?

 9               MR. DENTON:  That's it.

10               MR. HENDERSON:  This is a preliminary

11   conceptual.

12               MR. DENTON:  This is really preliminary

13   conceptual.  What I'm really after is that

14   orientation, which I don't know if that's a

15   preliminary thing.  To me, it seems like I can't go

16   any further until I know I can.

17               We showed you a little bit of what we've

18   been working on so you can understand why we're

19   asking for that re-orientation as well, just from the

20   standpoint of the street.  Everybody is facing their

21   avenues and not their stations.

22               MR. HENDERSON:  I ask you that because I

23   did point out or notice identify several areas that

24   you might need to request relief.  If we can turn

25   back to the elevations.
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 1               This is a second story.

 2               MR. DENTON:  Side yard.

 3               MR. HENDERSON:  Second story side setback

 4   relief or either design it --

 5               MR. DENTON:  We would work on that.

 6               MR. HENDERSON:  My question here would be

 7   is that over 30 linear feet.

 8               MR. DENTON:  There's nothing here 30 feet.

 9               MR. HENDERSON:  Do you meet the additional

10   front yard setback there.

11               MR. DENTON:  Correct.  As we re-present,

12   the plan may change some which would require us --

13   I'm not saying we won't come back no more.

14               Our intent, we really rather not have to

15   come back at all.  We know we're going to need more

16   square footage.  As things progress, who knows what

17   else may help.

18               For the most part, this is our working

19   concept.  It needs to be developed.  Wasn't really

20   ready for presentation and critique.

21               This is the kind of way we're playing.  If

22   you hate it, tell us now.  If you think it's

23   workable, let us know that.

24               MR. HENDERSON:  Conceptual review only.

25               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I have a question about
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 1   how we go about -- I know we have in the past dealt

 2   with re-orienting the front facade to a different

 3   orientation.  Is that really -- is that the focus of

 4   this?  You would like to confirm that you can do

 5   that --

 6               MR. DENTON:  Correct.

 7               THE CHAIRPERSON:  -- before you spend so

 8   many more hours --

 9               MR. DENTON:  Correct.

10               THE CHAIRPERSON:  -- of a client's time.

11               MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.  And the

12   Board can grant a re-orientation of a house based

13   upon its compatibility of the surrounding

14   neighborhood.  So you can conceptually take what Ron

15   explained about how the rest of the houses are facing

16   Station 17.

17               MR. DENTON:  Facing avenues.  Their sides

18   are on 17.

19               MS. SANDERS:  Except for the one across

20   the street.

21               MR. HENDERSON:  You want to re-orient your

22   house in keeping with the other houses that are

23   facing Poe Avenue?

24               MR. DENTON:  Correct.

25               MR. HENDERSON:  That's what you would do.

�

0038

 1   You would do a conceptual review of the other houses.

 2               THE CHAIRPERSON:  If one is re-orienting

 3   the organization of the property, that changes --

 4   that sets the various setbacks.

 5               MR. HENDERSON:  That's exactly right.

 6               THE CHAIRPERSON:  You really need to know

 7   that.

 8               MR. DENTON:  For instance, my application

 9   for setbacks, side setbacks was predicated on the

10   assumption that we would be granted the

11   re-orientation.  If not, this becomes the back, and

12   that doesn't matter.  And all these other things kind

13   of get tossed out.

14               MR. HENDERSON:  This is a good one.  This

15   is Poe Avenue front yard setback where you would

16   apply the 25 feet.  This additional front yard

17   setback requires you to go up 20 linear feet and 45

18   degree angle.  If he doesn't get the re-orientation,

19   that's out the window.  Can't make his design in the

20   setback.  These are all things that we'll square

21   away.  I had some concerns about the six feet.

22               MR. DENTON:  You're right about that.  We

23   missed that.

24               MR. HENDERSON:  We may have an

25   encroachment there.  At any rate, we can refine the
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 1   plan.  I think we're looking at design today and

 2   re-orientation to move forward.

 3               MR. WRIGHT:  Go back to the first sheet

 4   that shows the lot.  The one across the street, what

 5   is that?

 6               MR. DENTON:  16 Poe.  That's Poe address.

 7               MR. WRIGHT:  The one next door is

 8   obviously a Poe address.  Nowhere to go anywhere

 9   else, in my view.

10               MS. SANDERS:  1660 Atlantic faces Station

11   17, front door.

12               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Driveway off of Atlantic

13   with steps over the other.  I don't know how you

14   would --

15               MS. SANDERS:  Front entrance is on Station

16   17.  1702, the front entrance is on 17 as well.  Just

17   FYI.

18               MR. DENTON:  You're right.

19               MR. CRAVER:  1702 is not.

20               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't think so.

21               MS. SANDERS:  That's the stucco brick

22   ranch.

23               MR. DENTON:  It's really kind of like a

24   weak entry element.

25               THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's labeled.  The one
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 1   at the top, you're right.

 2               MS. SANDERS:  1702 on the top, not the

 3   1702 in the middle.

 4               MS. BOHAN:  You're right.

 5               THE CHAIRPERSON:  That is true.

 6               MR. CRAVER:  If that's the house down

 7   there, that's officer's quarter on top corner.

 8               Right across is a relatively new house

 9   that belongs to David -- and the steps, it faces

10   I'on.  It doesn't face Station 17.

11               MR. DENTON:  This one is the one that has

12   the door on 17.  But the mailbox is here with that

13   street address on it.

14               MS. SANDERS:  1680.

15               MR. DENTON:  I don't know if they did that

16   legally or not or something going on with the post

17   office.  I'm just an architect with a camera.

18   Certainly the feel of that street is side yard and

19   then the avenue.

20               MS. SANDERS:  I agree.

21               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Let me kind of catch up

22   with the process here by asking is there any public

23   comment?  Public comment section is closed.

24               Joe, do you have any final comments before

25   we --
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 1               MR. HENDERSON:  No, sir.

 2               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm wondering if maybe

 3   each of us should maybe comment on the orientation

 4   issue and perhaps a comment about the design in

 5   general as well.  Billy, would you like to start.

 6               MR. CRAVER:  Yeah, I think that the

 7   orientation of the houses in that whole area, there's

 8   not a clear pattern.  I don't know that it matters if

 9   you're going to take the house that's there down and

10   build a new house and you want to orient it towards

11   Poe, given that it's a corner lot and odd orientation

12   in that whole area.  I don't have a problem with

13   re-orienting it towards Poe.

14               I'm sort of wrestling with the requested

15   relief because I'm trying to figure out is this a

16   real design or are you going back to the drawing

17   board?

18               MR. DENTON:  We would be developing this

19   design.  It is the concept.  That's kind of approved

20   by the homeowner.  The things that we would need to

21   fix are the things that Joe had pointed out are

22   deficiencies to the ordinance.

23               MR. CRAVER:  Subject to making sure that

24   it complies with the ordinance, I don't have a

25   problem with the minor requested relief that he's
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 1   asking for.  The house doesn't have a massing issue

 2   to me.  It's on a lot, not a huge lot.  I think I'm

 3   good with it.

 4               MS. SANDERS:  I have no problem with the

 5   orientation.  There is not really enough to look at

 6   with a plan to say I'm sure it will be fine.

 7               As for the question of orientation, I

 8   think that's what you're here for, I agree with that.

 9               MR. DENTON:  Anything after that is for us

10   to come back next time.

11               MS. BOHAN:  I agree.  I think the

12   orientation -- I don't have a problem with it.  I

13   think it would actually be better not to have that

14   address.  It seems odd that it is, quite frankly, as

15   you pointed out.

16               MR. WRIGHT:  I agree.  I think the -- I

17   agree with the re-orientation on to Poe.  Yes, on to

18   Poe.  I'm fine.  We are not going to talk about the

19   design.

20               THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think a little.

21               MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with the concept of

22   the design; certainly is an improvement of what's

23   there.  Will certainly enhance the neighborhood from

24   that standpoint.  I'm fine with the concept of the

25   design.
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 1               THE CHAIRPERSON:  And I as well as far as

 2   the orientation am absolutely fine with re-orienting.

 3   I think it improves the property being oriented to

 4   Poe.  That's quite a distinct neighborhood feel once

 5   you get on that street compared to 17, which feels

 6   more like an access street really.

 7               I do think -- I think we should all be

 8   very aware of that Station 17 facade.  It's next to a

 9   very important building, extremely important building

10   right on the corner there.  Pay a lot of attention to

11   how you deal with that facade.  I think, if anything,

12   you might in general just try to soften that facade

13   some, whether it's -- from a massing point of view, I

14   think you've got it.  Just in general pay attention

15   to the way that facade is detailed would be my only

16   comment.

17               Do I hear a motion?

18               MR. CRAVER:  I move that we give

19   conceptual approval to the request of re-orientation.

20   And I'm good with the relief that he's asked for

21   given this is his design.

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?

23               MR. WRIGHT:  Second.

24               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any comments or

25   discussion?
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 1               All in favor.

 2               (All Board members stated aye.)

 3               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None

 4   opposed.

 5               MR. DENTON:  Thank you very much.

 6                       2720-B GOLDBURG AVENUE

 7               MR. HENDERSON:  Mr. Chairman, agenda item

 8   D-4 has requested a deferral or continuance of this

 9   project.  He had a family emergency.

10                       2502 ATLANTIC AVENUE

11               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Well, I'm going to

12   recuse myself for the 2502 Atlantic Avenue.

13               (Mr. Herlong exited the room.)

14               MR. WRIGHT:  2502 Atlantic, Sullivan's

15   Island landmark structure.  Joe.

16               MR. HENDERSON:  Mr. Steve Herlong &

17   Associates, the applicants, are requesting approval

18   to construct a pool at 2502 Atlantic Avenue.  The

19   pool is proposed on the Atlantic Avenue side.  This

20   is a request from the impervious coverage standards

21   by way of historic exemption; also a re-orientation

22   request.

23               That same section that we reviewed to

24   consider the I'on Avenue side of the property the

25   front of the house and allowing the pool or the

�

0045

 1   accessory structure on the Atlantic Avenue side.

 2               This is Sullivan's Island landmark by way

 3   of historic research card 116.  And I can answer any

 4   other questions about the ordinance should you have

 5   any.

 6               Pass around some photographs.  This is the

 7   I'on Avenue side of the house.  I think you have some

 8   pictures of the --

 9               MR. ROMANO:  I'm John Romano with Herlong

10   & Associates representing Dan Bruce.  The owner, as

11   Joe said, wants to add a pool to the Atlantic side of

12   the property.  We're requesting exemption from the

13   building -- requesting building re-orientation and

14   exemption from the historic property exception,

15   Section 21-143.  Basically what that says, be allowed

16   to exempt up to 50 percent of the existing impervious

17   surface coverage.

18               In our case, 50 percent would be little

19   over 3,800 square feet.  And we are asking for a

20   relief for 943 square feet for a new pool.  That

21   would be about 12 percent.

22               This is the existing house.  The west side

23   of the property on Station 25.  The north side is

24   I'on Avenue and south side is Atlantic.  The house is

25   really oriented towards Atlantic; front drive comes
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 1   off I'on.  The front drive comes off I'on.  The front

 2   door is off of I'on.

 3               There's a large screened-in porch along

 4   Atlantic.  That's really the area that we want to add

 5   the pool.

 6               Then it's just 44-foot-by-24-foot pool is

 7   kind of what we are proposing, something that follows

 8   the curves of the existing house.  The existing

 9   property is already kind of gated in.  There's a

10   picket fence that encloses the property.

11               In terms of neighborhood compatibility,

12   there are a couple homes along Atlantic that have the

13   pool located on the Atlantic side of the property.

14   2408 Atlantic.  And actually 2402 Atlantic.  2402

15   Atlantic has the pool located on the I'on side.

16               2408 has a pool on the Atlantic side of

17   the property.

18               Just down the street, 2720 also has a pool

19   along the Atlantic Avenue.  I think we are sticking

20   within the neighborhood compatibility.  It's pretty

21   well screened from the street with existing

22   landscaping.

23               MR. CRAVER:  There's another house right

24   down from 2720 that has a pool on the Atlantic side.

25   Ernie Master's house.  I can't remember the name of
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 1   the people that own it now.

 2               MR. WRIGHT:  Is that it?

 3               MR. ROMANO:  That's it.

 4               MR. WRIGHT:  Is there any public comment?

 5               Public comment section is closed.  Joe.

 6               MR. HENDERSON:  I would just point out one

 7   other thing.  This is a Sullivan's Island landmark,

 8   and part of that is this historic accessory

 9   structure.  It was a kitchen, detached kitchen.  And

10   on the back is where you access and park the

11   vehicles.  I think that's the reason for your request

12   up here on the Atlantic side.  That's all I have.

13               MR. WRIGHT:  Beverly.

14               MS. BOHAN:  I'm good with it.  I think it

15   meets all the compatibility and design ordinances.

16               MR. WRIGHT:  Rhonda.

17               MS. SANDERS:  The houses that have the

18   pools on Atlantic, are those also historic?

19               MR. ROMANO:  I don't think so.  They don't

20   look like they're historic.

21               MR. CRAVER:  2720 is not, I built that

22   house 20 years ago.

23               MS. SANDERS:  I didn't think so.  Doesn't

24   really do anything for me.

25               I'm sorry.  Can you go to the other page.
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 1   What Joe had mentioned, that the kitchen house in the

 2   back, the parking in the back is where you want to be

 3   now the front yard?

 4               MR. ROMANO:  Correct.

 5               MS. SANDERS:  Would that not cause it to

 6   be incompatible?  You're now parking in the front

 7   yard.  I'm just asking.  I don't know.  Historic

 8   structures really have to be careful with.  Joe, help

 9   me.  See what I'm saying?

10               Does that cause it to be incompatible?

11               MR. HENDERSON:  I think in this case the

12   Board would want to decide, if the front of the house

13   is actually facing I'on.  If the accessory uses and

14   structures are on the I'on side, then it's the rear.

15   That's really what we're trying to decide here, if we

16   can fit this accessory use, this accessory structure,

17   the pool, in the front yard.

18               Does it meet the intent of --

19               MS. SANDERS:  I don't think it meets the

20   guidelines.  I'm not saying I don't like it.  I'm

21   just saying I don't think it meets the guidelines.

22               MR. WRIGHT:  Are the houses down Atlantic

23   that have pools, I think there are two or three --

24   are those front yard?  They're addressed on Atlantic.

25   The precedent is set for front yard pool on Atlantic.

�

0049

 1               MS. BOHAN:  And screened.

 2               MS. SANDERS:  I do not dispute that at

 3   all.  I'm just questioning the historic issue.

 4               MR. ROBINSON:  Just from y'all's

 5   information, there was one at Station 28, person

 6   wanted to put a pool on the Atlantic side, y'all

 7   turned them down.  That was probably four years ago.

 8               MS. SANDERS:  Was that historic?

 9               MR. ROBINSON:  No, it was not a historic

10   house.  There were just no other pools in that

11   particular block.  Y'all turned him down.  He had to

12   put a pool on the I'on side.

13               MR. WRIGHT:  There are other pools that we

14   must've approved on the Atlantic side, or were they

15   put in more than 12 years ago?

16               MR. ROBINSON:  They were put in prior.

17               MR. CRAVER:  Not Ernie Masters'.

18               MR. ROBINSON:  Yeah, Ernie Masters was.

19   It was actually approved prior to the ordinance.

20               There is one in that same block right next

21   to Ernie Masters that y'all just looked at, I

22   believe, for Brian Helmund.

23               MR. CRAVER:  Is he doing a pool on that

24   one?

25               MR. ROBINSON:  I think he is.  There are
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 1   two pools, one on either side.  I believe y'all said

 2   that since there was that neighborhood compatibility

 3   because there were two pools, one on either side of

 4   him.  That particular block, I guess there's five

 5   houses, there were two pools.  So y'all allowed it or

 6   approved it.

 7               MR. HENDERSON:  In the case where you're

 8   reviewing historic structure, reference the Secretary

 9   of Interior standards or the Town's standards for

10   reviewing, making modifications.  I think those would

11   apply even to a change to any place on the property.

12   Does this remove a distinctive character of that

13   front yard?  I think that's what we need to ask

14   ourselves.

15               MR. CRAVER:  I'm waiting for Duke to call

16   on me.  I'm not allowed to speak until.

17               MR. WRIGHT:  Rhonda?  Rhonda, are you

18   okay?

19               MS. SANDERS:  I'm not saying I dislike it

20   or disapprove.  I'm just bringing up points of

21   historic homes.  The accessory structures that Joe

22   mentioned, the parking in the front, you can't have

23   parking in the front.  Now we're going to orient this

24   house towards the front where the parking is

25   already.
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 1               MR. ROMANO:  One of the things that's

 2   interesting, they do have another drive off of

 3   Station 25 that comes to the side of the property.  I

 4   don't think that's what -- I don't think they

 5   actually use that as the main drive.  I think that is

 6   a garage on the I'on side.  I guess it's just a

 7   question of:  Is it a parking question?

 8               MR. HENDERSON:  I think it's more

 9   conceptually is that -- did the houses directly

10   adjacent to this one on that streetscape have pools

11   on the Atlantic side?  That could help us.

12               MR. WRIGHT:  I don't think so.

13               MR. ROMANO:  Directly adjacent, no, there

14   are no pools until you get to 2408, which is four

15   homes down.

16               MR. WRIGHT:  Billy.  I'll call on you.

17               MR. CRAVER:  You know, this house is a

18   historic structure.  And the front certainly looks

19   like it's the Atlantic Avenue side, except they

20   function out of the I'on side.  They function out of

21   that side.

22               And so I wonder about, you know, it's one

23   thing that we have standards about where you place

24   parking when you're building a new house.  We say,

25   okay, you're building a new house, you can't put the
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 1   parking in front of the front facade, where we've got

 2   the cars that have already been dealt.

 3               This house is where it is.  I'm not sure I

 4   get upset about the parking issue as being the

 5   determinative factor about whether it's the front or

 6   the back of the house.

 7               I grew up in a house between Atlantic and

 8   Harvey.  We had parking in the front and the back of

 9   the house.  We had a circular driveway in the front.

10   And we had driveways in the back.  I don't know that

11   I get really upset about that.  I don't think it

12   detracts from the historic elements of this house to

13   re-orient the front to I'on.

14               Nobody lives out of the Atlantic Avenue

15   side of any of those houses on that street.  They all

16   live out of the I'on side.  The people who are

17   between -- who have one side of their house on

18   Middle, one side on I'on and the people that have the

19   other, who have one side on I'on, one on Atlantic,

20   they all function out of the I'on side of those

21   houses.

22               MR. WRIGHT:  Even though they have

23   Atlantic addresses.

24               MR. CRAVER:  Even though they have

25   Atlantic addresses.  I don't think it hurts the
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 1   historic nature of this house to re-orient it towards

 2   I'on and allow them to put a pool in.  I generally am

 3   more in favor of allowing people to do what they want

 4   to do unless there's a reason not to.  I don't see a

 5   reason not to here.

 6               I appreciate, Rhonda, what you were

 7   saying.  I walk by that house all the time, in that

 8   neighborhood.  Everything is oriented on the I'on

 9   side.  I don't have a problem with it.

10               MS. BOHAN:  Something came to me during

11   the process of thinking about my decision.  And with

12   the historic properties, we talked about in a study

13   group about offering something to the ownership for

14   the historic property owners that would help, you

15   know -- relief is not a good word -- but offer some

16   bonus points to them.  And I think this meets exactly

17   the study group thought process.

18               MR. CRAVER:  I think you're right about

19   that.

20               MR. HENDERSON:  I think in part they are

21   taking advantage of one of the provisions of the

22   ordinance and that is up to 50 percent relief in the

23   zoning standard.

24               With regard to impervious surface, they're

25   taking 12.  You can do that with principal building

�

0054

 1   square footage and principal building coverage,

 2   building footprints.

 3               The issue here, there's no room on the

 4   I'on side.  You have a historic structure that can

 5   not be modified, that has to be preserved.  You have

 6   existing parking -- actually you have parking on two

 7   street sides.  This is a tricky one.

 8               MR. CRAVER:  Didn't they ask to elevate

 9   this house some time ago and were told no?

10               MR. ROBINSON:  Honestly, I don't remember

11   that.

12               MR. CRAVER:  I think so.  My

13   understanding, they have a pretty hefty flood

14   insurance tab that's impeding the sale of the house.

15   I don't have that firsthand; that's what I'm told.

16               MR. HENDERSON:  I think you're right.

17               MR. WRIGHT:  It seems to me what we're

18   dealing with, lesser of two evils here; one, if we

19   leave the address as it is and allow a pool in the

20   front yard, as an exception -- and in my judgement,

21   the pool does not distract from the historic aspects

22   of the house, the structure, even though I think it's

23   been modified a lot.  I've seen some photographs of

24   years gone by.

25               MR. CRAVER:  The house has been modified.
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 1               MR. WRIGHT:  It's really not what it was.

 2   That's one way to go.

 3               Or the other way, as Billy describes.

 4   That's our dilemma, I suppose.  I tend to agree with

 5   Billy.  I think if we orient it towards I'on as the

 6   front, it's never going to change how people use the

 7   house.  Whomever.  That might be the better way to

 8   go.

 9               Do I hear a motion?  Or more discussion?

10               MR. CRAVER:  I make a motion.  Then we can

11   discuss.  I make a motion that we approve the

12   requested relief.

13               MR. WRIGHT:  Which is?

14               MR. CRAVER:  Which is to re-orient the

15   house towards I'on and to grant the 12 percent

16   impervious coverage relief under the historic

17   exception exemption.

18               MR. WRIGHT:  Is that a motion?

19               MR. CRAVER:  That was a motion.  That was

20   a running motion.

21               MR. WRIGHT:  You got the motion?

22               THE COURT REPORTER:  Yes.

23               MR. WRIGHT:  Any discussion?  Do I hear a

24   second?

25               MS. SANDERS:  Second.
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 1               MR. WRIGHT:  All in favor or discussion?

 2   No discussion.

 3               MS. SANDERS:  I do have one thing to add.

 4   They'll never be able to use this as a front.  Nobody

 5   is going to walk to their front steps.  Just a

 6   consideration of those front steps from that backyard

 7   because there's a pool yard.  They might want to put

 8   it on the side.  Just a thought.

 9               MR. CRAVER:  They don't use them now, you

10   know.

11               MS. SANDERS:  Just a thought.

12               MR. WRIGHT:  I don't know how the interior

13   of the house is.  I would imagine the living room is

14   on the Atlantic side of the house.  That's neither

15   here nor there.

16               MS. SANDERS:  Right.

17               MR. WRIGHT:  We have a motion.  It's

18   second.  Discussion.

19               MS. SANDERS:  I second.

20               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a vote?  All

21   in favor?

22               (All Board members stated aye.)

23               MR. WRIGHT:  Opposed?  None.

24               MR. ROMANO:  Thank you.

25               MR. WRIGHT:  Do you know what we said?
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 1               MR. ROMANO:  I think so.

 2               MR. WRIGHT:  I think if it's confusing --

 3   I think you're good to go.

 4               (Mr. Herlong entered the room.)

 5                       HISTORIC DESIGN GUIDELINES

 6               MR. WRIGHT:  There is another item on the

 7   agenda, Joe.

 8               MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, sir.  Very briefly, I

 9   just wanted to touch on the fact this is agenda item

10   E-1.  It's an item for consideration, historic design

11   guidelines.  We had a study group meeting.  Three of

12   us met, and we had some questions regarding historic

13   design guidelines and whether we thought they would

14   be useful in our process of staff review of historic

15   projects and whether it would be useful for DRB and

16   the citizens who own historic structures.

17               We talked about several options.  We had

18   kind of a brainstorming session.  And I wanted to ask

19   about our next meeting.  I think what I'd like to do

20   is have another study group meeting.

21               We formally developed some of these

22   options, proposing to a design review board during a

23   regularly scheduled meeting and then make a

24   recommendation to town council from there.  I think

25   we talked about that.  So when would you like to
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 1   meet?  I know we floated some dates.

 2               MR. CRAVER:  You floated two dates that

 3   are coming up in December.  I'm out of town for both

 4   of them.

 5               MR. HENDERSON:  Those are Fridays.  I

 6   think we selected Fridays because they're kind of

 7   easy days to schedule.  Any dates in December you

 8   would be happy with or push this on to the first of

 9   the year?

10               MR. CRAVER:  I think we ought to probably

11   push it on the first of the year.  Fridays in

12   December is tough.

13               MS. BOHAN:  There's only two good ones.

14   Lot of people take off between the holiday.

15               MS. SANDERS:  The whole month.

16               MR. CRAVER:  Joe, do you have a Word

17   version of the ordinance?

18               MR. HENDERSON:  Yes.

19               MR. CRAVER:  Can you e-mail that to me.  I

20   want to play with some language.

21               THE CHAIRPERSON:  In general, we look at

22   places in the ordinance that speak to these issues

23   and where would we add language without making it

24   confusing because we've got a few sections that speak

25   to similar issues but in different ways already.  If

�

0059

 1   we aren't careful -- we just have to be so careful

 2   with the way we add or adjust language is what we

 3   spend a good deal of time talking about where to put

 4   this language.  That was part of the discussion.

 5               MR. HENDERSON:  So we, I think, after

 6   boiling all this down, we had three options.  We

 7   could create stand-alone historic guidelines, which

 8   is very common in other jurisdictions.

 9               We could modify the existing guidelines

10   that are codified in the zoning ordinance or

11   standards for that matter.

12               Or we could try to incentivize, offer an

13   additional incentive to folks to address the main

14   issue which is:  How do we keep folks from elevating

15   these historic structures and building additions on

16   to them and ruining the historic character?

17               Those are our three options I think.  In

18   our next meeting, I'd like to really refine some

19   options for the DRB.

20               MS. SANDERS:  Did we identify how many

21   there are left, historic homes?  They're all so

22   different.  Just like the school, they're all so

23   different.

24               MR. HENDERSON:  I generated a map during

25   our study group that shows all our historic
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 1   structures.

 2               Then another relevant sort of question,

 3   how many are 1,200 square feet or under, right, that

 4   could apply for the special exception?

 5               One of the things we talked about is

 6   elevating that or increasing that square footage to

 7   1,400 square feet or even getting rid of it --

 8               MR. CRAVER:  Get rid of it.

 9               MR. HENDERSON:  -- all together.  And what

10   would be the result of that?  Getting rid of it all

11   together?  I think these are some big questions we

12   need to grapple with.

13               MR. CRAVER:  I think some of the reasons

14   that those limitations were put in place when the

15   ordinance was put in place probably have changed now.

16   And so it gives us an opportunity to create some

17   incentives maybe and preserve, do a better job of

18   preserving historic structures but not penalizing the

19   people that own them.  I think we have some real

20   opportunity here.

21               MR. HENDERSON:  What I would like to do in

22   the study group, refine those options, those ideas we

23   had.  And we'll have the text, the Word document so

24   that we can --

25               MR. CRAVER:  If you'll e-mail me, I'll
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 1   play with it before we meet so that we're not -- so

 2   we have something at least on one of the options to

 3   start with.

 4               MR. HENDERSON:  Sure.

 5               THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's not impossible for

 6   you to make some adjustments, send it, let us

 7   respond.  Do it e-mail, whenever we have a chance.

 8               MR. CRAVER:  Why don't we do that.

 9               MR. HENDERSON:  I'll continue looking at

10   smaller coastal community jurisdictions that have

11   historic design guidelines as kind of a comparison.

12   Again, I still kind of hold the perspective that, if

13   we have guidelines, it couldn't hurt.  The more

14   information out there, the better.

15               But I think in the immediate, to address

16   the problem that we are having or the issue that

17   we're having, we keep talking about 1102 Osceola.

18   How high they elevated that.  I think we can do some

19   immediate text amendments.

20               MR. CRAVER:  The jury is still out on that

21   one.  They haven't finished it.

22               MR. HENDERSON:  Absolutely.

23               MR. CRAVER:  And you don't change the

24   whole statutory scheme to deal with a single house.

25   Before it's finished, we've concluded there's a
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 1   problem with.  Let's wait and see what happens.

 2               MS. SANDERS:  Town hall and school looked

 3   really, really huge and tall before they were

 4   finished.  Before that was finished.

 5               MR. HENDERSON:  I agree.  We went through

 6   a great deal of discussion to make sure they took

 7   that house back.  They incorporated the foundation

 8   plannings, they graded it up.  They put the

 9   hortiscape out front.  We don't see any of that

10   today.  If we do identify there's a problem with

11   elevating it, the point I was making, we can take

12   some immediate action to address it.

13               I attended a Webinar that went through how

14   you develop historic design guidelines.  As you

15   mentioned during the meeting, it's a serious process.

16   So if we want to undertake that, it's a lengthy

17   process.  I guess I'm just pointing out there's a

18   time frame that we need to consider.

19               If we can codify something pretty quickly

20   to address the problem, we may want to consider that

21   and also going through guidelines.

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  One issue, potential

23   short-term solutions with adjustments.  The other one

24   is a long-term process with the town.

25               MR. HENDERSON:  Could be equally
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 1   beneficial.

 2               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Seems like it shouldn't

 3   be.  It will be.  It's not easy.

 4               MR. CRAVER:  My inclination every day is

 5   less is better unless there's a real problem that

 6   needs to be addressed.  I'm not yet convinced that

 7   there's a real problem that needs to be addressed.

 8               I think that our approach in creating an

 9   incentive to keeping intact historic structures and

10   having them restored and maintained their character,

11   that's a great objective for us to have and that we

12   can probably accomplish that and give it incentive to

13   stop houses from being elevated, but I'm not

14   convinced yet that we have an avalanche of houses

15   that are going to be elevated that would require us

16   to run out and develop historic guidelines that are

17   going to give us a whole lot more than the general

18   people here dealing with the issues.  I'm just not

19   convinced yet.  Open minded.

20               MS. SANDERS:  There are flood maps still

21   up in the air.

22               MR. HENDERSON:  That's a good point.  Duke

23   brought this document here that was a report from

24   Connie Cooper back when we were deciding whether to

25   have Schneider some stand-alone design guidelines or
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 1   incorporate design guidelines into the ordinance.  I

 2   think ultimately the town said let's codify the

 3   guidelines.

 4               These are the three pages of historic

 5   design guidelines that are in the ordinance.

 6               MR. WRIGHT:  They're pretty much what she

 7   recommended.

 8               MR. HENDERSON:  Right.

 9               MR. WRIGHT:  They were incorporated into

10   the zoning ordinance as opposed to stand-alone.

11   There are some differences.  I just looked at both of

12   them this afternoon.  They're pretty much the same.

13               MR. HENDERSON:  I can say, if you have

14   codified design guidelines, they hold a lot more

15   weight.  I know that because the City of Conway had

16   codified designed guidelines, and we had other

17   stand-alone guideline documents that really weren't

18   as impactful when reviewing a project.

19               MR. CRAVER:  I don't think it's the issue

20   whether you have codified design guidelines or just

21   guidelines that are guidelines.  I think the issue

22   is, what is the problem we're trying to solve, and is

23   it really necessary to jump through all the hoops of

24   drafting new guidelines to address a problem when we

25   haven't really identified and defined a problem as
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 1   being a real problem yet?

 2               I'm not convinced yet that we don't have

 3   other ways to address what's been identified as a

 4   limited issue, which now the study group has then

 5   flipped it around and said, no, this is an

 6   opportunity to avoid historic homes having done to

 7   them what they can do under the ordinance, which is

 8   put a link, add an elevated house.

 9               I mean, and all of a sudden you sort of

10   maintained the historic character sort of, but you

11   got -- because of the limitations of the way the

12   ordinance is set up, you got to hook them together

13   and all that.  So you destroy the historic character

14   by complying with the ordinance when we're better off

15   having two structures on the property, even if it's a

16   2,400-square-foot historic house.  What's the problem

17   with doing that?

18               MR. HENDERSON:  I think that's where we

19   ended our meeting.

20               MR. CRAVER:  That's where we ended up.  To

21   not give them the incentive to link a new structure

22   with an old structure because, if they're separate

23   structures now, they're penalized.  They're penalized

24   with the square footage.  The way it's set up now, we

25   encourage them to do something that destroys the
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 1   historic character or doesn't enhance it, for sure.

 2               We could go through 50 drafts of

 3   something.  We've done that before, too.  We'll end

 4   up with something good.

 5               MS. SANDERS:  I can think of a prior town

 6   council member that would love to be able to build a

 7   house on her historic property for her son and his

 8   children and his wife, but you can't do it.  So she's

 9   in a historic house, small historic house on one acre

10   lot.  She would love to build a house for her son to

11   live in; same thing.

12               MR. HENDERSON:  Two structures that could

13   accommodate one single-family, right.  Would that be

14   something we can consider?  Instead of having two

15   dwellings, could have two living spaces?  You would

16   have to deed restriction one of them.

17               MS. SANDERS:  Right.

18               MR. HENDERSON:  That would be one way to

19   incentivize but not increase the number of dwelling

20   units.  I know that's problematic.  Then it becomes

21   an enforcement issue.  You're dealing with issues of

22   rentals and things like that.

23               I agree that could be one incentive that

24   could get families thinking about, if I leave this

25   historic cottage where it is, I can build.
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 1               MS. SANDERS:  I want my mother living over

 2   here with me.

 3               MR. HENDERSON:  Right now accessory

 4   structures can't be used as living space.  That's

 5   prohibited

 6               MS. SANDERS:  That's what you're talking

 7   about.  Let's not make them connected.

 8               MR. CRAVER:  Right.

 9               MR. HENDERSON:  So you would have two

10   spaces.  Staff would have that burden, making sure

11   they're not turning into short-term rental space.

12               MR. CRAVER:  I don't mind making you-all

13   earn your money.

14               MR. HENDERSON:  I think there's a lot of

15   things we can do with this.  Look forward to talking

16   about it again.  I'll float more dates by you.

17               MR. CRAVER:  I think after the first of

18   the year.  If you send me that thing, I'll to try to

19   come up with some drafts.  And we can shuffle them

20   around by e-mail.

21               MR. HENDERSON:  I'll send it to everybody.

22               THE CHAIRPERSON:  No, send it to Billy.

23               Any other discussion?

24               MR. HENDERSON:  No, sir.

25               THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a motion that
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 1   we adjourn?

 2               MR. CRAVER:  I move that we adjourn.

 3               MR. WRIGHT:  Second.

 4               THE CHAIRPERSON:  All in favor.

 5               (All Board members stated aye.)

 6               (The meeting was concluded at 7:34 p.m.)
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 1                       CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

 2
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		142						LN		5		24		false		        24     tonight, then both would've been approved for the				false

		143						LN		5		25		false		        25     DRB.				false

		144						PG		6		0		false		page 6				false

		145						LN		6		1		false		         1                 The differences between this plan and the				false

		146						LN		6		2		false		         2     retrofit plan, the renovation of the existing plan,				false

		147						LN		6		3		false		         3     the footprint remains almost identical.  The				false

		148						LN		6		4		false		         4     difference is that, being a new house, it has to meet				false

		149						LN		6		5		false		         5     current zoning, which is why we're asking for the				false

		150						LN		6		6		false		         6     full relief on the site setback.  The existing core				false

		151						LN		6		7		false		         7     of the house from here to here currently does meet				false

		152						LN		6		8		false		         8     that maximum 30 feet.				false

		153						LN		6		9		false		         9                 But there was -- there is an existing				false

		154						LN		6		10		false		        10     porch or open deck on the north side here that we				false

		155						LN		6		11		false		        11     would remove as part of the new house option.				false

		156						LN		6		12		false		        12                 Currently, these two one-story wings that				false

		157						LN		6		13		false		        13     come out towards the Atlantic Avenue side are just				false

		158						LN		6		14		false		        14     simple gable volumes.  With this option, with the new				false

		159						LN		6		15		false		        15     house option, we would alter that slightly in order				false

		160						LN		6		16		false		        16     to incorporate an internal stair, which they don't				false

		161						LN		6		17		false		        17     currently have, and an elevator.				false

		162						LN		6		18		false		        18                 And also just to bring the style --				false

		163						LN		6		19		false		        19                 MR. WRIGHT:  Kate, excuse me for				false

		164						LN		6		20		false		        20     interrupting.  Where is Pettigrew?				false

		165						LN		6		21		false		        21                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Pettigrew is here.				false

		166						LN		6		22		false		        22     Atlantic is here.  Sorry about that.				false

		167						LN		6		23		false		        23                 The location of the house stays exactly				false

		168						LN		6		24		false		        24     the same.  Ceiling height stays exactly the same.				false

		169						LN		6		25		false		        25     The house will actually meet current flood standards,				false

		170						PG		7		0		false		page 7				false

		171						LN		7		1		false		         1     which is one foot above flood.  And the existing				false

		172						LN		7		2		false		         2     height is 37 feet as measured on site.  So we would				false

		173						LN		7		3		false		         3     still remain within 38 feet height restriction from				false

		174						LN		7		4		false		         4     grade.				false

		175						LN		7		5		false		         5                 As you can see on the Atlantic Avenue				false

		176						LN		7		6		false		         6     side, we're incorporating these one story pavilion				false

		177						LN		7		7		false		         7     instead of gable ends just to bring it into more of				false

		178						LN		7		8		false		         8     the island style and the quality.  But for all				false

		179						LN		7		9		false		         9     intents and purposes, it's almost exactly the same				false

		180						LN		7		10		false		        10     house.				false

		181						LN		7		11		false		        11                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any public				false

		182						LN		7		12		false		        12     comment?  Public comment section is closed.				false

		183						LN		7		13		false		        13                 Joe, do you have any final comment?				false

		184						LN		7		14		false		        14                 MR. HENDERSON:  If I could, Kate, just				false

		185						LN		7		15		false		        15     review one more time with the Board the relief that's				false

		186						LN		7		16		false		        16     requested here.  So I think that with this design,				false

		187						LN		7		17		false		        17     even with the demolition and rebuild, we're still in				false

		188						LN		7		18		false		        18     need of re-orientation.  So the house is required to				false

		189						LN		7		19		false		        19     be oriented towards the Atlantic Ocean.				false

		190						LN		7		20		false		        20                We're proposing to put the pool in the				false

		191						LN		7		21		false		        21     front yard, basically.  We have to determine that the				false

		192						LN		7		22		false		        22     orientation is for Atlantic Avenue and not Pettigrew,				false

		193						LN		7		23		false		        23     number one.				false

		194						LN		7		24		false		        24                 MR. WRIGHT:  Why does this have Atlantic				false

		195						LN		7		25		false		        25     address?  Is that what you're talking about?				false

		196						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		197						LN		8		1		false		         1                 MR. HENDERSON:  It has a Pettigrew				false

		198						LN		8		2		false		         2     address.				false

		199						LN		8		3		false		         3                 MS. CAMPBELL:  That's the old survey.				false

		200						LN		8		4		false		         4     When they bought the house, it was 2114 Atlantic.				false

		201						LN		8		5		false		         5                 MR. WRIGHT:  This shows Atlantic address				false

		202						LN		8		6		false		         6     as well.  It does have Pettigrew address?				false

		203						LN		8		7		false		         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  If that was left anywhere.				false

		204						LN		8		8		false		         8                 MR. WRIGHT:  It's 2114 Pettigrew?				false

		205						LN		8		9		false		         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, that should be				false

		206						LN		8		10		false		        10     changed in the GIS.  We still have to do that.				false

		207						LN		8		11		false		        11                 The request is for building				false

		208						LN		8		12		false		        12     re-orientation, principal building side facade 100				false

		209						LN		8		13		false		        13     percent; principal building square footage, increase				false

		210						LN		8		14		false		        14     of 25 percent; second story side setback, 100				false

		211						LN		8		15		false		        15     percent.  And then side setback relief, 25 percent.				false

		212						LN		8		16		false		        16                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Which the previous design				false

		213						LN		8		17		false		        17     also had all of those granted at the March meeting,				false

		214						LN		8		18		false		        18     the overages, I guess, with the exception of the side				false

		215						LN		8		19		false		        19     setback because it was an existing structure.				false

		216						LN		8		20		false		        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  Here are the standards for				false

		217						LN		8		21		false		        21     neighborhood compatibility.  We talked about				false

		218						LN		8		22		false		        22     reviewing each one of these projects, making sure it				false

		219						LN		8		23		false		        23     meets those standards.  That's all I have to add.				false

		220						LN		8		24		false		        24                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think the Board should				false

		221						LN		8		25		false		        25     have a discussion about how we'll go about -- this is				false

		222						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		223						LN		9		1		false		         1     a new -- well, there is a procedure that originally				false

		224						LN		9		2		false		         2     was happening.  It got simplified over time.  And I				false

		225						LN		9		3		false		         3     think the general thought is to assure that we are				false

		226						LN		9		4		false		         4     meeting the standards in order to provide the relief				false

		227						LN		9		5		false		         5     requested.				false

		228						LN		9		6		false		         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.  In issuing				false

		229						LN		9		7		false		         7     approval for any given project, you would simply				false

		230						LN		9		8		false		         8     reference that section of the ordinance highlighted.				false

		231						LN		9		9		false		         9                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Or the applicant can				false

		232						LN		9		10		false		        10     explain what convinced us why they meet the standard				false

		233						LN		9		11		false		        11     for neighborhood compatibility.  That would be the				false

		234						LN		9		12		false		        12     best way to have it done.				false

		235						LN		9		13		false		        13                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.				false

		236						LN		9		14		false		        14                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't know if you guys				false

		237						LN		9		15		false		        15     are prepared to do that right now.				false

		238						LN		9		16		false		        16                 MR. CLOWNEY:  We'll give it a try.				false

		239						LN		9		17		false		        17                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Kind of new process.				false

		240						LN		9		18		false		        18     Would you like to hold on to the new sheet.				false

		241						LN		9		19		false		        19                 MR. HENDERSON:  On every application,				false

		242						LN		9		20		false		        20     there's a box that you check that states, during the				false

		243						LN		9		21		false		        21     applicant presentation, they will demonstrate how				false

		244						LN		9		22		false		        22     they meet the standards.				false

		245						LN		9		23		false		        23                 I know we're kind of blindsiding you with				false

		246						LN		9		24		false		        24     this.  We had a study group discussion the other day,				false

		247						LN		9		25		false		        25     and I brought up a new way to present these projects.				false

		248						PG		10		0		false		page 10				false

		249						LN		10		1		false		         1                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Now we're at the stage				false

		250						LN		10		2		false		         2     where the Board -- we've heard from Joe.  The Board				false

		251						LN		10		3		false		         3     is going to ask questions.  We can all talk about the				false

		252						LN		10		4		false		         4     application in front of us.				false

		253						LN		10		5		false		         5                 And what I note, just regarding the				false

		254						LN		10		6		false		         6     neighborhood standard for neighborhood compatibility,				false

		255						LN		10		7		false		         7     what I note is one of the standards is that, in that				false

		256						LN		10		8		false		         8     neighborhood, would this house be compatible?				false

		257						LN		10		9		false		         9                 Well, I'd say it is because it is				false

		258						LN		10		10		false		        10     virtually the same house that's currently right there				false

		259						LN		10		11		false		        11     that may be renovated or just may take its place.				false

		260						LN		10		12		false		        12                 I find that the house that's there is				false

		261						LN		10		13		false		        13     absolutely characteristic of the neighborhood and of				false

		262						LN		10		14		false		        14     Sullivan's Island homes.  This actually is a bit of				false

		263						LN		10		15		false		        15     an improvement on that house.				false

		264						LN		10		16		false		        16                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Definitely an improvement.				false

		265						LN		10		17		false		        17                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  The roof lines bring the				false

		266						LN		10		18		false		        18     apparent height through the use of those hip grooves.				false

		267						LN		10		19		false		        19     If that gets you started.  That's what I see.				false

		268						LN		10		20		false		        20                 MR. CLOWNEY:  You want us to go through				false

		269						LN		10		21		false		        21     each one like A, B, C, D.?				false

		270						LN		10		22		false		        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't think we need --				false

		271						LN		10		23		false		        23     I really don't think -- it's not historic.  Some of				false

		272						LN		10		24		false		        24     these don't apply.  You might just touch on the				false

		273						LN		10		25		false		        25     points that would apply in this case; is that				false

		274						PG		11		0		false		page 11				false

		275						LN		11		1		false		         1     correct?				false

		276						LN		11		2		false		         2                 MR. HENDERSON:  Typically it's materials.				false

		277						LN		11		3		false		         3     You want to touch on materials, massing, roof lines.				false

		278						LN		11		4		false		         4     Hit on some of the items that make it characteristic				false

		279						LN		11		5		false		         5     of Sullivan's Island architecture.  I don't think you				false

		280						LN		11		6		false		         6     necessarily have to go each one of these points.				false

		281						LN		11		7		false		         7                 In fact, the Board would identify if it				false

		282						LN		11		8		false		         8     did not meet one of the standards.  And it's that				false

		283						LN		11		9		false		         9     back and forth.				false

		284						LN		11		10		false		        10                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do you have additional				false

		285						LN		11		11		false		        11     copies of these?  Every applicant is going to need to				false

		286						LN		11		12		false		        12     address these.  You guys might want to get a copy.				false

		287						LN		11		13		false		        13                 MR. CLOWNEY:  I think you-all know the				false

		288						LN		11		14		false		        14     pattern is appropriate; the massing is appropriate;				false

		289						LN		11		15		false		        15     the orientation is the same as all the other houses				false

		290						LN		11		16		false		        16     along the street.  The fenestration is traditional				false

		291						LN		11		17		false		        17     and historic.				false

		292						LN		11		18		false		        18                 And so the materials are in like kind,				false

		293						LN		11		19		false		        19     basically, we're replacing -- we're doing the same				false

		294						LN		11		20		false		        20     type of materials.				false

		295						LN		11		21		false		        21                 I think it has an asphalt shingle roof				false

		296						LN		11		22		false		        22     now.  We're going to be doing a standing seam metal				false

		297						LN		11		23		false		        23     roof.  Every little bit of it, as we move along, is				false

		298						LN		11		24		false		        24     going to get better.  And that was actually the way				false

		299						LN		11		25		false		        25     it was going to be in March also.				false

		300						PG		12		0		false		page 12				false

		301						LN		12		1		false		         1                 MS. CAMPBELL:  It's all boxy right now.				false

		302						LN		12		2		false		         2     We're going to be going back with rafters and other				false

		303						LN		12		3		false		         3     detailing.				false

		304						LN		12		4		false		         4                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Little things like that,				false

		305						LN		12		5		false		         5     shutters, the height of the windows.  The windows are				false

		306						LN		12		6		false		         6     definitely more vertical in the main living level.				false

		307						LN		12		7		false		         7     They are six, eight doors, windows.  Bringing them				false

		308						LN		12		8		false		         8     all up to eight feet.  Making the house feel a little				false

		309						LN		12		9		false		         9     bit small, spaces inside feel a little bit more				false

		310						LN		12		10		false		        10     vertical.				false

		311						LN		12		11		false		        11                 That would be it.				false

		312						LN		12		12		false		        12                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Would you like to start				false

		313						LN		12		13		false		        13     with any comments?				false

		314						LN		12		14		false		        14                 MS. BOHAN:  I just have one quick				false

		315						LN		12		15		false		        15     question.  As I note the process, if you did go to				false

		316						LN		12		16		false		        16     renovation versus build, would the character of the				false

		317						LN		12		17		false		        17     materials change the exterior appearance of the house				false

		318						LN		12		18		false		        18     from one to the other?				false

		319						LN		12		19		false		        19                 MR. CLOWNEY:  No.  If we elect to go with				false

		320						LN		12		20		false		        20     the renovation as opposed to the tear-down, which is				false

		321						LN		12		21		false		        21     already approved, it's still that same good quality				false

		322						LN		12		22		false		        22     of materials.  Still moving the windows, all the				false

		323						LN		12		23		false		        23     things that I just mentioned; all those things.				false

		324						LN		12		24		false		        24                 The only thing that's going to be				false

		325						LN		12		25		false		        25     different, the carcass of the house, which we				false

		326						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		327						LN		13		1		false		         1     determined has some serious issues, would be starting				false

		328						LN		13		2		false		         2     over basically.				false

		329						LN		13		3		false		         3                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do you have any				false

		330						LN		13		4		false		         4     comments?				false

		331						LN		13		5		false		         5                 MS. SANDERS:  I don't know if I'm missing				false

		332						LN		13		6		false		         6     a page or if I'm just not on today.  This picture				false

		333						LN		13		7		false		         7     looks like the -- help me.  My brain --				false

		334						LN		13		8		false		         8                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  That's the existing				false

		335						LN		13		9		false		         9     house.				false

		336						LN		13		10		false		        10                 MS. SANDERS:  What I'm saying, it looks				false

		337						LN		13		11		false		        11     like a very long spanse of wall.				false

		338						LN		13		12		false		        12                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Right, it is currently.  And				false

		339						LN		13		13		false		        13     with the addition.  And if we change it, we're going				false

		340						LN		13		14		false		        14     to be fixing that.  We'll be righting that wrong.				false

		341						LN		13		15		false		        15                 MS. SANDERS:  Thank you.  Okay.  There's				false

		342						LN		13		16		false		        16     no relief for that now, where as there was on the				false

		343						LN		13		17		false		        17     original?				false

		344						LN		13		18		false		        18                 MS. CAMPBELL:  I don't think we asked				false

		345						LN		13		19		false		        19     about it.				false

		346						LN		13		20		false		        20                 MS. SANDERS:  You're going to make it				false

		347						LN		13		21		false		        21     compatible.				false

		348						LN		13		22		false		        22                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Right.				false

		349						LN		13		23		false		        23                 MS. SANDERS:  It's not going to be a big				false

		350						LN		13		24		false		        24     old flat wall.				false

		351						LN		13		25		false		        25                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Exactly.				false

		352						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		353						LN		14		1		false		         1                 MS. SANDERS:  In addition to the square				false

		354						LN		14		2		false		         2     footage.				false

		355						LN		14		3		false		         3                 MS. CAMPBELL:  That's another reason we				false

		356						LN		14		4		false		         4     were breaking this up a little bit is to not have it				false

		357						LN		14		5		false		         5     a stretch limo on that side.				false

		358						LN		14		6		false		         6                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think that's a real				false

		359						LN		14		7		false		         7     good point.  There's a long expanse of a flat wall				false

		360						LN		14		8		false		         8     that doesn't meet today's ordinance to solve that				false

		361						LN		14		9		false		         9     problem.				false

		362						LN		14		10		false		        10                 MR. CLOWNEY:  The only other thing I'll				false

		363						LN		14		11		false		        11     say, we just want to make really certain we're not --				false

		364						LN		14		12		false		        12     they are going to have the flexibility to come back				false

		365						LN		14		13		false		        13     and do whichever way they want to go.  They want to				false

		366						LN		14		14		false		        14     make sure that they don't have to tear the house				false

		367						LN		14		15		false		        15     down.  They want to make sure, if the numbers aren't				false

		368						LN		14		16		false		        16     working for them, they can go back to the one that				false

		369						LN		14		17		false		        17     was originally approved.				false

		370						LN		14		18		false		        18                 We've talked to Randy, and we talked to				false

		371						LN		14		19		false		        19     Joe about that.  Hopefully, with your permission, we				false

		372						LN		14		20		false		        20     can just do that at staff when they make that				false

		373						LN		14		21		false		        21     decision.  That's fine.				false

		374						LN		14		22		false		        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Duke.				false

		375						LN		14		23		false		        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine.  I think all the				false

		376						LN		14		24		false		        24     standards are met in either case with the exception				false

		377						LN		14		25		false		        25     of Rhonda's mention.  I'm fine with it.				false

		378						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		379						LN		15		1		false		         1                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  And so am I.  Do I hear				false

		380						LN		15		2		false		         2     a motion?				false

		381						LN		15		3		false		         3                 MR. WRIGHT:  I move that we approve the				false

		382						LN		15		4		false		         4     request as submitted and take in mind the option is				false

		383						LN		15		5		false		         5     open for a new house versus the modified existing				false

		384						LN		15		6		false		         6     house.				false

		385						LN		15		7		false		         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's final approval?				false

		386						LN		15		8		false		         8                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I have a question.  Is				false

		387						LN		15		9		false		         9     it final?				false

		388						LN		15		10		false		        10                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with that.				false

		389						LN		15		11		false		        11                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?				false

		390						LN		15		12		false		        12                 MS. SANDERS:  Second.				false

		391						LN		15		13		false		        13                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any discussion?				false

		392						LN		15		14		false		        14     Does anyone have anything else to say?				false

		393						LN		15		15		false		        15                 MS. SANDERS:  I have a question.  If y'all				false

		394						LN		15		16		false		        16     kept the house and still had that limousine wall -- I				false

		395						LN		15		17		false		        17     like that term, just curious.				false

		396						LN		15		18		false		        18                 MS. CAMPBELL:  This approval doesn't				false

		397						LN		15		19		false		        19     prevent them from going back to that.				false

		398						LN		15		20		false		        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  All in favor?				false

		399						LN		15		21		false		        21                 (All Board members stated aye.)				false

		400						LN		15		22		false		        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None				false

		401						LN		15		23		false		        23     opposed.				false

		402						LN		15		24		false		        24                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Thank you.				false

		403						LN		15		25		false		        25                 MR. WRIGHT:  You did a good job with the				false

		404						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		405						LN		16		1		false		         1     first one.				false

		406						LN		16		2		false		         2                 MR. CLOWNEY:  We'll keep that test for				false

		407						LN		16		3		false		         3     next time.				false

		408						LN		16		4		false		         4                              2724 BAYONNE STREET				false

		409						LN		16		5		false		         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Next item is 2724				false

		410						LN		16		6		false		         6     Bayonne Street.				false

		411						LN		16		7		false		         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is agenda item D-2.				false

		412						LN		16		8		false		         8     This is a COA request for a nonhistoric property.				false

		413						LN		16		9		false		         9     Currently the lot is vacant at 2724 Bayonne Street.				false

		414						LN		16		10		false		        10                 Sabrina Cochran is here to present a new				false

		415						LN		16		11		false		        11     home construction.  She's requesting relief from the				false

		416						LN		16		12		false		        12     zoning standards for principal building square				false

		417						LN		16		13		false		        13     footage, second story side setback, and building				false

		418						LN		16		14		false		        14     foundation height of ten inches, three-quarters;				false

		419						LN		16		15		false		        15     correct?				false

		420						LN		16		16		false		        16                 MS. COCHRAN:  Correct.				false

		421						LN		16		17		false		        17                 MR. HENDERSON:  There have been a couple				false

		422						LN		16		18		false		        18     of recommendations for changes that I sent out to				false

		423						LN		16		19		false		        19     Ms. Sabrina here, to remove the parking area in the				false

		424						LN		16		20		false		        20     front yard on the Bayonne Street side, but I'll let				false

		425						LN		16		21		false		        21     you make the presentation.				false

		426						LN		16		22		false		        22                 MS. COCHRAN:  Again, I'm Sabrina Cochran				false

		427						LN		16		23		false		        23     with SLC Architect, representing the owners, Jim and				false

		428						LN		16		24		false		        24     Maryann, and their property at 2724 Bayonne.  They				false

		429						LN		16		25		false		        25     currently live up north, but they're looking to move				false

		430						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		431						LN		17		1		false		         1     down here.  They're excited about designing this				false

		432						LN		17		2		false		         2     house for their family of nine; they have seven				false

		433						LN		17		3		false		         3     children.				false

		434						LN		17		4		false		         4                 As Joe said, it's not historic property.				false

		435						LN		17		5		false		         5     We're asking for relief in three areas.  On the side				false

		436						LN		17		6		false		         6     elevations, the west and east, we are asking for				false

		437						LN		17		7		false		         7     second floor side setback relief.  Obviously, you can				false

		438						LN		17		8		false		         8     see here, here and here.  One reason is we have a				false

		439						LN		17		9		false		         9     reverse floor plan.  We're really trying to take				false

		440						LN		17		10		false		        10     advantage of the second floor square footage space to				false

		441						LN		17		11		false		        11     fit in the spaces that they need.				false

		442						LN		17		12		false		        12                 We tried to change materials and do things				false

		443						LN		17		13		false		        13     to break it up a little bit so it's not one massive				false

		444						LN		17		14		false		        14     wall, push and pull.  You can kind of see they do go				false

		445						LN		17		15		false		        15     in and out.  We're hoping the change in materials,				false

		446						LN		17		16		false		        16     kind of pushing and pulling, alleviate a little bit				false

		447						LN		17		17		false		        17     of that second floor side setback.				false

		448						LN		17		18		false		        18                 The second thing is principal building				false

		449						LN		17		19		false		        19     square footage.  We're asking for 657 square feet,				false

		450						LN		17		20		false		        20     which is 16 percent relief.  Like I mentioned, they				false

		451						LN		17		21		false		        21     have a family of nine.  We have four bedrooms and a				false

		452						LN		17		22		false		        22     bunk room.  We're really just designing it for				false

		453						LN		17		23		false		        23     minimal floor plan to fit their family.  We just need				false

		454						LN		17		24		false		        24     a little extra square footage.				false

		455						LN		17		25		false		        25                 We don't feel like we have extreme number				false

		456						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		457						LN		18		1		false		         1     of bedrooms or large spaces; hopefully, that's a				false

		458						LN		18		2		false		         2     reasonable request.				false

		459						LN		18		3		false		         3                 The last request was building foundation				false

		460						LN		18		4		false		         4     height.  Like you see here, we just have a nine-foot				false

		461						LN		18		5		false		         5     space in the ground floor; enough for standard eight				false

		462						LN		18		6		false		         6     foot door, door opener.  Nothing crazy.  It's just				false

		463						LN		18		7		false		         7     that with VE 16, the first floor pushes us over ten				false

		464						LN		18		8		false		         8     foot.  It's pretty standard height on the ground				false

		465						LN		18		9		false		         9     floor.				false

		466						LN		18		10		false		        10                 The last thing I want to talk about, which				false

		467						LN		18		11		false		        11     Joe mentioned, was the parking and driveway, and the				false

		468						LN		18		12		false		        12     fence.  Joe asked me to clarify with you.  The survey				false

		469						LN		18		13		false		        13     you have was the survey they got when they bought the				false

		470						LN		18		14		false		        14     property, and the neighbor's fence looks like it				false

		471						LN		18		15		false		        15     encroaches three feet, which it did.  The neighbor				false

		472						LN		18		16		false		        16     has since put the fence back up on the property line				false

		473						LN		18		17		false		        17     so it doesn't encroach anymore.				false

		474						LN		18		18		false		        18                 Also, they are planning to have a pool.				false

		475						LN		18		19		false		        19     Hardscape and landscape hasn't been designed yet.				false

		476						LN		18		20		false		        20     This is for conceptual.  We know we have to have a				false

		477						LN		18		21		false		        21     pool fence.  It will conform to Sullivan's Island's				false

		478						LN		18		22		false		        22     standards; kind of shown it here and follow the				false

		479						LN		18		23		false		        23     property line to come back around to enclose the				false

		480						LN		18		24		false		        24     pool.				false

		481						LN		18		25		false		        25                 The other thing is the driveway and				false

		482						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		483						LN		19		1		false		         1     parking.  We're currently showing the driveway here,				false

		484						LN		19		2		false		         2     turn around space and some guest parking in the				false

		485						LN		19		3		false		         3     front.  I understand, according to what Joe said in				false

		486						LN		19		4		false		         4     the ordinance, it says:  To the extent possible,				false

		487						LN		19		5		false		         5     parking area should be 20 feet to the rear of the				false

		488						LN		19		6		false		         6     principal building's front facade.				false

		489						LN		19		7		false		         7                 I think I understand that.  We all				false

		490						LN		19		8		false		         8     understand that.  We're hoping, if possible, you				false

		491						LN		19		9		false		         9     might be able to reconsider that for a few reasons.				false

		492						LN		19		10		false		        10     One, the Mackeys say this is a busy street for				false

		493						LN		19		11		false		        11     beach-goers.  If we can take two spots for our				false

		494						LN		19		12		false		        12     guests, get it off the street, it opens up some				false

		495						LN		19		13		false		        13     parking on the street.				false

		496						LN		19		14		false		        14                 Another reason is, when our guests come to				false

		497						LN		19		15		false		        15     dinner, I want them to feel like they're parking,				false

		498						LN		19		16		false		        16     they can come to a nice walk -- obviously not shown				false

		499						LN		19		17		false		        17     here yet -- nice walk and get up to the front steps,				false

		500						LN		19		18		false		        18     and it makes sense.				false

		501						LN		19		19		false		        19                 The third reason is the neighborhood				false

		502						LN		19		20		false		        20     compatibility, one of those standards, says -- one of				false

		503						LN		19		21		false		        21     them is placement and alignment of driveways.  If you				false

		504						LN		19		22		false		        22     look here, these are some satellite images.  This is				false

		505						LN		19		23		false		        23     the property directly next door.  Here's their lot.				false

		506						LN		19		24		false		        24     They have parking in the front here.				false

		507						LN		19		25		false		        25                 This house down here, which is this, they				false

		508						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		509						LN		20		1		false		         1     have parking in the front.  This house farther to the				false

		510						LN		20		2		false		         2     west has parking right in front.  And this home to				false

		511						LN		20		3		false		         3     the east has parking in the front, which basically is				false

		512						LN		20		4		false		         4     a lot wider but the same configuration.				false

		513						LN		20		5		false		         5                 Six homes within two blocks of them that				false

		514						LN		20		6		false		         6     all have parking in their front.  We feel like that				false

		515						LN		20		7		false		         7     is meeting the neighborhood compatibility, hoping				false

		516						LN		20		8		false		         8     that maybe you could consider that.				false

		517						LN		20		9		false		         9                 In terms of neighborhood compatibility, in				false

		518						LN		20		10		false		        10     general, we do feel like this is a pretty eclectic				false

		519						LN		20		11		false		        11     neighborhood.  There's a lot of different homes; dome				false

		520						LN		20		12		false		        12     house, there's a lot of two story homes, there's				false

		521						LN		20		13		false		        13     really modern home next door.  Really modern home				false

		522						LN		20		14		false		        14     four doors down.				false

		523						LN		20		15		false		        15                 It's a pretty big mix of homes.  We feel				false

		524						LN		20		16		false		        16     like we need the massing, lot of full two-story type				false

		525						LN		20		17		false		        17     homes in that neighborhood, which have a lot of				false

		526						LN		20		18		false		        18     porches.  The front and the rear of the home all have				false

		527						LN		20		19		false		        19     porches, metal roof.  The railings that make the				false

		528						LN		20		20		false		        20     Sullivan's Island style.				false

		529						LN		20		21		false		        21                 So we feel the massing, height, scale				false

		530						LN		20		22		false		        22     materials, two-over-two windows was hoping in general				false

		531						LN		20		23		false		        23     that these things meet the neighborhood compatibility				false

		532						LN		20		24		false		        24     standards.  And that neighborhood is so eclectic,				false

		533						LN		20		25		false		        25     it's hard to plug in with everyone.  Tried our best.				false

		534						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		535						LN		21		1		false		         1     Those are the items we're requesting.				false

		536						LN		21		2		false		         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Joe, I've got a general				false

		537						LN		21		3		false		         3     question about the parking.  Can you help explain to				false

		538						LN		21		4		false		         4     the Board why it would be written that way to limit				false

		539						LN		21		5		false		         5     parking in the front.				false

		540						LN		21		6		false		         6                 (Mr. Craver entered the room.)				false

		541						LN		21		7		false		         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  Well, I'm not sure				false

		542						LN		21		8		false		         8     about -- the spirit and intent of the ordinance is to				false

		543						LN		21		9		false		         9     have all storage and I guess vehicle storage and				false

		544						LN		21		10		false		        10     parking behind the house to encourage front yards and				false

		545						LN		21		11		false		        11     not have vehicles stacked in the front yard.				false

		546						LN		21		12		false		        12                 We also have a section of the ordinance				false

		547						LN		21		13		false		        13     that prohibits -- outright prohibits -- parking areas				false

		548						LN		21		14		false		        14     in the front yard.  That's 21-143-C of the ordinance,				false

		549						LN		21		15		false		        15     in the accessory structure section of the ordinance.				false

		550						LN		21		16		false		        16                 And it actually says:  That storage areas				false

		551						LN		21		17		false		        17     shall be located a minimum of 20 feet to the rear of				false

		552						LN		21		18		false		        18     the principal building's front facade.  Because it				false

		553						LN		21		19		false		        19     has that shall, it takes away the permissive.				false

		554						LN		21		20		false		        20                 MS. COCHRAN:  That's a storage area?				false

		555						LN		21		21		false		        21                 MR. HENDERSON:  For residential parking.				false

		556						LN		21		22		false		        22     It's under the outdoor storage of vehicles and				false

		557						LN		21		23		false		        23     equipment.				false

		558						LN		21		24		false		        24                 MS. COCHRAN:  Also in the accessory				false

		559						LN		21		25		false		        25     structures, that's where I found this:  To the extent				false

		560						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		561						LN		22		1		false		         1     possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear				false

		562						LN		22		2		false		         2     of the front facade.  That's also in the accessory				false

		563						LN		22		3		false		         3     structure section.				false

		564						LN		22		4		false		         4                 MR. HENDERSON:  It says, outdoor storage				false

		565						LN		22		5		false		         5     of vehicles and equipment.  So if you look -- I see				false

		566						LN		22		6		false		         6     what they're saying here.  It says:  To the extent				false

		567						LN		22		7		false		         7     possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear				false

		568						LN		22		8		false		         8     of the principal building front facade.				false

		569						LN		22		9		false		         9                 And under outdoor storage of vehicles and				false

		570						LN		22		10		false		        10     equipment it says --				false

		571						LN		22		11		false		        11                 MS. COCHRAN:  I guess I wasn't thinking				false

		572						LN		22		12		false		        12     about storage of vehicles.  It's just for guests to				false

		573						LN		22		13		false		        13     come.  That's how I interpreted it.  I thought the				false

		574						LN		22		14		false		        14     one saying parking -- it's up to you guys.				false

		575						LN		22		15		false		        15                 MR. HENDERSON:  Randy, do you have any				false

		576						LN		22		16		false		        16     input on that?				false

		577						LN		22		17		false		        17                 Most of our site design, since I've been				false

		578						LN		22		18		false		        18     here two-and-a-half years, we've taken a pretty hard				false

		579						LN		22		19		false		        19     line approach on this and required parking areas to				false

		580						LN		22		20		false		        20     be 20 feet behind the principal.				false

		581						LN		22		21		false		        21                 MS. SANDERS:  On new construction.				false

		582						LN		22		22		false		        22                 MR. HENDERSON:  Or even retrofit.  When				false

		583						LN		22		23		false		        23     someone has an existing home and create a new				false

		584						LN		22		24		false		        24     driveway or tear-up concrete and put in pervious				false

		585						LN		22		25		false		        25     surfaces.  When we see a proposal to have a large				false

		586						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		587						LN		23		1		false		         1     area paved in the front yard, we reference this				false

		588						LN		23		2		false		         2     section in the ordinance.  I think that's been kind				false

		589						LN		23		3		false		         3     of a long-standing interpretation of the ordinance.				false

		590						LN		23		4		false		         4                 If we want to have that clarified, I				false

		591						LN		23		5		false		         5     suppose we could take it to the planning commission.				false

		592						LN		23		6		false		         6                 MS. SANDERS:  If the lot is fairly deep,				false

		593						LN		23		7		false		         7     would there be parking in the back?				false

		594						LN		23		8		false		         8                 MS. COCHRAN:  Just felt like to have				false

		595						LN		23		9		false		         9     guests park all the way in the back of the house --				false

		596						LN		23		10		false		        10     if that's what it is, it is.  They were just hoping				false

		597						LN		23		11		false		        11     because it says to the extent possible, that made				false

		598						LN		23		12		false		        12     logical sense.				false

		599						LN		23		13		false		        13                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's so interesting.  I				false

		600						LN		23		14		false		        14     look at this particular plan, I see some front steps.				false

		601						LN		23		15		false		        15     It just seems like that's where you put parking.  All				false

		602						LN		23		16		false		        16     those years, not been able to allow it.				false

		603						LN		23		17		false		        17                 MS. SANDERS:  It could be wide enough for				false

		604						LN		23		18		false		        18     two cars; correct?				false

		605						LN		23		19		false		        19                 MR. HENDERSON:  The driveway is 12 feet in				false

		606						LN		23		20		false		        20     width is the maximum.  At the edge of payment, it's				false

		607						LN		23		21		false		        21     maximum of 20 feet.				false

		608						LN		23		22		false		        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's limited to 12 at				false

		609						LN		23		23		false		        23     the road.  At the property line.				false

		610						LN		23		24		false		        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  At the property line.				false

		611						LN		23		25		false		        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It could span inward of				false

		612						PG		24		0		false		page 24				false

		613						LN		24		1		false		         1     the property line.				false

		614						LN		24		2		false		         2                 MS. COCHRAN:  It could extend in and				false

		615						LN		24		3		false		         3     parallel parking almost.				false

		616						LN		24		4		false		         4                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is the driveway impervious?				false

		617						LN		24		5		false		         5                 MS. COCHRAN:  It's going to be impervious.				false

		618						LN		24		6		false		         6                 MR. WRIGHT:  Gravel?				false

		619						LN		24		7		false		         7                 MS. COCHRAN:  Planning on pavers.				false

		620						LN		24		8		false		         8                 MR. WRIGHT:  But it's pervious.  That I				false

		621						LN		24		9		false		         9     think -- Rhonda's point, I think I understand it.  If				false

		622						LN		24		10		false		        10     you can just widen that driveway inside the property				false

		623						LN		24		11		false		        11     line, cars could park.				false

		624						LN		24		12		false		        12                 MS. COCHRAN:  That makes sense.				false

		625						LN		24		13		false		        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  Parallel parking kind of				false

		626						LN		24		14		false		        14     thing.				false

		627						LN		24		15		false		        15                 MS. COCHRAN:  Wide driveway.				false

		628						LN		24		16		false		        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  Follow what I'm saying?				false

		629						LN		24		17		false		        17                 MS. COCHRAN:  They want a screen of				false

		630						LN		24		18		false		        18     landscaping.  They're not trying to make it ugly				false

		631						LN		24		19		false		        19     concrete pad.				false

		632						LN		24		20		false		        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think the Design Review				false

		633						LN		24		21		false		        21     Board has the ability to appeal staff decision with				false

		634						LN		24		22		false		        22     regard to a design standard or design guideline.  If				false

		635						LN		24		23		false		        23     it is an actual standard of the ordinance where it				false

		636						LN		24		24		false		        24     says shall then that would, I suppose, an appeal				false

		637						LN		24		25		false		        25     would go to the Board of Zoning Appeals.				false

		638						PG		25		0		false		page 25				false

		639						LN		25		1		false		         1                 MR. CRAVER:  What section of that you're				false

		640						LN		25		2		false		         2     talking about?				false

		641						LN		25		3		false		         3                 MR. HENDERSON:  21-143.				false

		642						LN		25		4		false		         4                 MS. SANDERS:  You showed up just in time.				false

		643						LN		25		5		false		         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  This requirement probably				false

		644						LN		25		6		false		         6     comes from the fact that we have a lot of historic				false

		645						LN		25		7		false		         7     structures, lot of historic districts.  If you can				false

		646						LN		25		8		false		         8     imagine one of the houses on Officer's Row turning				false

		647						LN		25		9		false		         9     their front yard to a parking space, 600 square feet				false

		648						LN		25		10		false		        10     or 400 square feet, it might garner a reaction.				false

		649						LN		25		11		false		        11                 MR. COCHRAN:  I think that's a really good				false

		650						LN		25		12		false		        12     point.  My point, in this neighborhood, it is				false

		651						LN		25		13		false		        13     compatible.  It's not in the historic district.				false

		652						LN		25		14		false		        14                 One block this way and one block this way.				false

		653						LN		25		15		false		        15                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is what Sabrina				false

		654						LN		25		16		false		        16     referenced here; to the extent possible.				false

		655						LN		25		17		false		        17                 You drop down here, it says storage areas				false

		656						LN		25		18		false		        18     for vehicles and equipment shall be located minimum				false

		657						LN		25		19		false		        19     ten feet of the front facade.  One says shall, the				false

		658						LN		25		20		false		        20     other says to all extent possible.				false

		659						LN		25		21		false		        21                 MR. ROBINSON:  There's plenty of room.				false

		660						LN		25		22		false		        22     That's possible to park behind the front facade of				false

		661						LN		25		23		false		        23     this house.				false

		662						LN		25		24		false		        24                 MS. SANDERS:  Or on the street.				false

		663						LN		25		25		false		        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Folks, I think one thing				false

		664						PG		26		0		false		page 26				false

		665						LN		26		1		false		         1     we need to keep in mind, we can't have simultaneous				false

		666						LN		26		2		false		         2     conversations going on.  We can't record that.  We				false

		667						LN		26		3		false		         3     need to --				false

		668						LN		26		4		false		         4                 Joe, did you ask Randy a question?  Did				false

		669						LN		26		5		false		         5     you have the floor, Randy?				false

		670						LN		26		6		false		         6                 I didn't hear what you said, I'm sorry.				false

		671						LN		26		7		false		         7                 MR. ROBINSON:  What I said was it is				false

		672						LN		26		8		false		         8     possible to have the parking on the rear of the				false

		673						LN		26		9		false		         9     house.  To the extent possible, I mean, it's possible				false

		674						LN		26		10		false		        10     to put it back there.				false

		675						LN		26		11		false		        11                 There's a lot of things you disagree with				false

		676						LN		26		12		false		        12     the ordinance.  You just got to live with it in some				false

		677						LN		26		13		false		        13     instances.  You're saying other houses on the block				false

		678						LN		26		14		false		        14     were parking forward of the front facade.				false

		679						LN		26		15		false		        15                 MR. CRAVER:  The Hyman house has the				false

		680						LN		26		16		false		        16     driveway coming in off of the Atlantic side.  And				false

		681						LN		26		17		false		        17     it's not a concrete driveway.  It's a gravel				false

		682						LN		26		18		false		        18     driveway.  It's really smart.  They use that side				false

		683						LN		26		19		false		        19     setback as their driveway and they got a ton of				false

		684						LN		26		20		false		        20     parking.  But it's -- they probably are parking				false

		685						LN		26		21		false		        21     parallel to the front facade of the house.  That				false

		686						LN		26		22		false		        22     parking goes up to.  And they're actually parking in				false

		687						LN		26		23		false		        23     front of the house, too.  I don't know that it's				false

		688						LN		26		24		false		        24     improved parking.  They're just doing it.				false

		689						LN		26		25		false		        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm kind of thinking				false

		690						PG		27		0		false		page 27				false

		691						LN		27		1		false		         1     that this really isn't the main point.  This is just				false

		692						LN		27		2		false		         2     one of the issues that you're dealing with.  You want				false

		693						LN		27		3		false		         3     to have it generally approved.  You can always come				false

		694						LN		27		4		false		         4     back and deal with parking at a later date, if need				false

		695						LN		27		5		false		         5     be.  I'm thinking why don't we go through the normal				false

		696						LN		27		6		false		         6     process.				false

		697						LN		27		7		false		         7                 Duke.  You might want to comment of the				false

		698						LN		27		8		false		         8     general design.				false

		699						LN		27		9		false		         9                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with the general				false

		700						LN		27		10		false		        10     design of the house.  I think -- and I'm familiar				false

		701						LN		27		11		false		        11     with the house to the west, which is kind of a				false

		702						LN		27		12		false		        12     strange design anyway.  And I think this improves the				false

		703						LN		27		13		false		        13     neighborhood in that sense.				false

		704						LN		27		14		false		        14                 And, frankly, I suspect that the house on				false

		705						LN		27		15		false		        15     the corner eventually will go, and there will be				false

		706						LN		27		16		false		        16     another larger house there on the corner of Bayonne.				false

		707						LN		27		17		false		        17                 MR. CRAVER:  28 and Atlantic.  That's my				false

		708						LN		27		18		false		        18     stomping ground.				false

		709						LN		27		19		false		        19                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is that your house?				false

		710						LN		27		20		false		        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  There are some pictures				false

		711						LN		27		21		false		        21     floating around.				false

		712						LN		27		22		false		        22                 MR. CRAVER:  The yellow house.				false

		713						LN		27		23		false		        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  I think from a compatible				false

		714						LN		27		24		false		        24     standpoint, I think it's fine.  Pretty eclectic in				false

		715						LN		27		25		false		        25     that area anyway.  I'm fine with the design.				false

		716						PG		28		0		false		page 28				false

		717						LN		28		1		false		         1                 MS. BOHAN:  I agree.  I think it's a nice				false

		718						LN		28		2		false		         2     improvement for an existing house.  I would just				false

		719						LN		28		3		false		         3     point out one thing.  Never mind.  I'll come back to				false

		720						LN		28		4		false		         4     that.				false

		721						LN		28		5		false		         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Rhonda.				false

		722						LN		28		6		false		         6                 MS. SANDERS:  I think it's nice also.  I				false

		723						LN		28		7		false		         7     just want to caution everyone, because we have had a				false

		724						LN		28		8		false		         8     prior applicant come three times and we have denied				false

		725						LN		28		9		false		         9     the side setback, second floor setback because of the				false

		726						LN		28		10		false		        10     wall effect.  And I don't want us to get -- I think				false

		727						LN		28		11		false		        11     something might be done to solve that so that we're				false

		728						LN		28		12		false		        12     being consistent.  If you know what I'm referring to.				false

		729						LN		28		13		false		        13                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I know exactly what				false

		730						LN		28		14		false		        14     you're referring to.  Good point.				false

		731						LN		28		15		false		        15                 MS. SANDERS:  That's my thought.  On the				false

		732						LN		28		16		false		        16     driveway, I think that's up to y'all.  They have				false

		733						LN		28		17		false		        17     street parking.  They have in the behind parking.  If				false

		734						LN		28		18		false		        18     that's what the ordinance says, believe me, I wish it				false

		735						LN		28		19		false		        19     were different.  That's why we have the ordinance is				false

		736						LN		28		20		false		        20     to solve things that are problems that are already				false

		737						LN		28		21		false		        21     there.  We can't change what's there.  Those are my				false

		738						LN		28		22		false		        22     thoughts.				false

		739						LN		28		23		false		        23                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Billy.				false

		740						LN		28		24		false		        24                 MR. CRAVER:  I'm just trying to -- the				false

		741						LN		28		25		false		        25     second -- the side setback, second floor setback,				false

		742						PG		29		0		false		page 29				false

		743						LN		29		1		false		         1     which side is that?				false

		744						LN		29		2		false		         2                 MS. COCHRAN:  East and west.				false

		745						LN		29		3		false		         3                 MR. CRAVER:  Both sides.  It's not a box.				false

		746						LN		29		4		false		         4                 MS. SANDERS:  It's a much nicer design.				false

		747						LN		29		5		false		         5                 MR. CRAVER:  It is.  I guess that's what				false

		748						LN		29		6		false		         6     I'm saying is that -- Steve, you correct me.  You and				false

		749						LN		29		7		false		         7     I have had a lot of discussion about this issue.				false

		750						LN		29		8		false		         8                 MS. BOHAN:  It's only this long that is				false

		751						LN		29		9		false		         9     along the front on the right.				false

		752						LN		29		10		false		        10                 MR. CRAVER:  It's only a 30-foot run.  And				false

		753						LN		29		11		false		        11     then you have porches and the other side is not just				false

		754						LN		29		12		false		        12     a straight, long wall.  The front is not a straight,				false

		755						LN		29		13		false		        13     long wall.  The back is not a straight, long wall.				false

		756						LN		29		14		false		        14     I'm probably okay with it.  I like the design.  I				false

		757						LN		29		15		false		        15     think it's a good design, Sabrina.				false

		758						LN		29		16		false		        16                 MR. HENDERSON:  Sabrina, you're not				false

		759						LN		29		17		false		        17     requesting the principal building side facade relief;				false

		760						LN		29		18		false		        18     is that right?				false

		761						LN		29		19		false		        19                 MS. COCHRAN:  No --				false

		762						LN		29		20		false		        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  So you're not going beyond				false

		763						LN		29		21		false		        21     that 30-foot length.				false

		764						LN		29		22		false		        22                 That's the other difference between the --				false

		765						LN		29		23		false		        23     the other one, I think on both sides you had a				false

		766						LN		29		24		false		        24     distance of about 50 feet on both sides and				false

		767						LN		29		25		false		        25     requesting 100 percent relief in the second story				false

		768						PG		30		0		false		page 30				false

		769						LN		30		1		false		         1     side setback.				false

		770						LN		30		2		false		         2                 MS. SANDERS:  CYA.				false

		771						LN		30		3		false		         3                 MR. CRAVER:  That's why I'm asking				false

		772						LN		30		4		false		         4     questions, making that comment.  Get it on the				false

		773						LN		30		5		false		         5     record.				false

		774						LN		30		6		false		         6                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I feel like the plan of				false

		775						LN		30		7		false		         7     this home provides enough articulation and just				false

		776						LN		30		8		false		         8     massing relief, that overcomes the need to have that				false

		777						LN		30		9		false		         9     side facade setback.				false

		778						LN		30		10		false		        10                 MR. CRAVER:  That's exactly what I was				false

		779						LN		30		11		false		        11     thinking.				false

		780						LN		30		12		false		        12                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm okay with it.  Do I				false

		781						LN		30		13		false		        13     hear a motion?				false

		782						LN		30		14		false		        14                 MR. WRIGHT:  Let Billy make a motion.				false

		783						LN		30		15		false		        15                 MR. CRAVER:  I move that we approve -- are				false

		784						LN		30		16		false		        16     you asking for what kind of approval?				false

		785						LN		30		17		false		        17                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is conceptual.  The				false

		786						LN		30		18		false		        18     Board reserves the right to grant final approval if				false

		787						LN		30		19		false		        19     you desire.				false

		788						LN		30		20		false		        20                 MR. CRAVER:  I move we give final approval				false

		789						LN		30		21		false		        21     to it as submitted with one little exception.  The				false

		790						LN		30		22		false		        22     parking.  I think you got to comply with the				false

		791						LN		30		23		false		        23     ordinance on the parking.				false

		792						LN		30		24		false		        24                 MS. COCHRAN:  Can I ask a question.  What				false

		793						LN		30		25		false		        25     Duke suggested, is that the ordinance where you widen				false

		794						PG		31		0		false		page 31				false

		795						LN		31		1		false		         1     it once you're into the property?				false

		796						LN		31		2		false		         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  You might want to show				false

		797						LN		31		3		false		         3     it.				false

		798						LN		31		4		false		         4                 MR. WRIGHT:  This was just a suggestion.				false

		799						LN		31		5		false		         5     I wouldn't think the company is going to be parking				false

		800						LN		31		6		false		         6     every day in the house.  A thought was just to widen				false

		801						LN		31		7		false		         7     the pervious pavers enough to allow two cars to pass.				false

		802						LN		31		8		false		         8                 Do you see what I'm saying?  Randy, are				false

		803						LN		31		9		false		         9     you okay with that?				false

		804						LN		31		10		false		        10                 MR. ROBINSON:  We just need to do that at				false

		805						LN		31		11		false		        11     staff level.				false

		806						LN		31		12		false		        12                 MR. CRAVER:  Work with the staff to deal				false

		807						LN		31		13		false		        13     with the parking issue.				false

		808						LN		31		14		false		        14                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think it's a staff				false

		809						LN		31		15		false		        15     interpretation whether they're complying with that				false

		810						LN		31		16		false		        16     standard.				false

		811						LN		31		17		false		        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  I understand.				false

		812						LN		31		18		false		        18                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second to				false

		813						LN		31		19		false		        19     Billy's motion?				false

		814						LN		31		20		false		        20                 MS. SANDERS:  I'll second.				false

		815						LN		31		21		false		        21                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any further				false

		816						LN		31		22		false		        22     discussion?  Anybody have any more discussion?				false

		817						LN		31		23		false		        23                 All in favor?				false

		818						LN		31		24		false		        24                 (All Board members stated aye.)				false

		819						LN		31		25		false		        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None				false

		820						PG		32		0		false		page 32				false

		821						LN		32		1		false		         1     opposed.				false

		822						LN		32		2		false		         2                 MS. COCHRAN:  Thank you.				false

		823						LN		32		3		false		         3                              209 STATION 17				false

		824						LN		32		4		false		         4                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  We are now on 209				false

		825						LN		32		5		false		         5     Station 17.				false

		826						LN		32		6		false		         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, sir, this is agenda				false

		827						LN		32		7		false		         7     item D-3, 209 Station 17.  Mr. Ron Denton is				false

		828						LN		32		8		false		         8     requesting conceptual approval of the new				false

		829						LN		32		9		false		         9     single-family home.  He's requesting relief from the				false

		830						LN		32		10		false		        10     zoning standards for the principal building				false

		831						LN		32		11		false		        11     re-orientation.				false

		832						LN		32		12		false		        12                 And just before the meeting, Ron mentioned				false

		833						LN		32		13		false		        13     that the numbers that are outlined on your				false

		834						LN		32		14		false		        14     application are just hypothetical lot coverage				false

		835						LN		32		15		false		        15     calculations.  Is that right, Ron?				false

		836						LN		32		16		false		        16                 MR. DENTON:  That's correct.				false

		837						LN		32		17		false		        17                 MR. HENDERSON:  The building permit that's				false

		838						LN		32		18		false		        18     going to be submitted will comply with zoning				false

		839						LN		32		19		false		        19     ordinance standards for development, meaning all				false

		840						LN		32		20		false		        20     those boxes will be checked as in compliance.  I'll				false

		841						LN		32		21		false		        21     let Ron point out how the building will be oriented.				false

		842						LN		32		22		false		        22                 MR. DENTON:  I originally intended solely				false

		843						LN		32		23		false		        23     to apply for re-orientation of the property.  And so				false

		844						LN		32		24		false		        24     we didn't really take the design of the house any				false

		845						LN		32		25		false		        25     further than what you see today.  And we made a				false

		846						PG		33		0		false		page 33				false

		847						LN		33		1		false		         1     further presentation with our compliance issues.				false

		848						LN		33		2		false		         2                 Basically what we've got presently -- I'm				false

		849						LN		33		3		false		         3     Ron Denton.  I have Oliver Dungo representing Wes				false

		850						LN		33		4		false		         4     Fuller.				false

		851						LN		33		5		false		         5                 This is a single story ranch oriented				false

		852						LN		33		6		false		         6     towards Station 17.  He has his driveway off the				false

		853						LN		33		7		false		         7     avenue.  We've done studies, obviously, of Station 17				false

		854						LN		33		8		false		         8     in this area.  We're the only house that has a				false

		855						LN		33		9		false		         9     Station 17 address.				false

		856						LN		33		10		false		        10                 And what he really would like is for his				false

		857						LN		33		11		false		        11     street address to be 1659 Poe.  And as architects, we				false

		858						LN		33		12		false		        12     would like it because it offers better design				false

		859						LN		33		13		false		        13     opportunities.				false

		860						LN		33		14		false		        14                 We have, coming from the beginning, this				false

		861						LN		33		15		false		        15     is pottery lady -- I can't think of her name.				false

		862						LN		33		16		false		        16                 MR. CRAVER:  Yard haze.				false

		863						LN		33		17		false		        17                 MR. DENTON:  A little side access here.				false

		864						LN		33		18		false		        18     This is -- I mistook it for the officers quarters;				false

		865						LN		33		19		false		        19     big block of apartments, Middle Street address.  Poe				false

		866						LN		33		20		false		        20     Avenue here.  I'on there.  Atlantic here.				false

		867						LN		33		21		false		        21                 Again, here the immediately adjacent				false

		868						LN		33		22		false		        22     structures are facing their opposite streets.  We're				false

		869						LN		33		23		false		        23     just asking for that same consideration.				false

		870						LN		33		24		false		        24                 The reason for that is, in the site				false

		871						LN		33		25		false		        25     plan is -- wonderfully helpful.  We have the existing				false

		872						PG		34		0		false		page 34				false

		873						LN		34		1		false		         1     ranch that you can see.  We're trying to orient the				false

		874						LN		34		2		false		         2     house that would face Poe Avenue.  It offers similar				false

		875						LN		34		3		false		         3     rectangular shape, but one that truly would focus on				false

		876						LN		34		4		false		         4     Poe.  This would be Poe Avenue side.				false

		877						LN		34		5		false		         5                 Looking at Poe, this must be 17, Station				false

		878						LN		34		6		false		         6     17, which is here on our left side.				false

		879						LN		34		7		false		         7                 We're looking at a style of architecture				false

		880						LN		34		8		false		         8     that's I'on in nature.  Large front entry porch.				false

		881						LN		34		9		false		         9     Many of the homes on Station 17 have at least two				false

		882						LN		34		10		false		        10     sides or side porch.  At least two porches in their				false

		883						LN		34		11		false		        11     lexicon.				false

		884						LN		34		12		false		        12                 We're carrying that same thing across				false

		885						LN		34		13		false		        13     here.  I'm not trying to get into the house design				false

		886						LN		34		14		false		        14     too much; just to give you an idea of why we're going				false

		887						LN		34		15		false		        15     where we're going.				false

		888						LN		34		16		false		        16                 We have a front porch on Poe coming along				false

		889						LN		34		17		false		        17     Station 17.  More porches along that side.  Very				false

		890						LN		34		18		false		        18     characteristic of the house across the street as well				false

		891						LN		34		19		false		        19     as the house just behind it.				false

		892						LN		34		20		false		        20                 Just trying to keep with themes of the				false

		893						LN		34		21		false		        21     island; plank siding, metal roof.  Lots of porches.				false

		894						LN		34		22		false		        22     We've got a screened porch element.  We have an				false

		895						LN		34		23		false		        23     outside covered veranda area.  Open porch.  Front				false

		896						LN		34		24		false		        24     entry porch.				false

		897						LN		34		25		false		        25                 Didn't know about the driveway.  Certainly				false

		898						PG		35		0		false		page 35				false

		899						LN		35		1		false		         1     have to correct that.  Our only intent when we do				false

		900						LN		35		2		false		         2     return to present the house, should we be allowed				false

		901						LN		35		3		false		         3     this re-orientation, would be perhaps for principal				false

		902						LN		35		4		false		         4     building area modification or request for extension				false

		903						LN		35		5		false		         5     there.				false

		904						LN		35		6		false		         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  So you would be returning				false

		905						LN		35		7		false		         7     and requesting modification of principal building				false

		906						LN		35		8		false		         8     square footage?				false

		907						LN		35		9		false		         9                 MR. DENTON:  That's it.				false

		908						LN		35		10		false		        10                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is a preliminary				false

		909						LN		35		11		false		        11     conceptual.				false

		910						LN		35		12		false		        12                 MR. DENTON:  This is really preliminary				false

		911						LN		35		13		false		        13     conceptual.  What I'm really after is that				false

		912						LN		35		14		false		        14     orientation, which I don't know if that's a				false

		913						LN		35		15		false		        15     preliminary thing.  To me, it seems like I can't go				false

		914						LN		35		16		false		        16     any further until I know I can.				false

		915						LN		35		17		false		        17                 We showed you a little bit of what we've				false

		916						LN		35		18		false		        18     been working on so you can understand why we're				false

		917						LN		35		19		false		        19     asking for that re-orientation as well, just from the				false

		918						LN		35		20		false		        20     standpoint of the street.  Everybody is facing their				false

		919						LN		35		21		false		        21     avenues and not their stations.				false

		920						LN		35		22		false		        22                 MR. HENDERSON:  I ask you that because I				false

		921						LN		35		23		false		        23     did point out or notice identify several areas that				false

		922						LN		35		24		false		        24     you might need to request relief.  If we can turn				false

		923						LN		35		25		false		        25     back to the elevations.				false

		924						PG		36		0		false		page 36				false

		925						LN		36		1		false		         1                 This is a second story.				false

		926						LN		36		2		false		         2                 MR. DENTON:  Side yard.				false

		927						LN		36		3		false		         3                 MR. HENDERSON:  Second story side setback				false

		928						LN		36		4		false		         4     relief or either design it --				false

		929						LN		36		5		false		         5                 MR. DENTON:  We would work on that.				false

		930						LN		36		6		false		         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  My question here would be				false

		931						LN		36		7		false		         7     is that over 30 linear feet.				false

		932						LN		36		8		false		         8                 MR. DENTON:  There's nothing here 30 feet.				false

		933						LN		36		9		false		         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  Do you meet the additional				false

		934						LN		36		10		false		        10     front yard setback there.				false

		935						LN		36		11		false		        11                 MR. DENTON:  Correct.  As we re-present,				false

		936						LN		36		12		false		        12     the plan may change some which would require us --				false

		937						LN		36		13		false		        13     I'm not saying we won't come back no more.				false

		938						LN		36		14		false		        14                 Our intent, we really rather not have to				false

		939						LN		36		15		false		        15     come back at all.  We know we're going to need more				false

		940						LN		36		16		false		        16     square footage.  As things progress, who knows what				false

		941						LN		36		17		false		        17     else may help.				false

		942						LN		36		18		false		        18                 For the most part, this is our working				false

		943						LN		36		19		false		        19     concept.  It needs to be developed.  Wasn't really				false

		944						LN		36		20		false		        20     ready for presentation and critique.				false

		945						LN		36		21		false		        21                 This is the kind of way we're playing.  If				false

		946						LN		36		22		false		        22     you hate it, tell us now.  If you think it's				false

		947						LN		36		23		false		        23     workable, let us know that.				false

		948						LN		36		24		false		        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  Conceptual review only.				false

		949						LN		36		25		false		        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I have a question about				false

		950						PG		37		0		false		page 37				false

		951						LN		37		1		false		         1     how we go about -- I know we have in the past dealt				false

		952						LN		37		2		false		         2     with re-orienting the front facade to a different				false

		953						LN		37		3		false		         3     orientation.  Is that really -- is that the focus of				false

		954						LN		37		4		false		         4     this?  You would like to confirm that you can do				false

		955						LN		37		5		false		         5     that --				false

		956						LN		37		6		false		         6                 MR. DENTON:  Correct.				false

		957						LN		37		7		false		         7                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  -- before you spend so				false

		958						LN		37		8		false		         8     many more hours --				false

		959						LN		37		9		false		         9                 MR. DENTON:  Correct.				false

		960						LN		37		10		false		        10                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  -- of a client's time.				false

		961						LN		37		11		false		        11                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.  And the				false

		962						LN		37		12		false		        12     Board can grant a re-orientation of a house based				false

		963						LN		37		13		false		        13     upon its compatibility of the surrounding				false

		964						LN		37		14		false		        14     neighborhood.  So you can conceptually take what Ron				false

		965						LN		37		15		false		        15     explained about how the rest of the houses are facing				false

		966						LN		37		16		false		        16     Station 17.				false

		967						LN		37		17		false		        17                 MR. DENTON:  Facing avenues.  Their sides				false

		968						LN		37		18		false		        18     are on 17.				false

		969						LN		37		19		false		        19                 MS. SANDERS:  Except for the one across				false

		970						LN		37		20		false		        20     the street.				false

		971						LN		37		21		false		        21                 MR. HENDERSON:  You want to re-orient your				false

		972						LN		37		22		false		        22     house in keeping with the other houses that are				false

		973						LN		37		23		false		        23     facing Poe Avenue?				false

		974						LN		37		24		false		        24                 MR. DENTON:  Correct.				false

		975						LN		37		25		false		        25                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's what you would do.				false

		976						PG		38		0		false		page 38				false

		977						LN		38		1		false		         1     You would do a conceptual review of the other houses.				false

		978						LN		38		2		false		         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  If one is re-orienting				false

		979						LN		38		3		false		         3     the organization of the property, that changes --				false

		980						LN		38		4		false		         4     that sets the various setbacks.				false

		981						LN		38		5		false		         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's exactly right.				false

		982						LN		38		6		false		         6                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  You really need to know				false

		983						LN		38		7		false		         7     that.				false

		984						LN		38		8		false		         8                 MR. DENTON:  For instance, my application				false

		985						LN		38		9		false		         9     for setbacks, side setbacks was predicated on the				false

		986						LN		38		10		false		        10     assumption that we would be granted the				false

		987						LN		38		11		false		        11     re-orientation.  If not, this becomes the back, and				false

		988						LN		38		12		false		        12     that doesn't matter.  And all these other things kind				false

		989						LN		38		13		false		        13     of get tossed out.				false

		990						LN		38		14		false		        14                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is a good one.  This				false

		991						LN		38		15		false		        15     is Poe Avenue front yard setback where you would				false

		992						LN		38		16		false		        16     apply the 25 feet.  This additional front yard				false

		993						LN		38		17		false		        17     setback requires you to go up 20 linear feet and 45				false

		994						LN		38		18		false		        18     degree angle.  If he doesn't get the re-orientation,				false

		995						LN		38		19		false		        19     that's out the window.  Can't make his design in the				false

		996						LN		38		20		false		        20     setback.  These are all things that we'll square				false

		997						LN		38		21		false		        21     away.  I had some concerns about the six feet.				false

		998						LN		38		22		false		        22                 MR. DENTON:  You're right about that.  We				false

		999						LN		38		23		false		        23     missed that.				false

		1000						LN		38		24		false		        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  We may have an				false

		1001						LN		38		25		false		        25     encroachment there.  At any rate, we can refine the				false

		1002						PG		39		0		false		page 39				false

		1003						LN		39		1		false		         1     plan.  I think we're looking at design today and				false

		1004						LN		39		2		false		         2     re-orientation to move forward.				false

		1005						LN		39		3		false		         3                 MR. WRIGHT:  Go back to the first sheet				false

		1006						LN		39		4		false		         4     that shows the lot.  The one across the street, what				false

		1007						LN		39		5		false		         5     is that?				false

		1008						LN		39		6		false		         6                 MR. DENTON:  16 Poe.  That's Poe address.				false

		1009						LN		39		7		false		         7                 MR. WRIGHT:  The one next door is				false

		1010						LN		39		8		false		         8     obviously a Poe address.  Nowhere to go anywhere				false

		1011						LN		39		9		false		         9     else, in my view.				false

		1012						LN		39		10		false		        10                 MS. SANDERS:  1660 Atlantic faces Station				false

		1013						LN		39		11		false		        11     17, front door.				false

		1014						LN		39		12		false		        12                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Driveway off of Atlantic				false

		1015						LN		39		13		false		        13     with steps over the other.  I don't know how you				false

		1016						LN		39		14		false		        14     would --				false

		1017						LN		39		15		false		        15                 MS. SANDERS:  Front entrance is on Station				false

		1018						LN		39		16		false		        16     17.  1702, the front entrance is on 17 as well.  Just				false

		1019						LN		39		17		false		        17     FYI.				false

		1020						LN		39		18		false		        18                 MR. DENTON:  You're right.				false

		1021						LN		39		19		false		        19                 MR. CRAVER:  1702 is not.				false

		1022						LN		39		20		false		        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't think so.				false

		1023						LN		39		21		false		        21                 MS. SANDERS:  That's the stucco brick				false

		1024						LN		39		22		false		        22     ranch.				false

		1025						LN		39		23		false		        23                 MR. DENTON:  It's really kind of like a				false

		1026						LN		39		24		false		        24     weak entry element.				false

		1027						LN		39		25		false		        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's labeled.  The one				false

		1028						PG		40		0		false		page 40				false

		1029						LN		40		1		false		         1     at the top, you're right.				false

		1030						LN		40		2		false		         2                 MS. SANDERS:  1702 on the top, not the				false

		1031						LN		40		3		false		         3     1702 in the middle.				false

		1032						LN		40		4		false		         4                 MS. BOHAN:  You're right.				false

		1033						LN		40		5		false		         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  That is true.				false

		1034						LN		40		6		false		         6                 MR. CRAVER:  If that's the house down				false

		1035						LN		40		7		false		         7     there, that's officer's quarter on top corner.				false

		1036						LN		40		8		false		         8                 Right across is a relatively new house				false

		1037						LN		40		9		false		         9     that belongs to David -- and the steps, it faces				false

		1038						LN		40		10		false		        10     I'on.  It doesn't face Station 17.				false

		1039						LN		40		11		false		        11                 MR. DENTON:  This one is the one that has				false

		1040						LN		40		12		false		        12     the door on 17.  But the mailbox is here with that				false

		1041						LN		40		13		false		        13     street address on it.				false

		1042						LN		40		14		false		        14                 MS. SANDERS:  1680.				false

		1043						LN		40		15		false		        15                 MR. DENTON:  I don't know if they did that				false

		1044						LN		40		16		false		        16     legally or not or something going on with the post				false

		1045						LN		40		17		false		        17     office.  I'm just an architect with a camera.				false

		1046						LN		40		18		false		        18     Certainly the feel of that street is side yard and				false

		1047						LN		40		19		false		        19     then the avenue.				false

		1048						LN		40		20		false		        20                 MS. SANDERS:  I agree.				false

		1049						LN		40		21		false		        21                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Let me kind of catch up				false

		1050						LN		40		22		false		        22     with the process here by asking is there any public				false

		1051						LN		40		23		false		        23     comment?  Public comment section is closed.				false

		1052						LN		40		24		false		        24                 Joe, do you have any final comments before				false

		1053						LN		40		25		false		        25     we --				false

		1054						PG		41		0		false		page 41				false

		1055						LN		41		1		false		         1                 MR. HENDERSON:  No, sir.				false

		1056						LN		41		2		false		         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm wondering if maybe				false

		1057						LN		41		3		false		         3     each of us should maybe comment on the orientation				false

		1058						LN		41		4		false		         4     issue and perhaps a comment about the design in				false

		1059						LN		41		5		false		         5     general as well.  Billy, would you like to start.				false

		1060						LN		41		6		false		         6                 MR. CRAVER:  Yeah, I think that the				false

		1061						LN		41		7		false		         7     orientation of the houses in that whole area, there's				false

		1062						LN		41		8		false		         8     not a clear pattern.  I don't know that it matters if				false

		1063						LN		41		9		false		         9     you're going to take the house that's there down and				false

		1064						LN		41		10		false		        10     build a new house and you want to orient it towards				false

		1065						LN		41		11		false		        11     Poe, given that it's a corner lot and odd orientation				false

		1066						LN		41		12		false		        12     in that whole area.  I don't have a problem with				false

		1067						LN		41		13		false		        13     re-orienting it towards Poe.				false

		1068						LN		41		14		false		        14                 I'm sort of wrestling with the requested				false

		1069						LN		41		15		false		        15     relief because I'm trying to figure out is this a				false

		1070						LN		41		16		false		        16     real design or are you going back to the drawing				false

		1071						LN		41		17		false		        17     board?				false

		1072						LN		41		18		false		        18                 MR. DENTON:  We would be developing this				false

		1073						LN		41		19		false		        19     design.  It is the concept.  That's kind of approved				false

		1074						LN		41		20		false		        20     by the homeowner.  The things that we would need to				false

		1075						LN		41		21		false		        21     fix are the things that Joe had pointed out are				false

		1076						LN		41		22		false		        22     deficiencies to the ordinance.				false

		1077						LN		41		23		false		        23                 MR. CRAVER:  Subject to making sure that				false

		1078						LN		41		24		false		        24     it complies with the ordinance, I don't have a				false

		1079						LN		41		25		false		        25     problem with the minor requested relief that he's				false

		1080						PG		42		0		false		page 42				false

		1081						LN		42		1		false		         1     asking for.  The house doesn't have a massing issue				false

		1082						LN		42		2		false		         2     to me.  It's on a lot, not a huge lot.  I think I'm				false

		1083						LN		42		3		false		         3     good with it.				false

		1084						LN		42		4		false		         4                 MS. SANDERS:  I have no problem with the				false

		1085						LN		42		5		false		         5     orientation.  There is not really enough to look at				false

		1086						LN		42		6		false		         6     with a plan to say I'm sure it will be fine.				false

		1087						LN		42		7		false		         7                 As for the question of orientation, I				false

		1088						LN		42		8		false		         8     think that's what you're here for, I agree with that.				false

		1089						LN		42		9		false		         9                 MR. DENTON:  Anything after that is for us				false

		1090						LN		42		10		false		        10     to come back next time.				false

		1091						LN		42		11		false		        11                 MS. BOHAN:  I agree.  I think the				false

		1092						LN		42		12		false		        12     orientation -- I don't have a problem with it.  I				false

		1093						LN		42		13		false		        13     think it would actually be better not to have that				false

		1094						LN		42		14		false		        14     address.  It seems odd that it is, quite frankly, as				false

		1095						LN		42		15		false		        15     you pointed out.				false

		1096						LN		42		16		false		        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  I agree.  I think the -- I				false

		1097						LN		42		17		false		        17     agree with the re-orientation on to Poe.  Yes, on to				false

		1098						LN		42		18		false		        18     Poe.  I'm fine.  We are not going to talk about the				false

		1099						LN		42		19		false		        19     design.				false

		1100						LN		42		20		false		        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think a little.				false

		1101						LN		42		21		false		        21                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with the concept of				false

		1102						LN		42		22		false		        22     the design; certainly is an improvement of what's				false

		1103						LN		42		23		false		        23     there.  Will certainly enhance the neighborhood from				false

		1104						LN		42		24		false		        24     that standpoint.  I'm fine with the concept of the				false

		1105						LN		42		25		false		        25     design.				false

		1106						PG		43		0		false		page 43				false

		1107						LN		43		1		false		         1                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  And I as well as far as				false

		1108						LN		43		2		false		         2     the orientation am absolutely fine with re-orienting.				false

		1109						LN		43		3		false		         3     I think it improves the property being oriented to				false

		1110						LN		43		4		false		         4     Poe.  That's quite a distinct neighborhood feel once				false

		1111						LN		43		5		false		         5     you get on that street compared to 17, which feels				false

		1112						LN		43		6		false		         6     more like an access street really.				false

		1113						LN		43		7		false		         7                 I do think -- I think we should all be				false

		1114						LN		43		8		false		         8     very aware of that Station 17 facade.  It's next to a				false

		1115						LN		43		9		false		         9     very important building, extremely important building				false

		1116						LN		43		10		false		        10     right on the corner there.  Pay a lot of attention to				false

		1117						LN		43		11		false		        11     how you deal with that facade.  I think, if anything,				false

		1118						LN		43		12		false		        12     you might in general just try to soften that facade				false

		1119						LN		43		13		false		        13     some, whether it's -- from a massing point of view, I				false

		1120						LN		43		14		false		        14     think you've got it.  Just in general pay attention				false

		1121						LN		43		15		false		        15     to the way that facade is detailed would be my only				false

		1122						LN		43		16		false		        16     comment.				false

		1123						LN		43		17		false		        17                 Do I hear a motion?				false

		1124						LN		43		18		false		        18                 MR. CRAVER:  I move that we give				false

		1125						LN		43		19		false		        19     conceptual approval to the request of re-orientation.				false

		1126						LN		43		20		false		        20     And I'm good with the relief that he's asked for				false

		1127						LN		43		21		false		        21     given this is his design.				false

		1128						LN		43		22		false		        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?				false

		1129						LN		43		23		false		        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  Second.				false

		1130						LN		43		24		false		        24                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any comments or				false

		1131						LN		43		25		false		        25     discussion?				false

		1132						PG		44		0		false		page 44				false

		1133						LN		44		1		false		         1                 All in favor.				false

		1134						LN		44		2		false		         2                 (All Board members stated aye.)				false

		1135						LN		44		3		false		         3                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None				false

		1136						LN		44		4		false		         4     opposed.				false

		1137						LN		44		5		false		         5                 MR. DENTON:  Thank you very much.				false

		1138						LN		44		6		false		         6                         2720-B GOLDBURG AVENUE				false

		1139						LN		44		7		false		         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  Mr. Chairman, agenda item				false

		1140						LN		44		8		false		         8     D-4 has requested a deferral or continuance of this				false

		1141						LN		44		9		false		         9     project.  He had a family emergency.				false

		1142						LN		44		10		false		        10                         2502 ATLANTIC AVENUE				false

		1143						LN		44		11		false		        11                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Well, I'm going to				false

		1144						LN		44		12		false		        12     recuse myself for the 2502 Atlantic Avenue.				false

		1145						LN		44		13		false		        13                 (Mr. Herlong exited the room.)				false

		1146						LN		44		14		false		        14                 MR. WRIGHT:  2502 Atlantic, Sullivan's				false

		1147						LN		44		15		false		        15     Island landmark structure.  Joe.				false

		1148						LN		44		16		false		        16                 MR. HENDERSON:  Mr. Steve Herlong &				false

		1149						LN		44		17		false		        17     Associates, the applicants, are requesting approval				false

		1150						LN		44		18		false		        18     to construct a pool at 2502 Atlantic Avenue.  The				false

		1151						LN		44		19		false		        19     pool is proposed on the Atlantic Avenue side.  This				false

		1152						LN		44		20		false		        20     is a request from the impervious coverage standards				false

		1153						LN		44		21		false		        21     by way of historic exemption; also a re-orientation				false

		1154						LN		44		22		false		        22     request.				false

		1155						LN		44		23		false		        23                 That same section that we reviewed to				false

		1156						LN		44		24		false		        24     consider the I'on Avenue side of the property the				false

		1157						LN		44		25		false		        25     front of the house and allowing the pool or the				false

		1158						PG		45		0		false		page 45				false

		1159						LN		45		1		false		         1     accessory structure on the Atlantic Avenue side.				false

		1160						LN		45		2		false		         2                 This is Sullivan's Island landmark by way				false

		1161						LN		45		3		false		         3     of historic research card 116.  And I can answer any				false

		1162						LN		45		4		false		         4     other questions about the ordinance should you have				false

		1163						LN		45		5		false		         5     any.				false

		1164						LN		45		6		false		         6                 Pass around some photographs.  This is the				false

		1165						LN		45		7		false		         7     I'on Avenue side of the house.  I think you have some				false

		1166						LN		45		8		false		         8     pictures of the --				false

		1167						LN		45		9		false		         9                 MR. ROMANO:  I'm John Romano with Herlong				false

		1168						LN		45		10		false		        10     & Associates representing Dan Bruce.  The owner, as				false

		1169						LN		45		11		false		        11     Joe said, wants to add a pool to the Atlantic side of				false

		1170						LN		45		12		false		        12     the property.  We're requesting exemption from the				false

		1171						LN		45		13		false		        13     building -- requesting building re-orientation and				false

		1172						LN		45		14		false		        14     exemption from the historic property exception,				false

		1173						LN		45		15		false		        15     Section 21-143.  Basically what that says, be allowed				false

		1174						LN		45		16		false		        16     to exempt up to 50 percent of the existing impervious				false

		1175						LN		45		17		false		        17     surface coverage.				false

		1176						LN		45		18		false		        18                 In our case, 50 percent would be little				false

		1177						LN		45		19		false		        19     over 3,800 square feet.  And we are asking for a				false

		1178						LN		45		20		false		        20     relief for 943 square feet for a new pool.  That				false

		1179						LN		45		21		false		        21     would be about 12 percent.				false

		1180						LN		45		22		false		        22                 This is the existing house.  The west side				false

		1181						LN		45		23		false		        23     of the property on Station 25.  The north side is				false

		1182						LN		45		24		false		        24     I'on Avenue and south side is Atlantic.  The house is				false

		1183						LN		45		25		false		        25     really oriented towards Atlantic; front drive comes				false

		1184						PG		46		0		false		page 46				false

		1185						LN		46		1		false		         1     off I'on.  The front drive comes off I'on.  The front				false

		1186						LN		46		2		false		         2     door is off of I'on.				false

		1187						LN		46		3		false		         3                 There's a large screened-in porch along				false

		1188						LN		46		4		false		         4     Atlantic.  That's really the area that we want to add				false

		1189						LN		46		5		false		         5     the pool.				false

		1190						LN		46		6		false		         6                 Then it's just 44-foot-by-24-foot pool is				false

		1191						LN		46		7		false		         7     kind of what we are proposing, something that follows				false

		1192						LN		46		8		false		         8     the curves of the existing house.  The existing				false

		1193						LN		46		9		false		         9     property is already kind of gated in.  There's a				false

		1194						LN		46		10		false		        10     picket fence that encloses the property.				false

		1195						LN		46		11		false		        11                 In terms of neighborhood compatibility,				false

		1196						LN		46		12		false		        12     there are a couple homes along Atlantic that have the				false

		1197						LN		46		13		false		        13     pool located on the Atlantic side of the property.				false

		1198						LN		46		14		false		        14     2408 Atlantic.  And actually 2402 Atlantic.  2402				false

		1199						LN		46		15		false		        15     Atlantic has the pool located on the I'on side.				false

		1200						LN		46		16		false		        16                 2408 has a pool on the Atlantic side of				false

		1201						LN		46		17		false		        17     the property.				false

		1202						LN		46		18		false		        18                 Just down the street, 2720 also has a pool				false

		1203						LN		46		19		false		        19     along the Atlantic Avenue.  I think we are sticking				false

		1204						LN		46		20		false		        20     within the neighborhood compatibility.  It's pretty				false

		1205						LN		46		21		false		        21     well screened from the street with existing				false

		1206						LN		46		22		false		        22     landscaping.				false

		1207						LN		46		23		false		        23                 MR. CRAVER:  There's another house right				false

		1208						LN		46		24		false		        24     down from 2720 that has a pool on the Atlantic side.				false

		1209						LN		46		25		false		        25     Ernie Master's house.  I can't remember the name of				false

		1210						PG		47		0		false		page 47				false

		1211						LN		47		1		false		         1     the people that own it now.				false

		1212						LN		47		2		false		         2                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is that it?				false

		1213						LN		47		3		false		         3                 MR. ROMANO:  That's it.				false

		1214						LN		47		4		false		         4                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is there any public comment?				false

		1215						LN		47		5		false		         5                 Public comment section is closed.  Joe.				false

		1216						LN		47		6		false		         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  I would just point out one				false

		1217						LN		47		7		false		         7     other thing.  This is a Sullivan's Island landmark,				false

		1218						LN		47		8		false		         8     and part of that is this historic accessory				false

		1219						LN		47		9		false		         9     structure.  It was a kitchen, detached kitchen.  And				false

		1220						LN		47		10		false		        10     on the back is where you access and park the				false

		1221						LN		47		11		false		        11     vehicles.  I think that's the reason for your request				false

		1222						LN		47		12		false		        12     up here on the Atlantic side.  That's all I have.				false

		1223						LN		47		13		false		        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  Beverly.				false

		1224						LN		47		14		false		        14                 MS. BOHAN:  I'm good with it.  I think it				false

		1225						LN		47		15		false		        15     meets all the compatibility and design ordinances.				false

		1226						LN		47		16		false		        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  Rhonda.				false

		1227						LN		47		17		false		        17                 MS. SANDERS:  The houses that have the				false

		1228						LN		47		18		false		        18     pools on Atlantic, are those also historic?				false

		1229						LN		47		19		false		        19                 MR. ROMANO:  I don't think so.  They don't				false

		1230						LN		47		20		false		        20     look like they're historic.				false

		1231						LN		47		21		false		        21                 MR. CRAVER:  2720 is not, I built that				false

		1232						LN		47		22		false		        22     house 20 years ago.				false

		1233						LN		47		23		false		        23                 MS. SANDERS:  I didn't think so.  Doesn't				false

		1234						LN		47		24		false		        24     really do anything for me.				false

		1235						LN		47		25		false		        25                 I'm sorry.  Can you go to the other page.				false

		1236						PG		48		0		false		page 48				false

		1237						LN		48		1		false		         1     What Joe had mentioned, that the kitchen house in the				false

		1238						LN		48		2		false		         2     back, the parking in the back is where you want to be				false

		1239						LN		48		3		false		         3     now the front yard?				false

		1240						LN		48		4		false		         4                 MR. ROMANO:  Correct.				false

		1241						LN		48		5		false		         5                 MS. SANDERS:  Would that not cause it to				false

		1242						LN		48		6		false		         6     be incompatible?  You're now parking in the front				false

		1243						LN		48		7		false		         7     yard.  I'm just asking.  I don't know.  Historic				false

		1244						LN		48		8		false		         8     structures really have to be careful with.  Joe, help				false

		1245						LN		48		9		false		         9     me.  See what I'm saying?				false

		1246						LN		48		10		false		        10                 Does that cause it to be incompatible?				false

		1247						LN		48		11		false		        11                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think in this case the				false

		1248						LN		48		12		false		        12     Board would want to decide, if the front of the house				false

		1249						LN		48		13		false		        13     is actually facing I'on.  If the accessory uses and				false

		1250						LN		48		14		false		        14     structures are on the I'on side, then it's the rear.				false

		1251						LN		48		15		false		        15     That's really what we're trying to decide here, if we				false

		1252						LN		48		16		false		        16     can fit this accessory use, this accessory structure,				false

		1253						LN		48		17		false		        17     the pool, in the front yard.				false

		1254						LN		48		18		false		        18                 Does it meet the intent of --				false

		1255						LN		48		19		false		        19                 MS. SANDERS:  I don't think it meets the				false

		1256						LN		48		20		false		        20     guidelines.  I'm not saying I don't like it.  I'm				false

		1257						LN		48		21		false		        21     just saying I don't think it meets the guidelines.				false

		1258						LN		48		22		false		        22                 MR. WRIGHT:  Are the houses down Atlantic				false

		1259						LN		48		23		false		        23     that have pools, I think there are two or three --				false

		1260						LN		48		24		false		        24     are those front yard?  They're addressed on Atlantic.				false

		1261						LN		48		25		false		        25     The precedent is set for front yard pool on Atlantic.				false

		1262						PG		49		0		false		page 49				false

		1263						LN		49		1		false		         1                 MS. BOHAN:  And screened.				false

		1264						LN		49		2		false		         2                 MS. SANDERS:  I do not dispute that at				false

		1265						LN		49		3		false		         3     all.  I'm just questioning the historic issue.				false

		1266						LN		49		4		false		         4                 MR. ROBINSON:  Just from y'all's				false

		1267						LN		49		5		false		         5     information, there was one at Station 28, person				false

		1268						LN		49		6		false		         6     wanted to put a pool on the Atlantic side, y'all				false

		1269						LN		49		7		false		         7     turned them down.  That was probably four years ago.				false

		1270						LN		49		8		false		         8                 MS. SANDERS:  Was that historic?				false

		1271						LN		49		9		false		         9                 MR. ROBINSON:  No, it was not a historic				false

		1272						LN		49		10		false		        10     house.  There were just no other pools in that				false

		1273						LN		49		11		false		        11     particular block.  Y'all turned him down.  He had to				false

		1274						LN		49		12		false		        12     put a pool on the I'on side.				false

		1275						LN		49		13		false		        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  There are other pools that we				false

		1276						LN		49		14		false		        14     must've approved on the Atlantic side, or were they				false

		1277						LN		49		15		false		        15     put in more than 12 years ago?				false

		1278						LN		49		16		false		        16                 MR. ROBINSON:  They were put in prior.				false

		1279						LN		49		17		false		        17                 MR. CRAVER:  Not Ernie Masters'.				false

		1280						LN		49		18		false		        18                 MR. ROBINSON:  Yeah, Ernie Masters was.				false

		1281						LN		49		19		false		        19     It was actually approved prior to the ordinance.				false

		1282						LN		49		20		false		        20                 There is one in that same block right next				false

		1283						LN		49		21		false		        21     to Ernie Masters that y'all just looked at, I				false

		1284						LN		49		22		false		        22     believe, for Brian Helmund.				false

		1285						LN		49		23		false		        23                 MR. CRAVER:  Is he doing a pool on that				false

		1286						LN		49		24		false		        24     one?				false

		1287						LN		49		25		false		        25                 MR. ROBINSON:  I think he is.  There are				false

		1288						PG		50		0		false		page 50				false

		1289						LN		50		1		false		         1     two pools, one on either side.  I believe y'all said				false

		1290						LN		50		2		false		         2     that since there was that neighborhood compatibility				false

		1291						LN		50		3		false		         3     because there were two pools, one on either side of				false

		1292						LN		50		4		false		         4     him.  That particular block, I guess there's five				false

		1293						LN		50		5		false		         5     houses, there were two pools.  So y'all allowed it or				false

		1294						LN		50		6		false		         6     approved it.				false

		1295						LN		50		7		false		         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  In the case where you're				false

		1296						LN		50		8		false		         8     reviewing historic structure, reference the Secretary				false

		1297						LN		50		9		false		         9     of Interior standards or the Town's standards for				false

		1298						LN		50		10		false		        10     reviewing, making modifications.  I think those would				false

		1299						LN		50		11		false		        11     apply even to a change to any place on the property.				false

		1300						LN		50		12		false		        12     Does this remove a distinctive character of that				false

		1301						LN		50		13		false		        13     front yard?  I think that's what we need to ask				false

		1302						LN		50		14		false		        14     ourselves.				false

		1303						LN		50		15		false		        15                 MR. CRAVER:  I'm waiting for Duke to call				false

		1304						LN		50		16		false		        16     on me.  I'm not allowed to speak until.				false

		1305						LN		50		17		false		        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  Rhonda?  Rhonda, are you				false

		1306						LN		50		18		false		        18     okay?				false

		1307						LN		50		19		false		        19                 MS. SANDERS:  I'm not saying I dislike it				false

		1308						LN		50		20		false		        20     or disapprove.  I'm just bringing up points of				false

		1309						LN		50		21		false		        21     historic homes.  The accessory structures that Joe				false

		1310						LN		50		22		false		        22     mentioned, the parking in the front, you can't have				false

		1311						LN		50		23		false		        23     parking in the front.  Now we're going to orient this				false

		1312						LN		50		24		false		        24     house towards the front where the parking is				false

		1313						LN		50		25		false		        25     already.				false

		1314						PG		51		0		false		page 51				false

		1315						LN		51		1		false		         1                 MR. ROMANO:  One of the things that's				false

		1316						LN		51		2		false		         2     interesting, they do have another drive off of				false

		1317						LN		51		3		false		         3     Station 25 that comes to the side of the property.  I				false

		1318						LN		51		4		false		         4     don't think that's what -- I don't think they				false

		1319						LN		51		5		false		         5     actually use that as the main drive.  I think that is				false

		1320						LN		51		6		false		         6     a garage on the I'on side.  I guess it's just a				false

		1321						LN		51		7		false		         7     question of:  Is it a parking question?				false

		1322						LN		51		8		false		         8                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think it's more				false

		1323						LN		51		9		false		         9     conceptually is that -- did the houses directly				false

		1324						LN		51		10		false		        10     adjacent to this one on that streetscape have pools				false

		1325						LN		51		11		false		        11     on the Atlantic side?  That could help us.				false

		1326						LN		51		12		false		        12                 MR. WRIGHT:  I don't think so.				false

		1327						LN		51		13		false		        13                 MR. ROMANO:  Directly adjacent, no, there				false

		1328						LN		51		14		false		        14     are no pools until you get to 2408, which is four				false

		1329						LN		51		15		false		        15     homes down.				false

		1330						LN		51		16		false		        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  Billy.  I'll call on you.				false

		1331						LN		51		17		false		        17                 MR. CRAVER:  You know, this house is a				false

		1332						LN		51		18		false		        18     historic structure.  And the front certainly looks				false

		1333						LN		51		19		false		        19     like it's the Atlantic Avenue side, except they				false

		1334						LN		51		20		false		        20     function out of the I'on side.  They function out of				false

		1335						LN		51		21		false		        21     that side.				false

		1336						LN		51		22		false		        22                 And so I wonder about, you know, it's one				false

		1337						LN		51		23		false		        23     thing that we have standards about where you place				false

		1338						LN		51		24		false		        24     parking when you're building a new house.  We say,				false

		1339						LN		51		25		false		        25     okay, you're building a new house, you can't put the				false

		1340						PG		52		0		false		page 52				false

		1341						LN		52		1		false		         1     parking in front of the front facade, where we've got				false

		1342						LN		52		2		false		         2     the cars that have already been dealt.				false

		1343						LN		52		3		false		         3                 This house is where it is.  I'm not sure I				false

		1344						LN		52		4		false		         4     get upset about the parking issue as being the				false

		1345						LN		52		5		false		         5     determinative factor about whether it's the front or				false

		1346						LN		52		6		false		         6     the back of the house.				false

		1347						LN		52		7		false		         7                 I grew up in a house between Atlantic and				false

		1348						LN		52		8		false		         8     Harvey.  We had parking in the front and the back of				false

		1349						LN		52		9		false		         9     the house.  We had a circular driveway in the front.				false

		1350						LN		52		10		false		        10     And we had driveways in the back.  I don't know that				false

		1351						LN		52		11		false		        11     I get really upset about that.  I don't think it				false

		1352						LN		52		12		false		        12     detracts from the historic elements of this house to				false

		1353						LN		52		13		false		        13     re-orient the front to I'on.				false

		1354						LN		52		14		false		        14                 Nobody lives out of the Atlantic Avenue				false

		1355						LN		52		15		false		        15     side of any of those houses on that street.  They all				false

		1356						LN		52		16		false		        16     live out of the I'on side.  The people who are				false

		1357						LN		52		17		false		        17     between -- who have one side of their house on				false

		1358						LN		52		18		false		        18     Middle, one side on I'on and the people that have the				false

		1359						LN		52		19		false		        19     other, who have one side on I'on, one on Atlantic,				false

		1360						LN		52		20		false		        20     they all function out of the I'on side of those				false

		1361						LN		52		21		false		        21     houses.				false

		1362						LN		52		22		false		        22                 MR. WRIGHT:  Even though they have				false

		1363						LN		52		23		false		        23     Atlantic addresses.				false

		1364						LN		52		24		false		        24                 MR. CRAVER:  Even though they have				false

		1365						LN		52		25		false		        25     Atlantic addresses.  I don't think it hurts the				false

		1366						PG		53		0		false		page 53				false

		1367						LN		53		1		false		         1     historic nature of this house to re-orient it towards				false

		1368						LN		53		2		false		         2     I'on and allow them to put a pool in.  I generally am				false

		1369						LN		53		3		false		         3     more in favor of allowing people to do what they want				false

		1370						LN		53		4		false		         4     to do unless there's a reason not to.  I don't see a				false

		1371						LN		53		5		false		         5     reason not to here.				false

		1372						LN		53		6		false		         6                 I appreciate, Rhonda, what you were				false

		1373						LN		53		7		false		         7     saying.  I walk by that house all the time, in that				false

		1374						LN		53		8		false		         8     neighborhood.  Everything is oriented on the I'on				false

		1375						LN		53		9		false		         9     side.  I don't have a problem with it.				false

		1376						LN		53		10		false		        10                 MS. BOHAN:  Something came to me during				false

		1377						LN		53		11		false		        11     the process of thinking about my decision.  And with				false

		1378						LN		53		12		false		        12     the historic properties, we talked about in a study				false

		1379						LN		53		13		false		        13     group about offering something to the ownership for				false

		1380						LN		53		14		false		        14     the historic property owners that would help, you				false

		1381						LN		53		15		false		        15     know -- relief is not a good word -- but offer some				false

		1382						LN		53		16		false		        16     bonus points to them.  And I think this meets exactly				false

		1383						LN		53		17		false		        17     the study group thought process.				false

		1384						LN		53		18		false		        18                 MR. CRAVER:  I think you're right about				false

		1385						LN		53		19		false		        19     that.				false

		1386						LN		53		20		false		        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think in part they are				false

		1387						LN		53		21		false		        21     taking advantage of one of the provisions of the				false

		1388						LN		53		22		false		        22     ordinance and that is up to 50 percent relief in the				false

		1389						LN		53		23		false		        23     zoning standard.				false

		1390						LN		53		24		false		        24                 With regard to impervious surface, they're				false

		1391						LN		53		25		false		        25     taking 12.  You can do that with principal building				false
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		1393						LN		54		1		false		         1     square footage and principal building coverage,				false

		1394						LN		54		2		false		         2     building footprints.				false

		1395						LN		54		3		false		         3                 The issue here, there's no room on the				false

		1396						LN		54		4		false		         4     I'on side.  You have a historic structure that can				false

		1397						LN		54		5		false		         5     not be modified, that has to be preserved.  You have				false

		1398						LN		54		6		false		         6     existing parking -- actually you have parking on two				false

		1399						LN		54		7		false		         7     street sides.  This is a tricky one.				false

		1400						LN		54		8		false		         8                 MR. CRAVER:  Didn't they ask to elevate				false

		1401						LN		54		9		false		         9     this house some time ago and were told no?				false

		1402						LN		54		10		false		        10                 MR. ROBINSON:  Honestly, I don't remember				false

		1403						LN		54		11		false		        11     that.				false

		1404						LN		54		12		false		        12                 MR. CRAVER:  I think so.  My				false

		1405						LN		54		13		false		        13     understanding, they have a pretty hefty flood				false

		1406						LN		54		14		false		        14     insurance tab that's impeding the sale of the house.				false

		1407						LN		54		15		false		        15     I don't have that firsthand; that's what I'm told.				false

		1408						LN		54		16		false		        16                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think you're right.				false

		1409						LN		54		17		false		        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  It seems to me what we're				false

		1410						LN		54		18		false		        18     dealing with, lesser of two evils here; one, if we				false

		1411						LN		54		19		false		        19     leave the address as it is and allow a pool in the				false

		1412						LN		54		20		false		        20     front yard, as an exception -- and in my judgement,				false

		1413						LN		54		21		false		        21     the pool does not distract from the historic aspects				false

		1414						LN		54		22		false		        22     of the house, the structure, even though I think it's				false

		1415						LN		54		23		false		        23     been modified a lot.  I've seen some photographs of				false

		1416						LN		54		24		false		        24     years gone by.				false

		1417						LN		54		25		false		        25                 MR. CRAVER:  The house has been modified.				false
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		1419						LN		55		1		false		         1                 MR. WRIGHT:  It's really not what it was.				false

		1420						LN		55		2		false		         2     That's one way to go.				false

		1421						LN		55		3		false		         3                 Or the other way, as Billy describes.				false

		1422						LN		55		4		false		         4     That's our dilemma, I suppose.  I tend to agree with				false

		1423						LN		55		5		false		         5     Billy.  I think if we orient it towards I'on as the				false

		1424						LN		55		6		false		         6     front, it's never going to change how people use the				false

		1425						LN		55		7		false		         7     house.  Whomever.  That might be the better way to				false

		1426						LN		55		8		false		         8     go.				false

		1427						LN		55		9		false		         9                 Do I hear a motion?  Or more discussion?				false

		1428						LN		55		10		false		        10                 MR. CRAVER:  I make a motion.  Then we can				false

		1429						LN		55		11		false		        11     discuss.  I make a motion that we approve the				false

		1430						LN		55		12		false		        12     requested relief.				false

		1431						LN		55		13		false		        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  Which is?				false

		1432						LN		55		14		false		        14                 MR. CRAVER:  Which is to re-orient the				false

		1433						LN		55		15		false		        15     house towards I'on and to grant the 12 percent				false

		1434						LN		55		16		false		        16     impervious coverage relief under the historic				false

		1435						LN		55		17		false		        17     exception exemption.				false

		1436						LN		55		18		false		        18                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is that a motion?				false

		1437						LN		55		19		false		        19                 MR. CRAVER:  That was a motion.  That was				false

		1438						LN		55		20		false		        20     a running motion.				false

		1439						LN		55		21		false		        21                 MR. WRIGHT:  You got the motion?				false

		1440						LN		55		22		false		        22                 THE COURT REPORTER:  Yes.				false

		1441						LN		55		23		false		        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  Any discussion?  Do I hear a				false

		1442						LN		55		24		false		        24     second?				false

		1443						LN		55		25		false		        25                 MS. SANDERS:  Second.				false
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		1445						LN		56		1		false		         1                 MR. WRIGHT:  All in favor or discussion?				false

		1446						LN		56		2		false		         2     No discussion.				false

		1447						LN		56		3		false		         3                 MS. SANDERS:  I do have one thing to add.				false

		1448						LN		56		4		false		         4     They'll never be able to use this as a front.  Nobody				false

		1449						LN		56		5		false		         5     is going to walk to their front steps.  Just a				false

		1450						LN		56		6		false		         6     consideration of those front steps from that backyard				false

		1451						LN		56		7		false		         7     because there's a pool yard.  They might want to put				false

		1452						LN		56		8		false		         8     it on the side.  Just a thought.				false

		1453						LN		56		9		false		         9                 MR. CRAVER:  They don't use them now, you				false

		1454						LN		56		10		false		        10     know.				false

		1455						LN		56		11		false		        11                 MS. SANDERS:  Just a thought.				false

		1456						LN		56		12		false		        12                 MR. WRIGHT:  I don't know how the interior				false

		1457						LN		56		13		false		        13     of the house is.  I would imagine the living room is				false

		1458						LN		56		14		false		        14     on the Atlantic side of the house.  That's neither				false

		1459						LN		56		15		false		        15     here nor there.				false

		1460						LN		56		16		false		        16                 MS. SANDERS:  Right.				false

		1461						LN		56		17		false		        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  We have a motion.  It's				false

		1462						LN		56		18		false		        18     second.  Discussion.				false

		1463						LN		56		19		false		        19                 MS. SANDERS:  I second.				false

		1464						LN		56		20		false		        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a vote?  All				false

		1465						LN		56		21		false		        21     in favor?				false

		1466						LN		56		22		false		        22                 (All Board members stated aye.)				false

		1467						LN		56		23		false		        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  Opposed?  None.				false

		1468						LN		56		24		false		        24                 MR. ROMANO:  Thank you.				false

		1469						LN		56		25		false		        25                 MR. WRIGHT:  Do you know what we said?				false
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		1471						LN		57		1		false		         1                 MR. ROMANO:  I think so.				false

		1472						LN		57		2		false		         2                 MR. WRIGHT:  I think if it's confusing --				false

		1473						LN		57		3		false		         3     I think you're good to go.				false

		1474						LN		57		4		false		         4                 (Mr. Herlong entered the room.)				false

		1475						LN		57		5		false		         5                         HISTORIC DESIGN GUIDELINES				false

		1476						LN		57		6		false		         6                 MR. WRIGHT:  There is another item on the				false

		1477						LN		57		7		false		         7     agenda, Joe.				false

		1478						LN		57		8		false		         8                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, sir.  Very briefly, I				false

		1479						LN		57		9		false		         9     just wanted to touch on the fact this is agenda item				false

		1480						LN		57		10		false		        10     E-1.  It's an item for consideration, historic design				false

		1481						LN		57		11		false		        11     guidelines.  We had a study group meeting.  Three of				false

		1482						LN		57		12		false		        12     us met, and we had some questions regarding historic				false

		1483						LN		57		13		false		        13     design guidelines and whether we thought they would				false

		1484						LN		57		14		false		        14     be useful in our process of staff review of historic				false

		1485						LN		57		15		false		        15     projects and whether it would be useful for DRB and				false

		1486						LN		57		16		false		        16     the citizens who own historic structures.				false

		1487						LN		57		17		false		        17                 We talked about several options.  We had				false

		1488						LN		57		18		false		        18     kind of a brainstorming session.  And I wanted to ask				false

		1489						LN		57		19		false		        19     about our next meeting.  I think what I'd like to do				false

		1490						LN		57		20		false		        20     is have another study group meeting.				false

		1491						LN		57		21		false		        21                 We formally developed some of these				false

		1492						LN		57		22		false		        22     options, proposing to a design review board during a				false

		1493						LN		57		23		false		        23     regularly scheduled meeting and then make a				false

		1494						LN		57		24		false		        24     recommendation to town council from there.  I think				false

		1495						LN		57		25		false		        25     we talked about that.  So when would you like to				false
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		1497						LN		58		1		false		         1     meet?  I know we floated some dates.				false

		1498						LN		58		2		false		         2                 MR. CRAVER:  You floated two dates that				false

		1499						LN		58		3		false		         3     are coming up in December.  I'm out of town for both				false

		1500						LN		58		4		false		         4     of them.				false

		1501						LN		58		5		false		         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  Those are Fridays.  I				false

		1502						LN		58		6		false		         6     think we selected Fridays because they're kind of				false

		1503						LN		58		7		false		         7     easy days to schedule.  Any dates in December you				false

		1504						LN		58		8		false		         8     would be happy with or push this on to the first of				false

		1505						LN		58		9		false		         9     the year?				false

		1506						LN		58		10		false		        10                 MR. CRAVER:  I think we ought to probably				false

		1507						LN		58		11		false		        11     push it on the first of the year.  Fridays in				false

		1508						LN		58		12		false		        12     December is tough.				false

		1509						LN		58		13		false		        13                 MS. BOHAN:  There's only two good ones.				false

		1510						LN		58		14		false		        14     Lot of people take off between the holiday.				false

		1511						LN		58		15		false		        15                 MS. SANDERS:  The whole month.				false

		1512						LN		58		16		false		        16                 MR. CRAVER:  Joe, do you have a Word				false

		1513						LN		58		17		false		        17     version of the ordinance?				false

		1514						LN		58		18		false		        18                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes.				false

		1515						LN		58		19		false		        19                 MR. CRAVER:  Can you e-mail that to me.  I				false

		1516						LN		58		20		false		        20     want to play with some language.				false

		1517						LN		58		21		false		        21                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  In general, we look at				false

		1518						LN		58		22		false		        22     places in the ordinance that speak to these issues				false

		1519						LN		58		23		false		        23     and where would we add language without making it				false

		1520						LN		58		24		false		        24     confusing because we've got a few sections that speak				false

		1521						LN		58		25		false		        25     to similar issues but in different ways already.  If				false
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		1523						LN		59		1		false		         1     we aren't careful -- we just have to be so careful				false

		1524						LN		59		2		false		         2     with the way we add or adjust language is what we				false

		1525						LN		59		3		false		         3     spend a good deal of time talking about where to put				false

		1526						LN		59		4		false		         4     this language.  That was part of the discussion.				false

		1527						LN		59		5		false		         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  So we, I think, after				false

		1528						LN		59		6		false		         6     boiling all this down, we had three options.  We				false

		1529						LN		59		7		false		         7     could create stand-alone historic guidelines, which				false

		1530						LN		59		8		false		         8     is very common in other jurisdictions.				false

		1531						LN		59		9		false		         9                 We could modify the existing guidelines				false

		1532						LN		59		10		false		        10     that are codified in the zoning ordinance or				false

		1533						LN		59		11		false		        11     standards for that matter.				false

		1534						LN		59		12		false		        12                 Or we could try to incentivize, offer an				false

		1535						LN		59		13		false		        13     additional incentive to folks to address the main				false

		1536						LN		59		14		false		        14     issue which is:  How do we keep folks from elevating				false

		1537						LN		59		15		false		        15     these historic structures and building additions on				false

		1538						LN		59		16		false		        16     to them and ruining the historic character?				false

		1539						LN		59		17		false		        17                 Those are our three options I think.  In				false

		1540						LN		59		18		false		        18     our next meeting, I'd like to really refine some				false

		1541						LN		59		19		false		        19     options for the DRB.				false

		1542						LN		59		20		false		        20                 MS. SANDERS:  Did we identify how many				false

		1543						LN		59		21		false		        21     there are left, historic homes?  They're all so				false

		1544						LN		59		22		false		        22     different.  Just like the school, they're all so				false

		1545						LN		59		23		false		        23     different.				false

		1546						LN		59		24		false		        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  I generated a map during				false

		1547						LN		59		25		false		        25     our study group that shows all our historic				false
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		1549						LN		60		1		false		         1     structures.				false

		1550						LN		60		2		false		         2                 Then another relevant sort of question,				false

		1551						LN		60		3		false		         3     how many are 1,200 square feet or under, right, that				false

		1552						LN		60		4		false		         4     could apply for the special exception?				false

		1553						LN		60		5		false		         5                 One of the things we talked about is				false

		1554						LN		60		6		false		         6     elevating that or increasing that square footage to				false

		1555						LN		60		7		false		         7     1,400 square feet or even getting rid of it --				false

		1556						LN		60		8		false		         8                 MR. CRAVER:  Get rid of it.				false

		1557						LN		60		9		false		         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  -- all together.  And what				false

		1558						LN		60		10		false		        10     would be the result of that?  Getting rid of it all				false

		1559						LN		60		11		false		        11     together?  I think these are some big questions we				false

		1560						LN		60		12		false		        12     need to grapple with.				false

		1561						LN		60		13		false		        13                 MR. CRAVER:  I think some of the reasons				false

		1562						LN		60		14		false		        14     that those limitations were put in place when the				false

		1563						LN		60		15		false		        15     ordinance was put in place probably have changed now.				false

		1564						LN		60		16		false		        16     And so it gives us an opportunity to create some				false

		1565						LN		60		17		false		        17     incentives maybe and preserve, do a better job of				false

		1566						LN		60		18		false		        18     preserving historic structures but not penalizing the				false

		1567						LN		60		19		false		        19     people that own them.  I think we have some real				false

		1568						LN		60		20		false		        20     opportunity here.				false

		1569						LN		60		21		false		        21                 MR. HENDERSON:  What I would like to do in				false

		1570						LN		60		22		false		        22     the study group, refine those options, those ideas we				false

		1571						LN		60		23		false		        23     had.  And we'll have the text, the Word document so				false

		1572						LN		60		24		false		        24     that we can --				false

		1573						LN		60		25		false		        25                 MR. CRAVER:  If you'll e-mail me, I'll				false
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		1575						LN		61		1		false		         1     play with it before we meet so that we're not -- so				false

		1576						LN		61		2		false		         2     we have something at least on one of the options to				false

		1577						LN		61		3		false		         3     start with.				false

		1578						LN		61		4		false		         4                 MR. HENDERSON:  Sure.				false

		1579						LN		61		5		false		         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's not impossible for				false

		1580						LN		61		6		false		         6     you to make some adjustments, send it, let us				false

		1581						LN		61		7		false		         7     respond.  Do it e-mail, whenever we have a chance.				false

		1582						LN		61		8		false		         8                 MR. CRAVER:  Why don't we do that.				false

		1583						LN		61		9		false		         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  I'll continue looking at				false

		1584						LN		61		10		false		        10     smaller coastal community jurisdictions that have				false

		1585						LN		61		11		false		        11     historic design guidelines as kind of a comparison.				false

		1586						LN		61		12		false		        12     Again, I still kind of hold the perspective that, if				false

		1587						LN		61		13		false		        13     we have guidelines, it couldn't hurt.  The more				false

		1588						LN		61		14		false		        14     information out there, the better.				false

		1589						LN		61		15		false		        15                 But I think in the immediate, to address				false

		1590						LN		61		16		false		        16     the problem that we are having or the issue that				false

		1591						LN		61		17		false		        17     we're having, we keep talking about 1102 Osceola.				false

		1592						LN		61		18		false		        18     How high they elevated that.  I think we can do some				false

		1593						LN		61		19		false		        19     immediate text amendments.				false

		1594						LN		61		20		false		        20                 MR. CRAVER:  The jury is still out on that				false

		1595						LN		61		21		false		        21     one.  They haven't finished it.				false

		1596						LN		61		22		false		        22                 MR. HENDERSON:  Absolutely.				false

		1597						LN		61		23		false		        23                 MR. CRAVER:  And you don't change the				false

		1598						LN		61		24		false		        24     whole statutory scheme to deal with a single house.				false

		1599						LN		61		25		false		        25     Before it's finished, we've concluded there's a				false
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		1601						LN		62		1		false		         1     problem with.  Let's wait and see what happens.				false

		1602						LN		62		2		false		         2                 MS. SANDERS:  Town hall and school looked				false

		1603						LN		62		3		false		         3     really, really huge and tall before they were				false

		1604						LN		62		4		false		         4     finished.  Before that was finished.				false

		1605						LN		62		5		false		         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  I agree.  We went through				false
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         1                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  This is the November 18, 



         2     2015 meeting of the Sullivan's Island Design Review 



         3     Board.  It is now 6:04.  And the members in 



         4     attendance are Duke Wright, Beverly Bohan, Rhonda 



         5     Sanders, and Steve Herlong. 



         6                 Freedom of Information requirements have 



         7     been met for this meeting.  And I'd like to hear a 



         8     motion to change the order, move item two to the last 



         9     item. 



        10                 MR. WRIGHT:  So moved. 



        11                 MS. BOHAN:  Second.  



        12                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Let's do a vote.  All in 



        13     favor?  



        14                 (All Board members stated aye.)



        15                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  No one is 



        16     opposed.  



        17                 The first item on the agenda is the 



        18     approval of the October 2015 minutes. 



        19                 MR. WRIGHT:  So moved.  



        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?  



        21                 MS. SANDERS:  Second.  



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  All in favor?  



        23                 (All Board members stated aye.)



        24                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  No one is 



        25     opposed.  
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         1                 I'm going to recuse myself -- no, I'm not. 



         2                 MR. WRIGHT:  You just changed it. 



         3                         2114 ATLANTIC AVENUE



         4                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Now we're going to move 



         5     on to 2114 Atlantic Avenue.  Joe.  



         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is agenda item D-1.  



         7     This is a certificate of appropriateness request for 



         8     a nonhistoric property.  This is 2114 Atlantic 



         9     Avenue.  Beau Clowney Architects, the applicants 



        10     tonight, are requesting final approval or conceptual 



        11     approval for a new single-family home. 



        12                 Relief is requested from the zoning 



        13     standards for principal building square footage, 



        14     principal building side facade, side setback relief, 



        15     and second story side setback. 



        16                 And we saw this project proposed in March 



        17     of 2015 where it was just a renovation plan.  They're 



        18     now requesting to demolish the home and build a brand 



        19     new home. 



        20                 So I can review the request for relief; 



        21     otherwise, let the applicant make their presentation. 



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Okay.  



        23                 MS. CAMPBELL:  I'm Kate Campbell with Beau 



        24     Clowney Architects.  This house, as Joe said, was 



        25     approved -- I think in your packet you can see some 
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         1     photographs of the existing house.  Very special 



         2     situation that we're in with this house. 



         3                 Basically, we were going to be -- the 



         4     March approval for a house that was going to be 



         5     renovated.  About a month ago, construction started 



         6     for the renovation.  It was discovered that there 



         7     were some structural issues with the existing house.  



         8                 And so the owners are going through a 



         9     pricing exercise right now to find out if it's more 



        10     economical to retrofit the existing house or replace 



        11     the existing house with a new house. 



        12                 In order to have the option to replace it 



        13     with a new house, we had to come get approval from 



        14     the DRB for the new house; however, they would still 



        15     like to be able to, once the pricing is completed, to 



        16     go back to the original retrofit approved option from 



        17     March if that is more economical. 



        18                 There's kind of two options that we would 



        19     like to move forward with.  And that's why Joe 



        20     mentioned that we are asking for conceptual approval 



        21     because we should know by the next meeting or 



        22     communicate with staff which option they're going 



        23     with, which if y'all give approval for this option 



        24     tonight, then both would've been approved for the 



        25     DRB. 
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         1                 The differences between this plan and the 



         2     retrofit plan, the renovation of the existing plan, 



         3     the footprint remains almost identical.  The 



         4     difference is that, being a new house, it has to meet 



         5     current zoning, which is why we're asking for the 



         6     full relief on the site setback.  The existing core 



         7     of the house from here to here currently does meet 



         8     that maximum 30 feet. 



         9                 But there was -- there is an existing 



        10     porch or open deck on the north side here that we 



        11     would remove as part of the new house option.  



        12                 Currently, these two one-story wings that 



        13     come out towards the Atlantic Avenue side are just 



        14     simple gable volumes.  With this option, with the new 



        15     house option, we would alter that slightly in order 



        16     to incorporate an internal stair, which they don't 



        17     currently have, and an elevator. 



        18                 And also just to bring the style -- 



        19                 MR. WRIGHT:  Kate, excuse me for 



        20     interrupting.  Where is Pettigrew?  



        21                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Pettigrew is here.  



        22     Atlantic is here.  Sorry about that. 



        23                 The location of the house stays exactly 



        24     the same.  Ceiling height stays exactly the same.  



        25     The house will actually meet current flood standards, 
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         1     which is one foot above flood.  And the existing 



         2     height is 37 feet as measured on site.  So we would 



         3     still remain within 38 feet height restriction from 



         4     grade. 



         5                 As you can see on the Atlantic Avenue 



         6     side, we're incorporating these one story pavilion 



         7     instead of gable ends just to bring it into more of 



         8     the island style and the quality.  But for all 



         9     intents and purposes, it's almost exactly the same 



        10     house.  



        11                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any public 



        12     comment?  Public comment section is closed.  



        13                 Joe, do you have any final comment?  



        14                 MR. HENDERSON:  If I could, Kate, just 



        15     review one more time with the Board the relief that's 



        16     requested here.  So I think that with this design, 



        17     even with the demolition and rebuild, we're still in 



        18     need of re-orientation.  So the house is required to 



        19     be oriented towards the Atlantic Ocean.  



        20                We're proposing to put the pool in the 



        21     front yard, basically.  We have to determine that the 



        22     orientation is for Atlantic Avenue and not Pettigrew, 



        23     number one. 



        24                 MR. WRIGHT:  Why does this have Atlantic 



        25     address?  Is that what you're talking about?  
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         1                 MR. HENDERSON:  It has a Pettigrew 



         2     address. 



         3                 MS. CAMPBELL:  That's the old survey.  



         4     When they bought the house, it was 2114 Atlantic. 



         5                 MR. WRIGHT:  This shows Atlantic address 



         6     as well.  It does have Pettigrew address?  



         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  If that was left anywhere. 



         8                 MR. WRIGHT:  It's 2114 Pettigrew?  



         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, that should be 



        10     changed in the GIS.  We still have to do that. 



        11                 The request is for building 



        12     re-orientation, principal building side facade 100 



        13     percent; principal building square footage, increase 



        14     of 25 percent; second story side setback, 100 



        15     percent.  And then side setback relief, 25 percent. 



        16                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Which the previous design 



        17     also had all of those granted at the March meeting, 



        18     the overages, I guess, with the exception of the side 



        19     setback because it was an existing structure. 



        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  Here are the standards for 



        21     neighborhood compatibility.  We talked about 



        22     reviewing each one of these projects, making sure it 



        23     meets those standards.  That's all I have to add.  



        24                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think the Board should 



        25     have a discussion about how we'll go about -- this is 
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         1     a new -- well, there is a procedure that originally 



         2     was happening.  It got simplified over time.  And I 



         3     think the general thought is to assure that we are 



         4     meeting the standards in order to provide the relief 



         5     requested. 



         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.  In issuing 



         7     approval for any given project, you would simply 



         8     reference that section of the ordinance highlighted.  



         9                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Or the applicant can 



        10     explain what convinced us why they meet the standard 



        11     for neighborhood compatibility.  That would be the 



        12     best way to have it done. 



        13                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.  



        14                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't know if you guys 



        15     are prepared to do that right now. 



        16                 MR. CLOWNEY:  We'll give it a try.  



        17                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Kind of new process.  



        18     Would you like to hold on to the new sheet. 



        19                 MR. HENDERSON:  On every application, 



        20     there's a box that you check that states, during the 



        21     applicant presentation, they will demonstrate how 



        22     they meet the standards. 



        23                 I know we're kind of blindsiding you with 



        24     this.  We had a study group discussion the other day, 



        25     and I brought up a new way to present these projects.  
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         1                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Now we're at the stage 



         2     where the Board -- we've heard from Joe.  The Board 



         3     is going to ask questions.  We can all talk about the 



         4     application in front of us. 



         5                 And what I note, just regarding the 



         6     neighborhood standard for neighborhood compatibility, 



         7     what I note is one of the standards is that, in that 



         8     neighborhood, would this house be compatible?  



         9                 Well, I'd say it is because it is 



        10     virtually the same house that's currently right there 



        11     that may be renovated or just may take its place. 



        12                 I find that the house that's there is 



        13     absolutely characteristic of the neighborhood and of 



        14     Sullivan's Island homes.  This actually is a bit of 



        15     an improvement on that house. 



        16                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Definitely an improvement.  



        17                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  The roof lines bring the 



        18     apparent height through the use of those hip grooves.  



        19     If that gets you started.  That's what I see. 



        20                 MR. CLOWNEY:  You want us to go through 



        21     each one like A, B, C, D.?  



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't think we need -- 



        23     I really don't think -- it's not historic.  Some of 



        24     these don't apply.  You might just touch on the 



        25     points that would apply in this case; is that 
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         1     correct?  



         2                 MR. HENDERSON:  Typically it's materials.  



         3     You want to touch on materials, massing, roof lines.  



         4     Hit on some of the items that make it characteristic 



         5     of Sullivan's Island architecture.  I don't think you 



         6     necessarily have to go each one of these points. 



         7                 In fact, the Board would identify if it 



         8     did not meet one of the standards.  And it's that 



         9     back and forth.  



        10                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do you have additional 



        11     copies of these?  Every applicant is going to need to 



        12     address these.  You guys might want to get a copy. 



        13                 MR. CLOWNEY:  I think you-all know the 



        14     pattern is appropriate; the massing is appropriate; 



        15     the orientation is the same as all the other houses 



        16     along the street.  The fenestration is traditional 



        17     and historic. 



        18                 And so the materials are in like kind, 



        19     basically, we're replacing -- we're doing the same 



        20     type of materials. 



        21                 I think it has an asphalt shingle roof 



        22     now.  We're going to be doing a standing seam metal 



        23     roof.  Every little bit of it, as we move along, is 



        24     going to get better.  And that was actually the way 



        25     it was going to be in March also. 
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         1                 MS. CAMPBELL:  It's all boxy right now.  



         2     We're going to be going back with rafters and other 



         3     detailing. 



         4                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Little things like that, 



         5     shutters, the height of the windows.  The windows are 



         6     definitely more vertical in the main living level.  



         7     They are six, eight doors, windows.  Bringing them 



         8     all up to eight feet.  Making the house feel a little 



         9     bit small, spaces inside feel a little bit more 



        10     vertical.  



        11                 That would be it.  



        12                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Would you like to start 



        13     with any comments?  



        14                 MS. BOHAN:  I just have one quick 



        15     question.  As I note the process, if you did go to 



        16     renovation versus build, would the character of the 



        17     materials change the exterior appearance of the house 



        18     from one to the other?  



        19                 MR. CLOWNEY:  No.  If we elect to go with 



        20     the renovation as opposed to the tear-down, which is 



        21     already approved, it's still that same good quality 



        22     of materials.  Still moving the windows, all the 



        23     things that I just mentioned; all those things.  



        24                 The only thing that's going to be 



        25     different, the carcass of the house, which we 
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         1     determined has some serious issues, would be starting 



         2     over basically.  



         3                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do you have any 



         4     comments?  



         5                 MS. SANDERS:  I don't know if I'm missing 



         6     a page or if I'm just not on today.  This picture 



         7     looks like the -- help me.  My brain -- 



         8                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  That's the existing 



         9     house. 



        10                 MS. SANDERS:  What I'm saying, it looks 



        11     like a very long spanse of wall. 



        12                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Right, it is currently.  And 



        13     with the addition.  And if we change it, we're going 



        14     to be fixing that.  We'll be righting that wrong. 



        15                 MS. SANDERS:  Thank you.  Okay.  There's 



        16     no relief for that now, where as there was on the 



        17     original?  



        18                 MS. CAMPBELL:  I don't think we asked 



        19     about it. 



        20                 MS. SANDERS:  You're going to make it 



        21     compatible. 



        22                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Right.  



        23                 MS. SANDERS:  It's not going to be a big 



        24     old flat wall.  



        25                 MS. CAMPBELL:  Exactly. 
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         1                 MS. SANDERS:  In addition to the square 



         2     footage. 



         3                 MS. CAMPBELL:  That's another reason we 



         4     were breaking this up a little bit is to not have it 



         5     a stretch limo on that side.  



         6                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think that's a real 



         7     good point.  There's a long expanse of a flat wall 



         8     that doesn't meet today's ordinance to solve that 



         9     problem. 



        10                 MR. CLOWNEY:  The only other thing I'll 



        11     say, we just want to make really certain we're not -- 



        12     they are going to have the flexibility to come back 



        13     and do whichever way they want to go.  They want to 



        14     make sure that they don't have to tear the house 



        15     down.  They want to make sure, if the numbers aren't 



        16     working for them, they can go back to the one that 



        17     was originally approved. 



        18                 We've talked to Randy, and we talked to 



        19     Joe about that.  Hopefully, with your permission, we 



        20     can just do that at staff when they make that 



        21     decision.  That's fine.  



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Duke. 



        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine.  I think all the 



        24     standards are met in either case with the exception 



        25     of Rhonda's mention.  I'm fine with it.  
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         1                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  And so am I.  Do I hear 



         2     a motion?  



         3                 MR. WRIGHT:  I move that we approve the 



         4     request as submitted and take in mind the option is 



         5     open for a new house versus the modified existing 



         6     house. 



         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's final approval?  



         8                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I have a question.  Is 



         9     it final? 



        10                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with that.  



        11                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?  



        12                 MS. SANDERS:  Second.  



        13                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any discussion?  



        14     Does anyone have anything else to say?  



        15                 MS. SANDERS:  I have a question.  If y'all 



        16     kept the house and still had that limousine wall -- I 



        17     like that term, just curious. 



        18                 MS. CAMPBELL:  This approval doesn't 



        19     prevent them from going back to that.  



        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  All in favor?  



        21                 (All Board members stated aye.)  



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None 



        23     opposed.  



        24                 MR. CLOWNEY:  Thank you. 



        25                 MR. WRIGHT:  You did a good job with the 
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         1     first one. 



         2                 MR. CLOWNEY:  We'll keep that test for 



         3     next time.  



         4                              2724 BAYONNE STREET



         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Next item is 2724 



         6     Bayonne Street. 



         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is agenda item D-2.  



         8     This is a COA request for a nonhistoric property.  



         9     Currently the lot is vacant at 2724 Bayonne Street. 



        10                 Sabrina Cochran is here to present a new 



        11     home construction.  She's requesting relief from the 



        12     zoning standards for principal building square 



        13     footage, second story side setback, and building 



        14     foundation height of ten inches, three-quarters; 



        15     correct?  



        16                 MS. COCHRAN:  Correct. 



        17                 MR. HENDERSON:  There have been a couple 



        18     of recommendations for changes that I sent out to 



        19     Ms. Sabrina here, to remove the parking area in the 



        20     front yard on the Bayonne Street side, but I'll let 



        21     you make the presentation. 



        22                 MS. COCHRAN:  Again, I'm Sabrina Cochran 



        23     with SLC Architect, representing the owners, Jim and 



        24     Maryann, and their property at 2724 Bayonne.  They 



        25     currently live up north, but they're looking to move 





                A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR. & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO           



�

                                                                            17











         1     down here.  They're excited about designing this 



         2     house for their family of nine; they have seven 



         3     children.  



         4                 As Joe said, it's not historic property.  



         5     We're asking for relief in three areas.  On the side 



         6     elevations, the west and east, we are asking for 



         7     second floor side setback relief.  Obviously, you can 



         8     see here, here and here.  One reason is we have a 



         9     reverse floor plan.  We're really trying to take 



        10     advantage of the second floor square footage space to 



        11     fit in the spaces that they need. 



        12                 We tried to change materials and do things 



        13     to break it up a little bit so it's not one massive 



        14     wall, push and pull.  You can kind of see they do go 



        15     in and out.  We're hoping the change in materials, 



        16     kind of pushing and pulling, alleviate a little bit 



        17     of that second floor side setback.  



        18                 The second thing is principal building 



        19     square footage.  We're asking for 657 square feet, 



        20     which is 16 percent relief.  Like I mentioned, they 



        21     have a family of nine.  We have four bedrooms and a 



        22     bunk room.  We're really just designing it for 



        23     minimal floor plan to fit their family.  We just need 



        24     a little extra square footage.  



        25                 We don't feel like we have extreme number 
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         1     of bedrooms or large spaces; hopefully, that's a 



         2     reasonable request.  



         3                 The last request was building foundation 



         4     height.  Like you see here, we just have a nine-foot 



         5     space in the ground floor; enough for standard eight 



         6     foot door, door opener.  Nothing crazy.  It's just 



         7     that with VE 16, the first floor pushes us over ten 



         8     foot.  It's pretty standard height on the ground 



         9     floor. 



        10                 The last thing I want to talk about, which 



        11     Joe mentioned, was the parking and driveway, and the 



        12     fence.  Joe asked me to clarify with you.  The survey 



        13     you have was the survey they got when they bought the 



        14     property, and the neighbor's fence looks like it 



        15     encroaches three feet, which it did.  The neighbor 



        16     has since put the fence back up on the property line 



        17     so it doesn't encroach anymore.  



        18                 Also, they are planning to have a pool.  



        19     Hardscape and landscape hasn't been designed yet.  



        20     This is for conceptual.  We know we have to have a 



        21     pool fence.  It will conform to Sullivan's Island's 



        22     standards; kind of shown it here and follow the 



        23     property line to come back around to enclose the 



        24     pool. 



        25                 The other thing is the driveway and 





                A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR. & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO           



�

                                                                            19











         1     parking.  We're currently showing the driveway here, 



         2     turn around space and some guest parking in the 



         3     front.  I understand, according to what Joe said in 



         4     the ordinance, it says:  To the extent possible, 



         5     parking area should be 20 feet to the rear of the 



         6     principal building's front facade. 



         7                 I think I understand that.  We all 



         8     understand that.  We're hoping, if possible, you 



         9     might be able to reconsider that for a few reasons.  



        10     One, the Mackeys say this is a busy street for 



        11     beach-goers.  If we can take two spots for our 



        12     guests, get it off the street, it opens up some 



        13     parking on the street. 



        14                 Another reason is, when our guests come to 



        15     dinner, I want them to feel like they're parking, 



        16     they can come to a nice walk -- obviously not shown 



        17     here yet -- nice walk and get up to the front steps, 



        18     and it makes sense.  



        19                 The third reason is the neighborhood 



        20     compatibility, one of those standards, says -- one of 



        21     them is placement and alignment of driveways.  If you 



        22     look here, these are some satellite images.  This is 



        23     the property directly next door.  Here's their lot.  



        24     They have parking in the front here. 



        25                 This house down here, which is this, they 
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         1     have parking in the front.  This house farther to the 



         2     west has parking right in front.  And this home to 



         3     the east has parking in the front, which basically is 



         4     a lot wider but the same configuration.  



         5                 Six homes within two blocks of them that 



         6     all have parking in their front.  We feel like that 



         7     is meeting the neighborhood compatibility, hoping 



         8     that maybe you could consider that.



         9                 In terms of neighborhood compatibility, in 



        10     general, we do feel like this is a pretty eclectic 



        11     neighborhood.  There's a lot of different homes; dome 



        12     house, there's a lot of two story homes, there's 



        13     really modern home next door.  Really modern home 



        14     four doors down. 



        15                 It's a pretty big mix of homes.  We feel 



        16     like we need the massing, lot of full two-story type 



        17     homes in that neighborhood, which have a lot of 



        18     porches.  The front and the rear of the home all have 



        19     porches, metal roof.  The railings that make the 



        20     Sullivan's Island style. 



        21                 So we feel the massing, height, scale 



        22     materials, two-over-two windows was hoping in general 



        23     that these things meet the neighborhood compatibility 



        24     standards.  And that neighborhood is so eclectic, 



        25     it's hard to plug in with everyone.  Tried our best.  
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         1     Those are the items we're requesting.  



         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Joe, I've got a general 



         3     question about the parking.  Can you help explain to 



         4     the Board why it would be written that way to limit 



         5     parking in the front. 



         6                 (Mr. Craver entered the room.)



         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  Well, I'm not sure 



         8     about -- the spirit and intent of the ordinance is to 



         9     have all storage and I guess vehicle storage and 



        10     parking behind the house to encourage front yards and 



        11     not have vehicles stacked in the front yard.  



        12                 We also have a section of the ordinance 



        13     that prohibits -- outright prohibits -- parking areas 



        14     in the front yard.  That's 21-143-C of the ordinance, 



        15     in the accessory structure section of the ordinance.  



        16                 And it actually says:  That storage areas 



        17     shall be located a minimum of 20 feet to the rear of 



        18     the principal building's front facade.  Because it 



        19     has that shall, it takes away the permissive.  



        20                 MS. COCHRAN:  That's a storage area?  



        21                 MR. HENDERSON:  For residential parking.  



        22     It's under the outdoor storage of vehicles and 



        23     equipment.  



        24                 MS. COCHRAN:  Also in the accessory 



        25     structures, that's where I found this:  To the extent 
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         1     possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear 



         2     of the front facade.  That's also in the accessory 



         3     structure section. 



         4                 MR. HENDERSON:  It says, outdoor storage 



         5     of vehicles and equipment.  So if you look -- I see 



         6     what they're saying here.  It says:  To the extent 



         7     possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear 



         8     of the principal building front facade. 



         9                 And under outdoor storage of vehicles and 



        10     equipment it says -- 



        11                 MS. COCHRAN:  I guess I wasn't thinking 



        12     about storage of vehicles.  It's just for guests to 



        13     come.  That's how I interpreted it.  I thought the 



        14     one saying parking -- it's up to you guys.  



        15                 MR. HENDERSON:  Randy, do you have any 



        16     input on that?  



        17                 Most of our site design, since I've been 



        18     here two-and-a-half years, we've taken a pretty hard 



        19     line approach on this and required parking areas to 



        20     be 20 feet behind the principal. 



        21                 MS. SANDERS:  On new construction. 



        22                 MR. HENDERSON:  Or even retrofit.  When 



        23     someone has an existing home and create a new 



        24     driveway or tear-up concrete and put in pervious 



        25     surfaces.  When we see a proposal to have a large 





                A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR. & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO           



�

                                                                            23











         1     area paved in the front yard, we reference this 



         2     section in the ordinance.  I think that's been kind 



         3     of a long-standing interpretation of the ordinance.  



         4                 If we want to have that clarified, I 



         5     suppose we could take it to the planning commission.



         6                 MS. SANDERS:  If the lot is fairly deep, 



         7     would there be parking in the back?  



         8                 MS. COCHRAN:  Just felt like to have 



         9     guests park all the way in the back of the house -- 



        10     if that's what it is, it is.  They were just hoping 



        11     because it says to the extent possible, that made 



        12     logical sense.  



        13                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's so interesting.  I 



        14     look at this particular plan, I see some front steps.  



        15     It just seems like that's where you put parking.  All 



        16     those years, not been able to allow it. 



        17                 MS. SANDERS:  It could be wide enough for 



        18     two cars; correct? 



        19                 MR. HENDERSON:  The driveway is 12 feet in 



        20     width is the maximum.  At the edge of payment, it's 



        21     maximum of 20 feet.  



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's limited to 12 at 



        23     the road.  At the property line. 



        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  At the property line.  



        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It could span inward of 
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         1     the property line. 



         2                 MS. COCHRAN:  It could extend in and 



         3     parallel parking almost.  



         4                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is the driveway impervious?  



         5                 MS. COCHRAN:  It's going to be impervious.  



         6                 MR. WRIGHT:  Gravel?  



         7                 MS. COCHRAN:  Planning on pavers. 



         8                 MR. WRIGHT:  But it's pervious.  That I 



         9     think -- Rhonda's point, I think I understand it.  If 



        10     you can just widen that driveway inside the property 



        11     line, cars could park. 



        12                 MS. COCHRAN:  That makes sense. 



        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  Parallel parking kind of 



        14     thing. 



        15                 MS. COCHRAN:  Wide driveway.  



        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  Follow what I'm saying?  



        17                 MS. COCHRAN:  They want a screen of 



        18     landscaping.  They're not trying to make it ugly 



        19     concrete pad. 



        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think the Design Review 



        21     Board has the ability to appeal staff decision with 



        22     regard to a design standard or design guideline.  If 



        23     it is an actual standard of the ordinance where it 



        24     says shall then that would, I suppose, an appeal 



        25     would go to the Board of Zoning Appeals. 
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         1                 MR. CRAVER:  What section of that you're 



         2     talking about?  



         3                 MR. HENDERSON:  21-143.  



         4                 MS. SANDERS:  You showed up just in time. 



         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  This requirement probably 



         6     comes from the fact that we have a lot of historic 



         7     structures, lot of historic districts.  If you can 



         8     imagine one of the houses on Officer's Row turning 



         9     their front yard to a parking space, 600 square feet 



        10     or 400 square feet, it might garner a reaction.  



        11                 MR. COCHRAN:  I think that's a really good 



        12     point.  My point, in this neighborhood, it is 



        13     compatible.  It's not in the historic district.  



        14                 One block this way and one block this way. 



        15                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is what Sabrina 



        16     referenced here; to the extent possible. 



        17                 You drop down here, it says storage areas 



        18     for vehicles and equipment shall be located minimum 



        19     ten feet of the front facade.  One says shall, the 



        20     other says to all extent possible. 



        21                 MR. ROBINSON:  There's plenty of room.  



        22     That's possible to park behind the front facade of 



        23     this house. 



        24                 MS. SANDERS:  Or on the street.  



        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Folks, I think one thing 
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         1     we need to keep in mind, we can't have simultaneous 



         2     conversations going on.  We can't record that.  We 



         3     need to -- 



         4                 Joe, did you ask Randy a question?  Did 



         5     you have the floor, Randy?  



         6                 I didn't hear what you said, I'm sorry. 



         7                 MR. ROBINSON:  What I said was it is 



         8     possible to have the parking on the rear of the 



         9     house.  To the extent possible, I mean, it's possible 



        10     to put it back there.  



        11                 There's a lot of things you disagree with 



        12     the ordinance.  You just got to live with it in some 



        13     instances.  You're saying other houses on the block 



        14     were parking forward of the front facade. 



        15                 MR. CRAVER:  The Hyman house has the 



        16     driveway coming in off of the Atlantic side.  And 



        17     it's not a concrete driveway.  It's a gravel 



        18     driveway.  It's really smart.  They use that side 



        19     setback as their driveway and they got a ton of 



        20     parking.  But it's -- they probably are parking 



        21     parallel to the front facade of the house.  That 



        22     parking goes up to.  And they're actually parking in 



        23     front of the house, too.  I don't know that it's 



        24     improved parking.  They're just doing it.  



        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm kind of thinking 
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         1     that this really isn't the main point.  This is just 



         2     one of the issues that you're dealing with.  You want 



         3     to have it generally approved.  You can always come 



         4     back and deal with parking at a later date, if need 



         5     be.  I'm thinking why don't we go through the normal 



         6     process. 



         7                 Duke.  You might want to comment of the 



         8     general design.  



         9                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with the general 



        10     design of the house.  I think -- and I'm familiar 



        11     with the house to the west, which is kind of a 



        12     strange design anyway.  And I think this improves the 



        13     neighborhood in that sense. 



        14                 And, frankly, I suspect that the house on 



        15     the corner eventually will go, and there will be 



        16     another larger house there on the corner of Bayonne. 



        17                 MR. CRAVER:  28 and Atlantic.  That's my 



        18     stomping ground. 



        19                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is that your house?  



        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  There are some pictures 



        21     floating around. 



        22                 MR. CRAVER:  The yellow house. 



        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  I think from a compatible 



        24     standpoint, I think it's fine.  Pretty eclectic in 



        25     that area anyway.  I'm fine with the design. 
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         1                 MS. BOHAN:  I agree.  I think it's a nice 



         2     improvement for an existing house.  I would just 



         3     point out one thing.  Never mind.  I'll come back to 



         4     that.  



         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Rhonda. 



         6                 MS. SANDERS:  I think it's nice also.  I 



         7     just want to caution everyone, because we have had a 



         8     prior applicant come three times and we have denied 



         9     the side setback, second floor setback because of the 



        10     wall effect.  And I don't want us to get -- I think 



        11     something might be done to solve that so that we're 



        12     being consistent.  If you know what I'm referring to.  



        13                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I know exactly what 



        14     you're referring to.  Good point.  



        15                 MS. SANDERS:  That's my thought.  On the 



        16     driveway, I think that's up to y'all.  They have 



        17     street parking.  They have in the behind parking.  If 



        18     that's what the ordinance says, believe me, I wish it 



        19     were different.  That's why we have the ordinance is 



        20     to solve things that are problems that are already 



        21     there.  We can't change what's there.  Those are my 



        22     thoughts.  



        23                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Billy. 



        24                 MR. CRAVER:  I'm just trying to -- the 



        25     second -- the side setback, second floor setback, 
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         1     which side is that?  



         2                 MS. COCHRAN:  East and west. 



         3                 MR. CRAVER:  Both sides.  It's not a box. 



         4                 MS. SANDERS:  It's a much nicer design. 



         5                 MR. CRAVER:  It is.  I guess that's what 



         6     I'm saying is that -- Steve, you correct me.  You and 



         7     I have had a lot of discussion about this issue. 



         8                 MS. BOHAN:  It's only this long that is 



         9     along the front on the right. 



        10                 MR. CRAVER:  It's only a 30-foot run.  And 



        11     then you have porches and the other side is not just 



        12     a straight, long wall.  The front is not a straight, 



        13     long wall.  The back is not a straight, long wall.  



        14     I'm probably okay with it.  I like the design.  I 



        15     think it's a good design, Sabrina. 



        16                 MR. HENDERSON:  Sabrina, you're not 



        17     requesting the principal building side facade relief; 



        18     is that right? 



        19                 MS. COCHRAN:  No -- 



        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  So you're not going beyond 



        21     that 30-foot length.  



        22                 That's the other difference between the -- 



        23     the other one, I think on both sides you had a 



        24     distance of about 50 feet on both sides and 



        25     requesting 100 percent relief in the second story 
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         1     side setback. 



         2                 MS. SANDERS:  CYA. 



         3                 MR. CRAVER:  That's why I'm asking 



         4     questions, making that comment.  Get it on the 



         5     record.  



         6                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I feel like the plan of 



         7     this home provides enough articulation and just 



         8     massing relief, that overcomes the need to have that 



         9     side facade setback.  



        10                 MR. CRAVER:  That's exactly what I was 



        11     thinking.  



        12                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm okay with it.  Do I 



        13     hear a motion?  



        14                 MR. WRIGHT:  Let Billy make a motion. 



        15                 MR. CRAVER:  I move that we approve -- are 



        16     you asking for what kind of approval?  



        17                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is conceptual.  The 



        18     Board reserves the right to grant final approval if 



        19     you desire. 



        20                 MR. CRAVER:  I move we give final approval 



        21     to it as submitted with one little exception.  The 



        22     parking.  I think you got to comply with the 



        23     ordinance on the parking. 



        24                 MS. COCHRAN:  Can I ask a question.  What 



        25     Duke suggested, is that the ordinance where you widen 
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         1     it once you're into the property?  



         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  You might want to show 



         3     it. 



         4                 MR. WRIGHT:  This was just a suggestion.  



         5     I wouldn't think the company is going to be parking 



         6     every day in the house.  A thought was just to widen 



         7     the pervious pavers enough to allow two cars to pass.  



         8                 Do you see what I'm saying?  Randy, are 



         9     you okay with that?  



        10                 MR. ROBINSON:  We just need to do that at 



        11     staff level. 



        12                 MR. CRAVER:  Work with the staff to deal 



        13     with the parking issue. 



        14                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think it's a staff 



        15     interpretation whether they're complying with that 



        16     standard. 



        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  I understand.  



        18                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second to 



        19     Billy's motion?  



        20                 MS. SANDERS:  I'll second.  



        21                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Is there any further 



        22     discussion?  Anybody have any more discussion?  



        23                 All in favor?  



        24                 (All Board members stated aye.)



        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None 





                A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR. & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO           



�

                                                                            32











         1     opposed. 



         2                 MS. COCHRAN:  Thank you.  



         3                              209 STATION 17



         4                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  We are now on 209 



         5     Station 17. 



         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, sir, this is agenda 



         7     item D-3, 209 Station 17.  Mr. Ron Denton is 



         8     requesting conceptual approval of the new 



         9     single-family home.  He's requesting relief from the 



        10     zoning standards for the principal building 



        11     re-orientation. 



        12                 And just before the meeting, Ron mentioned 



        13     that the numbers that are outlined on your 



        14     application are just hypothetical lot coverage 



        15     calculations.  Is that right, Ron?  



        16                 MR. DENTON:  That's correct. 



        17                 MR. HENDERSON:  The building permit that's 



        18     going to be submitted will comply with zoning 



        19     ordinance standards for development, meaning all 



        20     those boxes will be checked as in compliance.  I'll 



        21     let Ron point out how the building will be oriented. 



        22                 MR. DENTON:  I originally intended solely 



        23     to apply for re-orientation of the property.  And so 



        24     we didn't really take the design of the house any 



        25     further than what you see today.  And we made a 
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         1     further presentation with our compliance issues. 



         2                 Basically what we've got presently -- I'm 



         3     Ron Denton.  I have Oliver Dungo representing Wes 



         4     Fuller. 



         5                 This is a single story ranch oriented 



         6     towards Station 17.  He has his driveway off the 



         7     avenue.  We've done studies, obviously, of Station 17 



         8     in this area.  We're the only house that has a 



         9     Station 17 address. 



        10                 And what he really would like is for his 



        11     street address to be 1659 Poe.  And as architects, we 



        12     would like it because it offers better design 



        13     opportunities.  



        14                 We have, coming from the beginning, this 



        15     is pottery lady -- I can't think of her name. 



        16                 MR. CRAVER:  Yard haze. 



        17                 MR. DENTON:  A little side access here.  



        18     This is -- I mistook it for the officers quarters; 



        19     big block of apartments, Middle Street address.  Poe 



        20     Avenue here.  I'on there.  Atlantic here. 



        21                 Again, here the immediately adjacent 



        22     structures are facing their opposite streets.  We're 



        23     just asking for that same consideration. 



        24                 The reason for that is, in the site 



        25     plan is -- wonderfully helpful.  We have the existing 
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         1     ranch that you can see.  We're trying to orient the 



         2     house that would face Poe Avenue.  It offers similar 



         3     rectangular shape, but one that truly would focus on 



         4     Poe.  This would be Poe Avenue side.  



         5                 Looking at Poe, this must be 17, Station 



         6     17, which is here on our left side.  



         7                 We're looking at a style of architecture 



         8     that's I'on in nature.  Large front entry porch.  



         9     Many of the homes on Station 17 have at least two 



        10     sides or side porch.  At least two porches in their 



        11     lexicon.  



        12                 We're carrying that same thing across 



        13     here.  I'm not trying to get into the house design 



        14     too much; just to give you an idea of why we're going 



        15     where we're going.



        16                 We have a front porch on Poe coming along 



        17     Station 17.  More porches along that side.  Very 



        18     characteristic of the house across the street as well 



        19     as the house just behind it. 



        20                 Just trying to keep with themes of the 



        21     island; plank siding, metal roof.  Lots of porches.  



        22     We've got a screened porch element.  We have an 



        23     outside covered veranda area.  Open porch.  Front 



        24     entry porch. 



        25                 Didn't know about the driveway.  Certainly 





                A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR. & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO           



�

                                                                            35











         1     have to correct that.  Our only intent when we do 



         2     return to present the house, should we be allowed 



         3     this re-orientation, would be perhaps for principal 



         4     building area modification or request for extension 



         5     there. 



         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  So you would be returning 



         7     and requesting modification of principal building 



         8     square footage?  



         9                 MR. DENTON:  That's it. 



        10                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is a preliminary 



        11     conceptual. 



        12                 MR. DENTON:  This is really preliminary 



        13     conceptual.  What I'm really after is that 



        14     orientation, which I don't know if that's a 



        15     preliminary thing.  To me, it seems like I can't go 



        16     any further until I know I can. 



        17                 We showed you a little bit of what we've 



        18     been working on so you can understand why we're 



        19     asking for that re-orientation as well, just from the 



        20     standpoint of the street.  Everybody is facing their 



        21     avenues and not their stations. 



        22                 MR. HENDERSON:  I ask you that because I 



        23     did point out or notice identify several areas that 



        24     you might need to request relief.  If we can turn 



        25     back to the elevations. 
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         1                 This is a second story. 



         2                 MR. DENTON:  Side yard. 



         3                 MR. HENDERSON:  Second story side setback 



         4     relief or either design it -- 



         5                 MR. DENTON:  We would work on that. 



         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  My question here would be 



         7     is that over 30 linear feet. 



         8                 MR. DENTON:  There's nothing here 30 feet. 



         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  Do you meet the additional 



        10     front yard setback there. 



        11                 MR. DENTON:  Correct.  As we re-present, 



        12     the plan may change some which would require us -- 



        13     I'm not saying we won't come back no more.  



        14                 Our intent, we really rather not have to 



        15     come back at all.  We know we're going to need more 



        16     square footage.  As things progress, who knows what 



        17     else may help.



        18                 For the most part, this is our working 



        19     concept.  It needs to be developed.  Wasn't really 



        20     ready for presentation and critique.



        21                 This is the kind of way we're playing.  If 



        22     you hate it, tell us now.  If you think it's 



        23     workable, let us know that. 



        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  Conceptual review only.  



        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I have a question about 
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         1     how we go about -- I know we have in the past dealt 



         2     with re-orienting the front facade to a different 



         3     orientation.  Is that really -- is that the focus of 



         4     this?  You would like to confirm that you can do 



         5     that -- 



         6                 MR. DENTON:  Correct.  



         7                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  -- before you spend so 



         8     many more hours -- 



         9                 MR. DENTON:  Correct.  



        10                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  -- of a client's time. 



        11                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's right.  And the 



        12     Board can grant a re-orientation of a house based 



        13     upon its compatibility of the surrounding 



        14     neighborhood.  So you can conceptually take what Ron 



        15     explained about how the rest of the houses are facing 



        16     Station 17. 



        17                 MR. DENTON:  Facing avenues.  Their sides 



        18     are on 17. 



        19                 MS. SANDERS:  Except for the one across 



        20     the street. 



        21                 MR. HENDERSON:  You want to re-orient your 



        22     house in keeping with the other houses that are 



        23     facing Poe Avenue?  



        24                 MR. DENTON:  Correct. 



        25                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's what you would do.  
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         1     You would do a conceptual review of the other houses.  



         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  If one is re-orienting 



         3     the organization of the property, that changes -- 



         4     that sets the various setbacks. 



         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's exactly right.  



         6                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  You really need to know 



         7     that. 



         8                 MR. DENTON:  For instance, my application 



         9     for setbacks, side setbacks was predicated on the 



        10     assumption that we would be granted the 



        11     re-orientation.  If not, this becomes the back, and 



        12     that doesn't matter.  And all these other things kind 



        13     of get tossed out. 



        14                 MR. HENDERSON:  This is a good one.  This 



        15     is Poe Avenue front yard setback where you would 



        16     apply the 25 feet.  This additional front yard 



        17     setback requires you to go up 20 linear feet and 45 



        18     degree angle.  If he doesn't get the re-orientation, 



        19     that's out the window.  Can't make his design in the 



        20     setback.  These are all things that we'll square 



        21     away.  I had some concerns about the six feet. 



        22                 MR. DENTON:  You're right about that.  We 



        23     missed that. 



        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  We may have an 



        25     encroachment there.  At any rate, we can refine the 
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         1     plan.  I think we're looking at design today and 



         2     re-orientation to move forward.  



         3                 MR. WRIGHT:  Go back to the first sheet 



         4     that shows the lot.  The one across the street, what 



         5     is that?  



         6                 MR. DENTON:  16 Poe.  That's Poe address.  



         7                 MR. WRIGHT:  The one next door is 



         8     obviously a Poe address.  Nowhere to go anywhere 



         9     else, in my view. 



        10                 MS. SANDERS:  1660 Atlantic faces Station 



        11     17, front door.  



        12                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Driveway off of Atlantic 



        13     with steps over the other.  I don't know how you 



        14     would -- 



        15                 MS. SANDERS:  Front entrance is on Station 



        16     17.  1702, the front entrance is on 17 as well.  Just 



        17     FYI. 



        18                 MR. DENTON:  You're right. 



        19                 MR. CRAVER:  1702 is not.  



        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I don't think so. 



        21                 MS. SANDERS:  That's the stucco brick 



        22     ranch. 



        23                 MR. DENTON:  It's really kind of like a 



        24     weak entry element.  



        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's labeled.  The one 
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         1     at the top, you're right.  



         2                 MS. SANDERS:  1702 on the top, not the 



         3     1702 in the middle. 



         4                 MS. BOHAN:  You're right.  



         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  That is true. 



         6                 MR. CRAVER:  If that's the house down 



         7     there, that's officer's quarter on top corner. 



         8                 Right across is a relatively new house 



         9     that belongs to David -- and the steps, it faces 



        10     I'on.  It doesn't face Station 17. 



        11                 MR. DENTON:  This one is the one that has 



        12     the door on 17.  But the mailbox is here with that 



        13     street address on it. 



        14                 MS. SANDERS:  1680. 



        15                 MR. DENTON:  I don't know if they did that 



        16     legally or not or something going on with the post 



        17     office.  I'm just an architect with a camera.  



        18     Certainly the feel of that street is side yard and 



        19     then the avenue. 



        20                 MS. SANDERS:  I agree.  



        21                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Let me kind of catch up 



        22     with the process here by asking is there any public 



        23     comment?  Public comment section is closed. 



        24                 Joe, do you have any final comments before 



        25     we -- 
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         1                 MR. HENDERSON:  No, sir.  



         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I'm wondering if maybe 



         3     each of us should maybe comment on the orientation 



         4     issue and perhaps a comment about the design in 



         5     general as well.  Billy, would you like to start. 



         6                 MR. CRAVER:  Yeah, I think that the 



         7     orientation of the houses in that whole area, there's 



         8     not a clear pattern.  I don't know that it matters if 



         9     you're going to take the house that's there down and 



        10     build a new house and you want to orient it towards 



        11     Poe, given that it's a corner lot and odd orientation 



        12     in that whole area.  I don't have a problem with 



        13     re-orienting it towards Poe. 



        14                 I'm sort of wrestling with the requested 



        15     relief because I'm trying to figure out is this a 



        16     real design or are you going back to the drawing 



        17     board?  



        18                 MR. DENTON:  We would be developing this 



        19     design.  It is the concept.  That's kind of approved 



        20     by the homeowner.  The things that we would need to 



        21     fix are the things that Joe had pointed out are 



        22     deficiencies to the ordinance.  



        23                 MR. CRAVER:  Subject to making sure that 



        24     it complies with the ordinance, I don't have a 



        25     problem with the minor requested relief that he's 
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         1     asking for.  The house doesn't have a massing issue 



         2     to me.  It's on a lot, not a huge lot.  I think I'm 



         3     good with it.  



         4                 MS. SANDERS:  I have no problem with the 



         5     orientation.  There is not really enough to look at 



         6     with a plan to say I'm sure it will be fine. 



         7                 As for the question of orientation, I 



         8     think that's what you're here for, I agree with that. 



         9                 MR. DENTON:  Anything after that is for us 



        10     to come back next time.  



        11                 MS. BOHAN:  I agree.  I think the 



        12     orientation -- I don't have a problem with it.  I 



        13     think it would actually be better not to have that 



        14     address.  It seems odd that it is, quite frankly, as 



        15     you pointed out. 



        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  I agree.  I think the -- I 



        17     agree with the re-orientation on to Poe.  Yes, on to 



        18     Poe.  I'm fine.  We are not going to talk about the 



        19     design.  



        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  I think a little.  



        21                 MR. WRIGHT:  I'm fine with the concept of 



        22     the design; certainly is an improvement of what's 



        23     there.  Will certainly enhance the neighborhood from 



        24     that standpoint.  I'm fine with the concept of the 



        25     design.  
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         1                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  And I as well as far as 



         2     the orientation am absolutely fine with re-orienting.  



         3     I think it improves the property being oriented to 



         4     Poe.  That's quite a distinct neighborhood feel once 



         5     you get on that street compared to 17, which feels 



         6     more like an access street really. 



         7                 I do think -- I think we should all be 



         8     very aware of that Station 17 facade.  It's next to a 



         9     very important building, extremely important building 



        10     right on the corner there.  Pay a lot of attention to 



        11     how you deal with that facade.  I think, if anything, 



        12     you might in general just try to soften that facade 



        13     some, whether it's -- from a massing point of view, I 



        14     think you've got it.  Just in general pay attention 



        15     to the way that facade is detailed would be my only 



        16     comment. 



        17                 Do I hear a motion?  



        18                 MR. CRAVER:  I move that we give 



        19     conceptual approval to the request of re-orientation.  



        20     And I'm good with the relief that he's asked for 



        21     given this is his design.  



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a second?  



        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  Second.  



        24                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any comments or 



        25     discussion?  
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         1                 All in favor. 



         2                 (All Board members stated aye.)



         3                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed?  None 



         4     opposed. 



         5                 MR. DENTON:  Thank you very much.  



         6                         2720-B GOLDBURG AVENUE



         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  Mr. Chairman, agenda item 



         8     D-4 has requested a deferral or continuance of this 



         9     project.  He had a family emergency.  



        10                         2502 ATLANTIC AVENUE



        11                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Well, I'm going to 



        12     recuse myself for the 2502 Atlantic Avenue. 



        13                 (Mr. Herlong exited the room.)



        14                 MR. WRIGHT:  2502 Atlantic, Sullivan's 



        15     Island landmark structure.  Joe.  



        16                 MR. HENDERSON:  Mr. Steve Herlong & 



        17     Associates, the applicants, are requesting approval 



        18     to construct a pool at 2502 Atlantic Avenue.  The 



        19     pool is proposed on the Atlantic Avenue side.  This 



        20     is a request from the impervious coverage standards 



        21     by way of historic exemption; also a re-orientation 



        22     request. 



        23                 That same section that we reviewed to 



        24     consider the I'on Avenue side of the property the 



        25     front of the house and allowing the pool or the 
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         1     accessory structure on the Atlantic Avenue side. 



         2                 This is Sullivan's Island landmark by way 



         3     of historic research card 116.  And I can answer any 



         4     other questions about the ordinance should you have 



         5     any. 



         6                 Pass around some photographs.  This is the 



         7     I'on Avenue side of the house.  I think you have some 



         8     pictures of the -- 



         9                 MR. ROMANO:  I'm John Romano with Herlong 



        10     & Associates representing Dan Bruce.  The owner, as 



        11     Joe said, wants to add a pool to the Atlantic side of 



        12     the property.  We're requesting exemption from the 



        13     building -- requesting building re-orientation and 



        14     exemption from the historic property exception, 



        15     Section 21-143.  Basically what that says, be allowed 



        16     to exempt up to 50 percent of the existing impervious 



        17     surface coverage.  



        18                 In our case, 50 percent would be little 



        19     over 3,800 square feet.  And we are asking for a 



        20     relief for 943 square feet for a new pool.  That 



        21     would be about 12 percent.  



        22                 This is the existing house.  The west side 



        23     of the property on Station 25.  The north side is 



        24     I'on Avenue and south side is Atlantic.  The house is 



        25     really oriented towards Atlantic; front drive comes 
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         1     off I'on.  The front drive comes off I'on.  The front 



         2     door is off of I'on.  



         3                 There's a large screened-in porch along 



         4     Atlantic.  That's really the area that we want to add 



         5     the pool.  



         6                 Then it's just 44-foot-by-24-foot pool is 



         7     kind of what we are proposing, something that follows 



         8     the curves of the existing house.  The existing 



         9     property is already kind of gated in.  There's a 



        10     picket fence that encloses the property. 



        11                 In terms of neighborhood compatibility, 



        12     there are a couple homes along Atlantic that have the 



        13     pool located on the Atlantic side of the property.  



        14     2408 Atlantic.  And actually 2402 Atlantic.  2402 



        15     Atlantic has the pool located on the I'on side. 



        16                 2408 has a pool on the Atlantic side of 



        17     the property. 



        18                 Just down the street, 2720 also has a pool 



        19     along the Atlantic Avenue.  I think we are sticking 



        20     within the neighborhood compatibility.  It's pretty 



        21     well screened from the street with existing 



        22     landscaping. 



        23                 MR. CRAVER:  There's another house right 



        24     down from 2720 that has a pool on the Atlantic side.  



        25     Ernie Master's house.  I can't remember the name of 
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         1     the people that own it now.  



         2                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is that it?  



         3                 MR. ROMANO:  That's it.  



         4                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is there any public comment?  



         5                 Public comment section is closed.  Joe.  



         6                 MR. HENDERSON:  I would just point out one 



         7     other thing.  This is a Sullivan's Island landmark, 



         8     and part of that is this historic accessory 



         9     structure.  It was a kitchen, detached kitchen.  And 



        10     on the back is where you access and park the 



        11     vehicles.  I think that's the reason for your request 



        12     up here on the Atlantic side.  That's all I have.  



        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  Beverly. 



        14                 MS. BOHAN:  I'm good with it.  I think it 



        15     meets all the compatibility and design ordinances.  



        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  Rhonda. 



        17                 MS. SANDERS:  The houses that have the 



        18     pools on Atlantic, are those also historic?  



        19                 MR. ROMANO:  I don't think so.  They don't 



        20     look like they're historic. 



        21                 MR. CRAVER:  2720 is not, I built that 



        22     house 20 years ago. 



        23                 MS. SANDERS:  I didn't think so.  Doesn't 



        24     really do anything for me. 



        25                 I'm sorry.  Can you go to the other page.  
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         1     What Joe had mentioned, that the kitchen house in the 



         2     back, the parking in the back is where you want to be 



         3     now the front yard?  



         4                 MR. ROMANO:  Correct. 



         5                 MS. SANDERS:  Would that not cause it to 



         6     be incompatible?  You're now parking in the front 



         7     yard.  I'm just asking.  I don't know.  Historic 



         8     structures really have to be careful with.  Joe, help 



         9     me.  See what I'm saying?  



        10                 Does that cause it to be incompatible? 



        11                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think in this case the 



        12     Board would want to decide, if the front of the house 



        13     is actually facing I'on.  If the accessory uses and 



        14     structures are on the I'on side, then it's the rear.  



        15     That's really what we're trying to decide here, if we 



        16     can fit this accessory use, this accessory structure, 



        17     the pool, in the front yard.  



        18                 Does it meet the intent of -- 



        19                 MS. SANDERS:  I don't think it meets the 



        20     guidelines.  I'm not saying I don't like it.  I'm 



        21     just saying I don't think it meets the guidelines.  



        22                 MR. WRIGHT:  Are the houses down Atlantic 



        23     that have pools, I think there are two or three -- 



        24     are those front yard?  They're addressed on Atlantic.  



        25     The precedent is set for front yard pool on Atlantic. 
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         1                 MS. BOHAN:  And screened. 



         2                 MS. SANDERS:  I do not dispute that at 



         3     all.  I'm just questioning the historic issue. 



         4                 MR. ROBINSON:  Just from y'all's 



         5     information, there was one at Station 28, person 



         6     wanted to put a pool on the Atlantic side, y'all 



         7     turned them down.  That was probably four years ago. 



         8                 MS. SANDERS:  Was that historic?  



         9                 MR. ROBINSON:  No, it was not a historic 



        10     house.  There were just no other pools in that 



        11     particular block.  Y'all turned him down.  He had to 



        12     put a pool on the I'on side. 



        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  There are other pools that we 



        14     must've approved on the Atlantic side, or were they 



        15     put in more than 12 years ago?  



        16                 MR. ROBINSON:  They were put in prior.  



        17                 MR. CRAVER:  Not Ernie Masters'. 



        18                 MR. ROBINSON:  Yeah, Ernie Masters was.  



        19     It was actually approved prior to the ordinance. 



        20                 There is one in that same block right next 



        21     to Ernie Masters that y'all just looked at, I 



        22     believe, for Brian Helmund.  



        23                 MR. CRAVER:  Is he doing a pool on that 



        24     one?  



        25                 MR. ROBINSON:  I think he is.  There are 
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         1     two pools, one on either side.  I believe y'all said 



         2     that since there was that neighborhood compatibility 



         3     because there were two pools, one on either side of 



         4     him.  That particular block, I guess there's five 



         5     houses, there were two pools.  So y'all allowed it or 



         6     approved it. 



         7                 MR. HENDERSON:  In the case where you're 



         8     reviewing historic structure, reference the Secretary 



         9     of Interior standards or the Town's standards for 



        10     reviewing, making modifications.  I think those would 



        11     apply even to a change to any place on the property.  



        12     Does this remove a distinctive character of that 



        13     front yard?  I think that's what we need to ask 



        14     ourselves. 



        15                 MR. CRAVER:  I'm waiting for Duke to call 



        16     on me.  I'm not allowed to speak until.  



        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  Rhonda?  Rhonda, are you 



        18     okay?  



        19                 MS. SANDERS:  I'm not saying I dislike it 



        20     or disapprove.  I'm just bringing up points of 



        21     historic homes.  The accessory structures that Joe 



        22     mentioned, the parking in the front, you can't have 



        23     parking in the front.  Now we're going to orient this 



        24     house towards the front where the parking is 



        25     already. 
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         1                 MR. ROMANO:  One of the things that's 



         2     interesting, they do have another drive off of 



         3     Station 25 that comes to the side of the property.  I 



         4     don't think that's what -- I don't think they 



         5     actually use that as the main drive.  I think that is 



         6     a garage on the I'on side.  I guess it's just a 



         7     question of:  Is it a parking question?  



         8                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think it's more 



         9     conceptually is that -- did the houses directly 



        10     adjacent to this one on that streetscape have pools 



        11     on the Atlantic side?  That could help us. 



        12                 MR. WRIGHT:  I don't think so. 



        13                 MR. ROMANO:  Directly adjacent, no, there 



        14     are no pools until you get to 2408, which is four 



        15     homes down. 



        16                 MR. WRIGHT:  Billy.  I'll call on you. 



        17                 MR. CRAVER:  You know, this house is a 



        18     historic structure.  And the front certainly looks 



        19     like it's the Atlantic Avenue side, except they 



        20     function out of the I'on side.  They function out of 



        21     that side. 



        22                 And so I wonder about, you know, it's one 



        23     thing that we have standards about where you place 



        24     parking when you're building a new house.  We say, 



        25     okay, you're building a new house, you can't put the 
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         1     parking in front of the front facade, where we've got 



         2     the cars that have already been dealt. 



         3                 This house is where it is.  I'm not sure I 



         4     get upset about the parking issue as being the 



         5     determinative factor about whether it's the front or 



         6     the back of the house. 



         7                 I grew up in a house between Atlantic and 



         8     Harvey.  We had parking in the front and the back of 



         9     the house.  We had a circular driveway in the front.  



        10     And we had driveways in the back.  I don't know that 



        11     I get really upset about that.  I don't think it 



        12     detracts from the historic elements of this house to 



        13     re-orient the front to I'on. 



        14                 Nobody lives out of the Atlantic Avenue 



        15     side of any of those houses on that street.  They all 



        16     live out of the I'on side.  The people who are 



        17     between -- who have one side of their house on 



        18     Middle, one side on I'on and the people that have the 



        19     other, who have one side on I'on, one on Atlantic, 



        20     they all function out of the I'on side of those 



        21     houses. 



        22                 MR. WRIGHT:  Even though they have 



        23     Atlantic addresses. 



        24                 MR. CRAVER:  Even though they have 



        25     Atlantic addresses.  I don't think it hurts the 
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         1     historic nature of this house to re-orient it towards 



         2     I'on and allow them to put a pool in.  I generally am 



         3     more in favor of allowing people to do what they want 



         4     to do unless there's a reason not to.  I don't see a 



         5     reason not to here. 



         6                 I appreciate, Rhonda, what you were 



         7     saying.  I walk by that house all the time, in that 



         8     neighborhood.  Everything is oriented on the I'on 



         9     side.  I don't have a problem with it. 



        10                 MS. BOHAN:  Something came to me during 



        11     the process of thinking about my decision.  And with 



        12     the historic properties, we talked about in a study 



        13     group about offering something to the ownership for 



        14     the historic property owners that would help, you 



        15     know -- relief is not a good word -- but offer some 



        16     bonus points to them.  And I think this meets exactly 



        17     the study group thought process. 



        18                 MR. CRAVER:  I think you're right about 



        19     that. 



        20                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think in part they are 



        21     taking advantage of one of the provisions of the 



        22     ordinance and that is up to 50 percent relief in the 



        23     zoning standard. 



        24                 With regard to impervious surface, they're 



        25     taking 12.  You can do that with principal building 
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         1     square footage and principal building coverage, 



         2     building footprints.  



         3                 The issue here, there's no room on the 



         4     I'on side.  You have a historic structure that can 



         5     not be modified, that has to be preserved.  You have 



         6     existing parking -- actually you have parking on two 



         7     street sides.  This is a tricky one.  



         8                 MR. CRAVER:  Didn't they ask to elevate 



         9     this house some time ago and were told no?  



        10                 MR. ROBINSON:  Honestly, I don't remember 



        11     that. 



        12                 MR. CRAVER:  I think so.  My 



        13     understanding, they have a pretty hefty flood 



        14     insurance tab that's impeding the sale of the house.  



        15     I don't have that firsthand; that's what I'm told. 



        16                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think you're right. 



        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  It seems to me what we're 



        18     dealing with, lesser of two evils here; one, if we 



        19     leave the address as it is and allow a pool in the 



        20     front yard, as an exception -- and in my judgement, 



        21     the pool does not distract from the historic aspects 



        22     of the house, the structure, even though I think it's 



        23     been modified a lot.  I've seen some photographs of 



        24     years gone by. 



        25                 MR. CRAVER:  The house has been modified. 
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         1                 MR. WRIGHT:  It's really not what it was.  



         2     That's one way to go. 



         3                 Or the other way, as Billy describes.  



         4     That's our dilemma, I suppose.  I tend to agree with 



         5     Billy.  I think if we orient it towards I'on as the 



         6     front, it's never going to change how people use the 



         7     house.  Whomever.  That might be the better way to 



         8     go. 



         9                 Do I hear a motion?  Or more discussion?  



        10                 MR. CRAVER:  I make a motion.  Then we can 



        11     discuss.  I make a motion that we approve the 



        12     requested relief. 



        13                 MR. WRIGHT:  Which is?  



        14                 MR. CRAVER:  Which is to re-orient the 



        15     house towards I'on and to grant the 12 percent 



        16     impervious coverage relief under the historic 



        17     exception exemption. 



        18                 MR. WRIGHT:  Is that a motion?  



        19                 MR. CRAVER:  That was a motion.  That was 



        20     a running motion.    



        21                 MR. WRIGHT:  You got the motion?  



        22                 THE COURT REPORTER:  Yes. 



        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  Any discussion?  Do I hear a 



        24     second?  



        25                 MS. SANDERS:  Second.  
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         1                 MR. WRIGHT:  All in favor or discussion?  



         2     No discussion. 



         3                 MS. SANDERS:  I do have one thing to add.  



         4     They'll never be able to use this as a front.  Nobody 



         5     is going to walk to their front steps.  Just a 



         6     consideration of those front steps from that backyard 



         7     because there's a pool yard.  They might want to put 



         8     it on the side.  Just a thought. 



         9                 MR. CRAVER:  They don't use them now, you 



        10     know. 



        11                 MS. SANDERS:  Just a thought. 



        12                 MR. WRIGHT:  I don't know how the interior 



        13     of the house is.  I would imagine the living room is 



        14     on the Atlantic side of the house.  That's neither 



        15     here nor there. 



        16                 MS. SANDERS:  Right. 



        17                 MR. WRIGHT:  We have a motion.  It's 



        18     second.  Discussion.  



        19                 MS. SANDERS:  I second.  



        20                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a vote?  All 



        21     in favor?  



        22                 (All Board members stated aye.)



        23                 MR. WRIGHT:  Opposed?  None.  



        24                 MR. ROMANO:  Thank you. 



        25                 MR. WRIGHT:  Do you know what we said?  
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         1                 MR. ROMANO:  I think so. 



         2                 MR. WRIGHT:  I think if it's confusing -- 



         3     I think you're good to go. 



         4                 (Mr. Herlong entered the room.)



         5                         HISTORIC DESIGN GUIDELINES



         6                 MR. WRIGHT:  There is another item on the 



         7     agenda, Joe. 



         8                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes, sir.  Very briefly, I 



         9     just wanted to touch on the fact this is agenda item 



        10     E-1.  It's an item for consideration, historic design 



        11     guidelines.  We had a study group meeting.  Three of 



        12     us met, and we had some questions regarding historic 



        13     design guidelines and whether we thought they would 



        14     be useful in our process of staff review of historic 



        15     projects and whether it would be useful for DRB and 



        16     the citizens who own historic structures. 



        17                 We talked about several options.  We had 



        18     kind of a brainstorming session.  And I wanted to ask 



        19     about our next meeting.  I think what I'd like to do 



        20     is have another study group meeting. 



        21                 We formally developed some of these 



        22     options, proposing to a design review board during a 



        23     regularly scheduled meeting and then make a 



        24     recommendation to town council from there.  I think 



        25     we talked about that.  So when would you like to 





                A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR. & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO           



�

                                                                            58











         1     meet?  I know we floated some dates. 



         2                 MR. CRAVER:  You floated two dates that 



         3     are coming up in December.  I'm out of town for both 



         4     of them. 



         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  Those are Fridays.  I 



         6     think we selected Fridays because they're kind of 



         7     easy days to schedule.  Any dates in December you 



         8     would be happy with or push this on to the first of 



         9     the year?  



        10                 MR. CRAVER:  I think we ought to probably 



        11     push it on the first of the year.  Fridays in 



        12     December is tough. 



        13                 MS. BOHAN:  There's only two good ones.  



        14     Lot of people take off between the holiday. 



        15                 MS. SANDERS:  The whole month. 



        16                 MR. CRAVER:  Joe, do you have a Word 



        17     version of the ordinance?  



        18                 MR. HENDERSON:  Yes. 



        19                 MR. CRAVER:  Can you e-mail that to me.  I 



        20     want to play with some language. 



        21                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  In general, we look at 



        22     places in the ordinance that speak to these issues 



        23     and where would we add language without making it 



        24     confusing because we've got a few sections that speak 



        25     to similar issues but in different ways already.  If 
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         1     we aren't careful -- we just have to be so careful 



         2     with the way we add or adjust language is what we 



         3     spend a good deal of time talking about where to put 



         4     this language.  That was part of the discussion. 



         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  So we, I think, after 



         6     boiling all this down, we had three options.  We 



         7     could create stand-alone historic guidelines, which 



         8     is very common in other jurisdictions. 



         9                 We could modify the existing guidelines 



        10     that are codified in the zoning ordinance or 



        11     standards for that matter.  



        12                 Or we could try to incentivize, offer an 



        13     additional incentive to folks to address the main 



        14     issue which is:  How do we keep folks from elevating 



        15     these historic structures and building additions on 



        16     to them and ruining the historic character?  



        17                 Those are our three options I think.  In 



        18     our next meeting, I'd like to really refine some 



        19     options for the DRB. 



        20                 MS. SANDERS:  Did we identify how many 



        21     there are left, historic homes?  They're all so 



        22     different.  Just like the school, they're all so 



        23     different.  



        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  I generated a map during 



        25     our study group that shows all our historic 
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         1     structures.



         2                 Then another relevant sort of question, 



         3     how many are 1,200 square feet or under, right, that 



         4     could apply for the special exception?  



         5                 One of the things we talked about is 



         6     elevating that or increasing that square footage to 



         7     1,400 square feet or even getting rid of it -- 



         8                 MR. CRAVER:  Get rid of it. 



         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  -- all together.  And what 



        10     would be the result of that?  Getting rid of it all 



        11     together?  I think these are some big questions we 



        12     need to grapple with. 



        13                 MR. CRAVER:  I think some of the reasons 



        14     that those limitations were put in place when the 



        15     ordinance was put in place probably have changed now.  



        16     And so it gives us an opportunity to create some 



        17     incentives maybe and preserve, do a better job of 



        18     preserving historic structures but not penalizing the 



        19     people that own them.  I think we have some real 



        20     opportunity here. 



        21                 MR. HENDERSON:  What I would like to do in 



        22     the study group, refine those options, those ideas we 



        23     had.  And we'll have the text, the Word document so 



        24     that we can --



        25                 MR. CRAVER:  If you'll e-mail me, I'll 
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         1     play with it before we meet so that we're not -- so 



         2     we have something at least on one of the options to 



         3     start with. 



         4                 MR. HENDERSON:  Sure.  



         5                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  It's not impossible for 



         6     you to make some adjustments, send it, let us 



         7     respond.  Do it e-mail, whenever we have a chance. 



         8                 MR. CRAVER:  Why don't we do that. 



         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  I'll continue looking at 



        10     smaller coastal community jurisdictions that have 



        11     historic design guidelines as kind of a comparison.  



        12     Again, I still kind of hold the perspective that, if 



        13     we have guidelines, it couldn't hurt.  The more 



        14     information out there, the better. 



        15                 But I think in the immediate, to address 



        16     the problem that we are having or the issue that 



        17     we're having, we keep talking about 1102 Osceola.  



        18     How high they elevated that.  I think we can do some 



        19     immediate text amendments. 



        20                 MR. CRAVER:  The jury is still out on that 



        21     one.  They haven't finished it.  



        22                 MR. HENDERSON:  Absolutely. 



        23                 MR. CRAVER:  And you don't change the 



        24     whole statutory scheme to deal with a single house.  



        25     Before it's finished, we've concluded there's a 
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         1     problem with.  Let's wait and see what happens. 



         2                 MS. SANDERS:  Town hall and school looked 



         3     really, really huge and tall before they were 



         4     finished.  Before that was finished. 



         5                 MR. HENDERSON:  I agree.  We went through 



         6     a great deal of discussion to make sure they took 



         7     that house back.  They incorporated the foundation 



         8     plannings, they graded it up.  They put the 



         9     hortiscape out front.  We don't see any of that 



        10     today.  If we do identify there's a problem with 



        11     elevating it, the point I was making, we can take 



        12     some immediate action to address it. 



        13                 I attended a Webinar that went through how 



        14     you develop historic design guidelines.  As you 



        15     mentioned during the meeting, it's a serious process.  



        16     So if we want to undertake that, it's a lengthy 



        17     process.  I guess I'm just pointing out there's a 



        18     time frame that we need to consider. 



        19                 If we can codify something pretty quickly 



        20     to address the problem, we may want to consider that 



        21     and also going through guidelines. 



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  One issue, potential 



        23     short-term solutions with adjustments.  The other one 



        24     is a long-term process with the town. 



        25                 MR. HENDERSON:  Could be equally 
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         1     beneficial. 



         2                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Seems like it shouldn't 



         3     be.  It will be.  It's not easy. 



         4                 MR. CRAVER:  My inclination every day is 



         5     less is better unless there's a real problem that 



         6     needs to be addressed.  I'm not yet convinced that 



         7     there's a real problem that needs to be addressed. 



         8                 I think that our approach in creating an 



         9     incentive to keeping intact historic structures and 



        10     having them restored and maintained their character, 



        11     that's a great objective for us to have and that we 



        12     can probably accomplish that and give it incentive to 



        13     stop houses from being elevated, but I'm not 



        14     convinced yet that we have an avalanche of houses 



        15     that are going to be elevated that would require us 



        16     to run out and develop historic guidelines that are 



        17     going to give us a whole lot more than the general 



        18     people here dealing with the issues.  I'm just not 



        19     convinced yet.  Open minded. 



        20                 MS. SANDERS:  There are flood maps still 



        21     up in the air. 



        22                 MR. HENDERSON:  That's a good point.  Duke 



        23     brought this document here that was a report from 



        24     Connie Cooper back when we were deciding whether to 



        25     have Schneider some stand-alone design guidelines or 
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         1     incorporate design guidelines into the ordinance.  I 



         2     think ultimately the town said let's codify the 



         3     guidelines. 



         4                 These are the three pages of historic 



         5     design guidelines that are in the ordinance. 



         6                 MR. WRIGHT:  They're pretty much what she 



         7     recommended. 



         8                 MR. HENDERSON:  Right. 



         9                 MR. WRIGHT:  They were incorporated into 



        10     the zoning ordinance as opposed to stand-alone.  



        11     There are some differences.  I just looked at both of 



        12     them this afternoon.  They're pretty much the same. 



        13                 MR. HENDERSON:  I can say, if you have 



        14     codified design guidelines, they hold a lot more 



        15     weight.  I know that because the City of Conway had 



        16     codified designed guidelines, and we had other 



        17     stand-alone guideline documents that really weren't 



        18     as impactful when reviewing a project. 



        19                 MR. CRAVER:  I don't think it's the issue 



        20     whether you have codified design guidelines or just 



        21     guidelines that are guidelines.  I think the issue 



        22     is, what is the problem we're trying to solve, and is 



        23     it really necessary to jump through all the hoops of 



        24     drafting new guidelines to address a problem when we 



        25     haven't really identified and defined a problem as 
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         1     being a real problem yet?  



         2                 I'm not convinced yet that we don't have 



         3     other ways to address what's been identified as a 



         4     limited issue, which now the study group has then 



         5     flipped it around and said, no, this is an 



         6     opportunity to avoid historic homes having done to 



         7     them what they can do under the ordinance, which is 



         8     put a link, add an elevated house. 



         9                 I mean, and all of a sudden you sort of 



        10     maintained the historic character sort of, but you 



        11     got -- because of the limitations of the way the 



        12     ordinance is set up, you got to hook them together 



        13     and all that.  So you destroy the historic character 



        14     by complying with the ordinance when we're better off 



        15     having two structures on the property, even if it's a 



        16     2,400-square-foot historic house.  What's the problem 



        17     with doing that?  



        18                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think that's where we 



        19     ended our meeting. 



        20                 MR. CRAVER:  That's where we ended up.  To 



        21     not give them the incentive to link a new structure 



        22     with an old structure because, if they're separate 



        23     structures now, they're penalized.  They're penalized 



        24     with the square footage.  The way it's set up now, we 



        25     encourage them to do something that destroys the 
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         1     historic character or doesn't enhance it, for sure. 



         2                 We could go through 50 drafts of 



         3     something.  We've done that before, too.  We'll end 



         4     up with something good. 



         5                 MS. SANDERS:  I can think of a prior town 



         6     council member that would love to be able to build a 



         7     house on her historic property for her son and his 



         8     children and his wife, but you can't do it.  So she's 



         9     in a historic house, small historic house on one acre 



        10     lot.  She would love to build a house for her son to 



        11     live in; same thing. 



        12                 MR. HENDERSON:  Two structures that could 



        13     accommodate one single-family, right.  Would that be 



        14     something we can consider?  Instead of having two 



        15     dwellings, could have two living spaces?  You would 



        16     have to deed restriction one of them. 



        17                 MS. SANDERS:  Right. 



        18                 MR. HENDERSON:  That would be one way to 



        19     incentivize but not increase the number of dwelling 



        20     units.  I know that's problematic.  Then it becomes 



        21     an enforcement issue.  You're dealing with issues of 



        22     rentals and things like that. 



        23                 I agree that could be one incentive that 



        24     could get families thinking about, if I leave this 



        25     historic cottage where it is, I can build. 
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         1                 MS. SANDERS:  I want my mother living over 



         2     here with me. 



         3                 MR. HENDERSON:  Right now accessory 



         4     structures can't be used as living space.  That's 



         5     prohibited



         6                 MS. SANDERS:  That's what you're talking 



         7     about.  Let's not make them connected. 



         8                 MR. CRAVER:  Right.  



         9                 MR. HENDERSON:  So you would have two 



        10     spaces.  Staff would have that burden, making sure 



        11     they're not turning into short-term rental space. 



        12                 MR. CRAVER:  I don't mind making you-all 



        13     earn your money. 



        14                 MR. HENDERSON:  I think there's a lot of 



        15     things we can do with this.  Look forward to talking 



        16     about it again.  I'll float more dates by you.  



        17                 MR. CRAVER:  I think after the first of 



        18     the year.  If you send me that thing, I'll to try to 



        19     come up with some drafts.  And we can shuffle them 



        20     around by e-mail. 



        21                 MR. HENDERSON:  I'll send it to everybody. 



        22                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  No, send it to Billy.  



        23                 Any other discussion?  



        24                 MR. HENDERSON:  No, sir.  



        25                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Do I hear a motion that 
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         1     we adjourn?  



         2                 MR. CRAVER:  I move that we adjourn. 



         3                 MR. WRIGHT:  Second.  



         4                 THE CHAIRPERSON:  All in favor.  



         5                 (All Board members stated aye.)



         6                 (The meeting was concluded at 7:34 p.m.)
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Town of Sullivans Island v
In Re: Design Review Board

Sullivans Island Design Review Board
November 18, 2015

Page 2 Page 4
1 APPEARANCES: 1 I'm going to recuse myself -- no, I'm not.
2 STVE HERLONG. CHAl RPERSON 2 MR. WRIGHT: You just changed it.
3 DUKE WRI GHT, BOARD MEMBER 3 2114 ATLANTIC AVENUE
BEVERLY BOHAN, BOARD MEMBER 4 THE CHAIRPERSON: Now we're going to move
4 RHONDA SANDERS, BOARD MEMBER 5 onto 2114 Atlantic Avenue. Joe.
BILLY CRAVER BOARD MEMBER 6 MR. HENDERSON: This is agenda item D-1.
° xDsEziﬁsC’(\;\l Z;NU: ’C‘g’l :GDMO':"FIS;RXCR 7 This is a certificate of appropriateness request for
6 KAT KENYON, PE’RM T TECH 8 a nonhistoric property. This is 2114 Atlantic
7 9 Avenue. Beau Clowney Architects, the applicants
8 10 tonight, are requesting final approval or conceptual
9 11 approval for a new single-family home.
10 12 Relief is requested from the zoning
11 o .
12 13 standards for principal building square footage,
13 14 principal building side facade, side setback relief,
14 15 and second story side setback.
15 16 And we saw this project proposed in March
16 17 of 2015 where it was just a renovation plan. They're
17 (INDEX AT FEAR CF TRANSCR PT) 18 now requesting to demolish the home and build a brand
18 19 new home.
19 20 So | can review the request for relief;
20 21 otherwise, let the applicant make their presentation.
21 22 THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.
- 23 MS. CAMPBELL: I'm Kate Campbell with Beau
24 24 Clowney Architects. This house, as Joe said, was
25 25 approved -- | think in your packet you can see some
Page 3 Page 5
1 THE CHAIRPERSON:  This is the Novenber 18, | 1 photographs of the existing house. Very special
2 2015 neeting of the Sullivan's Island Design Review 2 situation that we're in with this house.
3 Board. It is now 6:04. And the nenbers in 3 Basically, we were going to be -- the
4  attendance are Duke Wight, Beverly Bohan, Rhonda 4 March approva| for a house that was going to be
5 Sanders, and Steve Herlong. 5 renovated. About a month ago, construction started
6 Freedom of |nformation requirements have 6 for the renovation. It was discovered that there
7 been met for this meeting. And 1'd like to hear a 7 were some structural issues with the existing house.
8 notion to change the order, nove itemtwo to the |ast 8 And so the owners are going through a
9 item 9 pricing exercise right now to find out if it's more
10 MR WRIGHT:  So moved. 10 economical to retrofit the existing house or replace
1 MS. BOHAN:  Second. 11 the existing house with a new house.
12 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Let’'s do a vote. Al in |12 In order to have the option to replace it
13 favor? 13 with a new house, we had to come get approval from
14 (Al Board nembers stated aye.) 14 the DRB for the new house; however, they would still
15 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed? No one is | 15 |ike to be able to, once the pricing is completed, to
16 opposed. 16 go back to the original retrofit approved option from
17 The first itemon the agenda is the 17 March if that is more economical.
18  approval of the Gctober 2015 minutes. 18 There's kind of two options that we would
19 MR WRIGHT:  So noved. 19 like to move forward with. And that's why Joe
20 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do | hear a second? 20 mentioned that we are asking for conceptual approval
21 MS. SANDERS: ~ Second. 21 because we should know by the next meeting or
22 THE CHAIRPERSON: Al in favor? 22 communicate with staff which option they're going
23 (Al Board nembers stated aye.) 23 with, which if y'all give approval for this option
24 THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any opposed? No one is | 24 tonight, then both would've been approved for the
25  opposed. 25 DRB.
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Page 6 Page 8

1 The differences between this plan and the 1 MR. HENDERSON: It has a Pettigrew

2 retrofit plan, the renovation of the existing plan, 2 address.

3 the footprint remains almost identical. The 3 MS. CAMPBELL: That's the old survey.

4 difference is that, being a new house, it has to meet | 4 When they bought the house, it was 2114 Atlantic.

5 current zoning, which is why we're asking for the 5 MR. WRIGHT: This shows Atlantic address

6 full relief on the site setback. The existing core 6 as well. It does have Pettigrew address?

7 of the house from here to here currently does meet 7 MR. HENDERSON: I[f that was left anywhere.

8 that maximum 30 feet. 8 MR. WRIGHT: It's 2114 Pettigrew?

9 But there was -- there is an existing 9 MR. HENDERSON: Yes, that should be

10 porch or open deck on the north side here that we 10 changed in the GIS. We still have to do that.

11 would remove as part of the new house option. 11 The request is for building

12 Currently, these two one-story wings that 12 re-orientation, principal building side facade 100

13 come out towards the Atlantic Avenue side are just | 13 percent; principal building square footage, increase

14 simple gable volumes. With this option, with the new | 14 of 25 percent; second story side setback, 100

15 house option, we would alter that slightly in order 15 percent. And then side setback relief, 25 percent.

16 to incorporate an internal stair, which they don't 16 MS. CAMPBELL: Which the previous design

17 currently have, and an elevator. 17 also had all of those granted at the March meeting,

18 And also just to bring the style -- 18 the overages, | guess, with the exception of the side

19 MR. WRIGHT: Kate, excuse me for 19 setback because it was an existing structure.

20 interrupting. Where is Pettigrew? 20 MR. HENDERSON: Here are the standards for

21 MS. CAMPBELL: Pettigrew is here. 21 neighborhood compatibility. We talked about

22 Atlantic is here. Sorry about that. 22 reviewing each one of these projects, making sure it

23 The location of the house stays exactly 23 meets those standards. That's all | have to add.

24 the same. Ceiling height stays exactly the same. 24 THE CHAIRPERSON: | think the Board should

25 The house will actually meet current flood standards, | 25 have a discussion about how we'll go about -- this is
Page 7 Page 9

1 which is one foot above flood. And the existing 1 anew -- well, there is a procedure that originally

2 height is 37 feet as measured on site. So we would | 2 was happening. It got simplified over time. And |

3 still remain within 38 feet height restriction from 3 think the general thought is to assure that we are

4 grade. 4 meeting the standards in order to provide the relief

5 As you can see on the Atlantic Avenue 5 requested.

6 side, we're incorporating these one story pavilion 6 MR. HENDERSON: That's right. In issuing

7 instead of gable ends just to bring it into more of 7 approval for any given project, you would simply

8 the island style and the quality. But for all 8 reference that section of the ordinance highlighted.

9 intents and purposes, it's almost exactly the same 9 THE CHAIRPERSON: Or the applicant can

10 house. 10 explain what convinced us why they meet the standard

11 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there any public 11 for neighborhood compatibility. That would be the

12 comment? Public comment section is closed. 12 best way to have it done.

13 Joe, do you have any final comment? 13 MR. HENDERSON: That's right.

14 MR. HENDERSON: If | could, Kate, just 14 THE CHAIRPERSON: [ don't know if you guys

15 review one more time with the Board the relief that's | 15 are prepared to do that right now.

16 requested here. So I think that with this design, 16 MR. CLOWNEY: We'll give it a try.

17 even with the demolition and rebuild, we're still in 17 THE CHAIRPERSON: Kind of new process.

18 need of re-orientation. So the house is required to | 18 Would you like to hold on to the new sheet.

19 be oriented towards the Atlantic Ocean. 19 MR. HENDERSON: On every application,

20 We're proposing to put the pool in the 20 there's a box that you check that states, during the

21 front yard, basically. We have to determine that the | 21 applicant presentation, they will demonstrate how

22 orientation is for Atlantic Avenue and not Pettigrew, | 22 they meet the standards.

23 number one. 23 | know we're kind of blindsiding you with

24 MR. WRIGHT: Why does this have Atlantic | 24 this. We had a study group discussion the other day,

25 address? Is that what you're talking about? 25 and | brought up a new way to present these projects.
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1 THE CHAIRPERSON: Now we're at the stage | 1 MS. CAMPBELL: It's all boxy right now.
2 where the Board -- we've heard from Joe. The Board | 2 We're going to be going back with rafters and other
3 is going to ask questions. We can all talk about the 3 detailing.
4 application in front of us. 4 MR. CLOWNEY: Little things like that,
5 And what | note, just regarding the 5 shutters, the height of the windows. The windows are
6 neighborhood standard for neighborhood compatibility, | 6 definitely more vertical in the main living level.
7 what | note is one of the standards is that, in that 7 They are six, eight doors, windows. Bringing them
8 neighborhood, would this house be compatible? 8 all up to eight feet. Making the house feel a little
9 Well, I'd say it is because it is 9 bit small, spaces inside feel a little bit more
10 virtually the same house that's currently right there 10 vertical.
11 that may be renovated or just may take its place. 11 That would be it.
12 | find that the house that's there is 12 THE CHAIRPERSON: Would you like to start
13 absolutely characteristic of the neighborhood and of 13 with any comments?
14 Sullivan's Island homes. This actually is a bit of 14 MS. BOHAN: | just have one quick
15 an improvement on that house. 15 question. As | note the process, if you did go to
16 MR. CLOWNEY: Definitely an improvement. | 16 renovation versus build, would the character of the
17 THE CHAIRPERSON: The roof lines bring the | 17 materials change the exterior appearance of the house
18 apparent height through the use of those hip grooves. | 18 from one to the other?
19 If that gets you started. That's what | see. 19 MR. CLOWNEY: No. If we elect to go with
20 MR. CLOWNEY: You want us to go through 20 the renovation as opposed to the tear-down, which is
21 eachone like A, B, C,D.? 21 already approved, it's still that same good quality
22 THE CHAIRPERSON: | don't think we need -- | 22 of materials. Still moving the windows, all the
23 | really don't think -- it's not historic. Some of 23 things that | just mentioned,; all those things.
24 these don't apply. You might just touch on the 24 The only thing that's going to be
25 points that would apply in this case; is that 25 different, the carcass of the house, which we
Page 11 Page 13
1 correct? 1 determined has some serious issues, would be starting
2 MR. HENDERSON: Typically it's materials. 2 over basically.
3 You want to touch on materials, massing, roof lines. 3 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do you have any
4 Hit on some of the items that make it characteristic 4 comments?
5 of Sullivan's Island architecture. | don't think you 5 MS. SANDERS: | don't know if I'm missing
6 necessarily have to go each one of these points. 6 a page or if I'm just not on today. This picture
7 In fact, the Board would identify if it 7 looks like the -- help me. My brain --
8 did not meet one of the standards. And it's that 8 THE CHAIRPERSON: That's the existing
9 back and forth. 9 house.
10 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do you have additional | 10 MS. SANDERS: What I'm saying, it looks
11 copies of these? Every applicant is goingtoneedto |11 like a very long spanse of wall.
12 address these. You guys might want to get a copy. 12 MR. CLOWNEY: Right, itis currently. And
13 MR. CLOWNEY: | think you-all know the 13 with the addition. And if we change it, we're going
14 pattern is appropriate; the massing is appropriate; 14 to be fixing that. We'll be righting that wrong.
15 the orientation is the same as all the other houses 15 MS. SANDERS: Thank you. Okay. There's
16 along the street. The fenestration is traditional 16 no relief for that now, where as there was on the
17 and historic. 17 original?
18 And so the materials are in like kind, 18 MS. CAMPBELL: | don't think we asked
19 basically, we're replacing -- we're doing the same 19 about it.
20 type of materials. 20 MS. SANDERS: You're going to make it
21 | think it has an asphalt shingle roof 21 compatible.
22 now. We're going to be doing a standing seam metal | 22 MS. CAMPBELL: Right.
23 roof. Every little bit of it, as we move along, is 23 MS. SANDERS: It's not going to be a big
24 going to get better. And that was actually the way 24 old flat wall.
25 it was going to be in March also. 25 MS. CAMPBELL: Exactly.
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1 MS. SANDERS: In addition to the square 1 first one.

2 footage. 2 MR. CLOWNEY: We'll keep that test for

3 MS. CAMPBELL: That's another reason we 3 nexttime.

4 were breaking this up a little bit is to not have it 4 2724 BAYONNE STREET

5 a stretch limo on that side. 5 THE CHAIRPERSON: Next item is 2724

6 THE CHAIRPERSON: | think that's a real 6 Bayonne Street.

7 good point. There's a long expanse of a flat wall 7 MR. HENDERSON: This is agenda item D-2.

8 that doesn't meet today's ordinance to solve that 8 This is a COA request for a nonhistoric property.

9 problem. 9 Currently the lot is vacant at 2724 Bayonne Street.

10 MR. CLOWNEY: The only other thing I'll 10 Sabrina Cochran is here to present a new

11 say, we just want to make really certain we're not -- | 11 home construction. She's requesting relief from the

12 they are going to have the flexibility to come back 12 zoning standards for principal building square

13 and do whichever way they want to go. They want to | 13 footage, second story side setback, and building

14 make sure that they don't have to tear the house 14 foundation height of ten inches, three-quarters;

15 down. They want to make sure, if the numbers aren't | 15 correct?

16 working for them, they can go back to the one that 16 MS. COCHRAN: Correct.

17 was originally approved. 17 MR. HENDERSON: There have been a couple

18 We've talked to Randy, and we talked to 18 of recommendations for changes that | sent out to

19 Joe about that. Hopefully, with your permission, we |19 Ms. Sabrina here, to remove the parking area in the

20 can just do that at staff when they make that 20 front yard on the Bayonne Street side, but I'll let

21 decision. That's fine. 21 you make the presentation.

22 THE CHAIRPERSON: Duke. 22 MS. COCHRAN: Again, I'm Sabrina Cochran

23 MR. WRIGHT: I'm fine. I think all the 23 with SLC Architect, representing the owners, Jim and

24 standards are met in either case with the exception |24 Maryann, and their property at 2724 Bayonne. They

25 of Rhonda's mention. I'm fine with it. 25 currently live up north, but they're looking to move
Page 15 Page 17

1 THE CHAIRPERSON: Andsoam|l. Dolhear | 1 down here. They're excited about designing this

2 amotion? 2 house for their family of nine; they have seven

3 MR. WRIGHT: | move that we approve the 3 children.

4 request as submitted and take in mind the option is 4 As Joe said, it's not historic property.

5 open for a new house versus the modified existing 5 We're asking for relief in three areas. On the side

6 house. 6 elevations, the west and east, we are asking for

7 MR. HENDERSON: That's final approval? 7 second floor side setback relief. Obviously, you can

8 THE CHAIRPERSON: | have a question. Is 8 see here, here and here. One reason is we have a

9 itfinal? 9 reverse floor plan. We're really trying to take

10 MR. WRIGHT: I'm fine with that. 10 advantage of the second floor square footage space to

11 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do | hear a second? 11 fitin the spaces that they need.

12 MS. SANDERS: Second. 12 We tried to change materials and do things

13 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there any discussion? | 13 to break it up a little bit so it's not one massive

14 Does anyone have anything else to say? 14 wall, push and pull. You can kind of see they do go

15 MS. SANDERS: | have a question. If y'all 15 in and out. We're hoping the change in materials,

16 kept the house and still had that limousine wall -- | 16 kind of pushing and pulling, alleviate a little bit

17 like that term, just curious. 17 of that second floor side setback.

18 MS. CAMPBELL: This approval doesn't 18 The second thing is principal building

19 prevent them from going back to that. 19 square footage. We're asking for 657 square feet,

20 THE CHAIRPERSON: All in favor? 20 which is 16 percent relief. Like | mentioned, they

21 (All Board members stated aye.) 21 have a family of nine. We have four bedrooms and a

22 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any opposed? None 22 bunk room. We're really just designing it for

23 opposed. 23 minimal floor plan to fit their family. We just need

24 MR. CLOWNEY: Thank you. 24 alittle extra square footage.

25 MR. WRIGHT: You did a good job with the 25 We don't feel like we have extreme number
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1 of bedrooms or large spaces; hopefully, that's a 1 have parking in the front. This house farther to the

2 reasonable request. 2 west has parking right in front. And this home to

3 The last request was building foundation 3 the east has parking in the front, which basically is

4 height. Like you see here, we just have a nine-foot 4 alot wider but the same configuration.

5 space in the ground floor; enough for standard eight 5 Six homes within two blocks of them that

6 foot door, door opener. Nothing crazy. It's just 6 all have parking in their front. We feel like that

7 that with VE 16, the first floor pushes us over ten 7 is meeting the neighborhood compatibility, hoping

8 foot. It's pretty standard height on the ground 8 that maybe you could consider that.

9 floor. 9 In terms of neighborhood compatibility, in
10 The last thing | want to talk about, which 10 general, we do feel like this is a pretty eclectic
11 Joe mentioned, was the parking and driveway, and the | 11 neighborhood. There's a lot of different homes; dome
12 fence. Joe asked me to clarify with you. The survey 12 house, there's a lot of two story homes, there's
13 you have was the survey they got when they bought the | 13 really modern home next door. Really modern home
14 property, and the neighbor's fence looks like it 14 four doors down.

15 encroaches three feet, which it did. The neighbor 15 It's a pretty big mix of homes. We feel

16 has since put the fence back up on the property line 16 like we need the massing, lot of full two-story type

17 so it doesn't encroach anymore. 17 homes in that neighborhood, which have a lot of

18 Also, they are planning to have a pool. 18 porches. The front and the rear of the home all have
19 Hardscape and landscape hasn't been designed yet. 19 porches, metal roof. The railings that make the

20 This is for conceptual. We know we have to have a 20 Sullivan's Island style.

21 pool fence. It will conform to Sullivan's Island's 21 So we feel the massing, height, scale

22 standards; kind of shown it here and follow the 22 materials, two-over-two windows was hoping in general
23 property line to come back around to enclose the 23 that these things meet the neighborhood compatibility
24 pool. 24 standards. And that neighborhood is so eclectic,

25 The other thing is the driveway and 25 it's hard to plug in with everyone. Tried our best.

Page 19 Page 21

1 parking. We're currently showing the driveway here, 1 Those are the items we're requesting.

2 turn around space and some guest parking in the 2 THE CHAIRPERSON: Joe, I've got a general
3 front. | understand, according to what Joe said in 3 question about the parking. Can you help explain to
4 the ordinance, it says: To the extent possible, 4 the Board why it would be written that way to limit

5 parking area should be 20 feet to the rear of the 5 parking in the front.

6 principal building's front facade. 6 (Mr. Craver entered the room.)

7 I think | understand that. We all 7 MR. HENDERSON: Well, I'm not sure

8 understand that. We're hoping, if possible, you 8 about -- the spirit and intent of the ordinance is to

9 might be able to reconsider that for a few reasons. 9 have all storage and | guess vehicle storage and

10 One, the Mackeys say this is a busy street for 10 parking behind the house to encourage front yards and
11 beach-goers. If we can take two spots for our 11 not have vehicles stacked in the front yard.

12 guests, get it off the street, it opens up some 12 We also have a section of the ordinance

13 parking on the street. 13 that prohibits -- outright prohibits -- parking areas

14 Another reason is, when our guests come to | 14 in the front yard. That's 21-143-C of the ordinance,
15 dinner, | want them to feel like they're parking, 15 in the accessory structure section of the ordinance.
16 they can come to a nice walk -- obviously not shown | 16 And it actually says: That storage areas

17 here yet -- nice walk and get up to the front steps, 17 shall be located a minimum of 20 feet to the rear of
18 and it makes sense. 18 the principal building's front facade. Because it

19 The third reason is the neighborhood 19 has that shall, it takes away the permissive.

20 compatibility, one of those standards, says -- one of | 20 MS. COCHRAN: That's a storage area?

21 them is placement and alignment of driveways. If you | 21 MR. HENDERSON: For residential parking.
22 look here, these are some satellite images. This is 22 It's under the outdoor storage of vehicles and

23 the property directly next door. Here's their lot. 23 equipment.

24 They have parking in the front here. 24 MS. COCHRAN: Also in the accessory

25 This house down here, which is this, they 25 structures, that's where | found this: To the extent
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1 possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear 1 the property line.

2 of the front facade. That's also in the accessory 2 MS. COCHRAN: It could extend in and

3 structure section. 3 parallel parking almost.

4 MR. HENDERSON: It says, outdoor storage | 4 MR. WRIGHT: Is the driveway impervious?

5 of vehicles and equipment. So if you look -- | see 5 MS. COCHRAN: It's going to be impervious.

6 what they're saying here. It says: To the extent 6 MR. WRIGHT: Gravel?

7 possible, parking area should be 20 feet to the rear 7 MS. COCHRAN: Planning on pavers.

8 of the principal building front facade. 8 MR. WRIGHT: But it's pervious. That |

9 And under outdoor storage of vehicles and 9 think -- Rhonda's point, | think | understand it. If
10 equipment it says -- 10 you can just widen that driveway inside the property
11 MS. COCHRAN: | guess | wasn't thinking 11 line, cars could park.

12 about storage of vehicles. It's just for guests to 12 MS. COCHRAN: That makes sense.

13 come. That's how I interpreted it. | thought the 13 MR. WRIGHT: Parallel parking kind of

14 one saying parking -- it's up to you guys. 14 thing.

15 MR. HENDERSON: Randy, do you have any | 15 MS. COCHRAN: Wide driveway.

16 input on that? 16 MR. WRIGHT: Follow what I'm saying?

17 Most of our site design, since I've been 17 MS. COCHRAN: They want a screen of

18 here two-and-a-half years, we've taken a pretty hard | 18 landscaping. They're not trying to make it ugly

19 line approach on this and required parking areasto | 19 concrete pad.

20 be 20 feet behind the principal. 20 MR. HENDERSON: | think the Design Review
21 MS. SANDERS: On new construction. 21 Board has the ability to appeal staff decision with

22 MR. HENDERSON: Or even retrofit. When |22 regard to a design standard or design guideline. If
23 someone has an existing home and create a new 23 itis an actual standard of the ordinance where it

24 driveway or tear-up concrete and put in pervious 24 says shall then that would, | suppose, an appeal

25 surfaces. When we see a proposal to have a large |25 would go to the Board of Zoning Appeals.

Page 23 Page 25

1 area paved in the front yard, we reference this 1 MR. CRAVER: What section of that you're

2 section in the ordinance. 1 think that's been kind 2 talking about?

3 of along-standing interpretation of the ordinance. 3 MR. HENDERSON: 21-143.

4 If we want to have that clarified, | 4 MS. SANDERS: You showed up just in time.
5 suppose we could take it to the planning commission. | 5 MR. HENDERSON: This requirement probably
6 MS. SANDERS: If the lot is fairly deep, 6 comes from the fact that we have a lot of historic

7 would there be parking in the back? 7 structures, lot of historic districts. If you can

8 MS. COCHRAN: Just felt like to have 8 imagine one of the houses on Officer's Row turning

9 guests park all the way in the back of the house -- 9 their front yard to a parking space, 600 square feet

10 if that's what it is, it is. They were just hoping 10 or 400 square feet, it might garner a reaction.

11 because it says to the extent possible, that made 11 MR. COCHRAN: 1 think that's a really good
12 logical sense. 12 point. My point, in this neighborhood, it is

13 THE CHAIRPERSON: It's so interesting. | 13 compatible. It's not in the historic district.

14 look at this particular plan, | see some front steps. 14 One block this way and one block this way.
15 It just seems like that's where you put parking. All 15 MR. HENDERSON: This is what Sabrina

16 those years, not been able to allow it. 16 referenced here; to the extent possible.

17 MS. SANDERS: It could be wide enough for | 17 You drop down here, it says storage areas

18 two cars; correct? 18 for vehicles and equipment shall be located minimum
19 MR. HENDERSON: The driveway is 12 feetin | 19 ten feet of the front facade. One says shall, the

20 width is the maximum. At the edge of payment, it's 20 other says to all extent possible.

21 maximum of 20 feet. 21 MR. ROBINSON: There's plenty of room.

22 THE CHAIRPERSON: It's limited to 12 at 22 That's possible to park behind the front facade of

23 theroad. Atthe property line. 23 this house.

24 MR. HENDERSON: At the property line. 24 MS. SANDERS: Or on the street.

25 THE CHAIRPERSON: It could span inward of | 25 THE CHAIRPERSON: Folks, | think one thing
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1 we need to keep in mind, we can't have simultaneous | 1 MS. BOHAN: | agree. | think it's a nice
2 conversations going on. We can't record that. We 2 improvement for an existing house. | would just
3 needto -- 3 point out one thing. Never mind. I'll come back to
4 Joe, did you ask Randy a question? Did 4 that.
5 you have the floor, Randy? 5 THE CHAIRPERSON: Rhonda.
6 | didn't hear what you said, I'm sorry. 6 MS. SANDERS: 1 think it's nice also. |
7 MR. ROBINSON: What | said was it is 7 just want to caution everyone, because we have had a
8 possible to have the parking on the rear of the 8 prior applicant come three times and we have denied
9 house. To the extent possible, | mean, it's possible 9 the side setback, second floor setback because of the
10 to put it back there. 10 wall effect. And | don't want us to get -- | think
11 There's a lot of things you disagree with 11 something might be done to solve that so that we're
12 the ordinance. You just got to live with it in some 12 being consistent. If you know what I'm referring to.
13 instances. You're saying other houses on the block |13 THE CHAIRPERSON: | know exactly what
14 were parking forward of the front facade. 14 you're referring to. Good point.
15 MR. CRAVER: The Hyman house has the 15 MS. SANDERS: That's my thought. On the
16 driveway coming in off of the Atlantic side. And 16 driveway, | think that's up to y'all. They have
17 it's not a concrete driveway. It's a gravel 17 street parking. They have in the behind parking. If
18 driveway. It's really smart. They use that side 18 that's what the ordinance says, believe me, | wish it
19 setback as their driveway and they got a ton of 19 were different. That's why we have the ordinance is
20 parking. Butit's -- they probably are parking 20 to solve things that are problems that are already
21 parallel to the front facade of the house. That 21 there. We can't change what's there. Those are my
22 parking goes up to. And they're actually parking in 22 thoughts.
23 front of the house, too. | don't know that it's 23 THE CHAIRPERSON: Billy.
24 improved parking. They're just doing it. 24 MR. CRAVER: I'm just trying to -- the
25 THE CHAIRPERSON: I'm kind of thinking 25 second -- the side setback, second floor setback,
Page 27 Page 29
1 that this really isn't the main point. This is just 1 which side is that?
2 one of the issues that you're dealing with. You want 2 MS. COCHRAN: East and west.
3 to have it generally approved. You can always come | 3 MR. CRAVER: Both sides. It's not a box.
4 back and deal with parking at a later date, if need 4 MS. SANDERS: It's a much nicer design.
5 be. I'm thinking why don't we go through the normal 5 MR. CRAVER: ltis. | guess that's what
6 process. 6 I'm saying is that -- Steve, you correct me. You and
7 Duke. You might want to comment of the 7 1 have had a lot of discussion about this issue.
8 general design. 8 MS. BOHAN: It's only this long that is
9 MR. WRIGHT: I'm fine with the general 9 along the front on the right.
10 design of the house. | think -- and I'm familiar 10 MR. CRAVER: It's only a 30-foot run. And
11 with the house to the west, which is kind of a 11 then you have porches and the other side is not just
12 strange design anyway. And I think this improves the | 12 a straight, long wall. The front is not a straight,
13 neighborhood in that sense. 13 long wall. The back is not a straight, long wall.
14 And, frankly, | suspect that the house on 14 I'm probably okay with it. | like the design. |
15 the corner eventually will go, and there will be 15 think it's a good design, Sabrina.
16 another larger house there on the corner of Bayonne. | 16 MR. HENDERSON: Sabrina, you're not
17 MR. CRAVER: 28 and Atlantic. That's my 17 requesting the principal building side facade relief;
18 stomping ground. 18 is that right?
19 MR. WRIGHT: Is that your house? 19 MS. COCHRAN: No --
20 MR. HENDERSON: There are some pictures | 20 MR. HENDERSON: So you're not going beyond
21 floating around. 21 that 30-foot length.
22 MR. CRAVER: The yellow house. 22 That's the other difference between the --
23 MR. WRIGHT: 1 think from a compatible 23 the other one, | think on both sides you had a
24 standpoint, | think it's fine. Pretty eclectic in 24 distance of about 50 feet on both sides and
25 that area anyway. I'm fine with the design. 25 requesting 100 percent relief in the second story

>

W|IR

A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
scheduledepo.com

Pages 26-29





Town of Sullivans Island v
In Re: Design Review Board

Sullivans Island Design Review Board
November 18, 2015

Page 30 Page 32

1 side setback. 1 opposed.

2 MS. SANDERS: CYA. 2 MS. COCHRAN: Thank you.

3 MR. CRAVER: That's why I'm asking 3 209 STATION 17

4 questions, making that comment. Get it on the 4 THE CHAIRPERSON: We are now on 209

5 record. 5 Station 17.

6 THE CHAIRPERSON: | feel like the plan of 6 MR. HENDERSON: Yes, sir, this is agenda

7 this home provides enough articulation and just 7 item D-3, 209 Station 17. Mr. Ron Denton is

8 massing relief, that overcomes the need to have that 8 requesting conceptual approval of the new

9 side facade setback. 9 single-family home. He's requesting relief from the

10 MR. CRAVER: That's exactly what | was 10 zoning standards for the principal building

11 thinking. 11 re-orientation.

12 THE CHAIRPERSON: I'm okay with it. Do | 12 And just before the meeting, Ron mentioned

13 hear a motion? 13 that the numbers that are outlined on your

14 MR. WRIGHT: Let Billy make a motion. 14 application are just hypothetical lot coverage

15 MR. CRAVER: | move that we approve -- are 15 calculations. Is that right, Ron?

16 you asking for what kind of approval? 16 MR. DENTON: That's correct.

17 MR. HENDERSON: This is conceptual. The 17 MR. HENDERSON: The building permit that's

18 Board reserves the right to grant final approval if 18 going to be submitted will comply with zoning

19 you desire. 19 ordinance standards for development, meaning all

20 MR. CRAVER: | move we give final approval 20 those boxes will be checked as in compliance. ['ll

21 to it as submitted with one little exception. The 21 let Ron point out how the building will be oriented.

22 parking. | think you got to comply with the 22 MR. DENTON: | originally intended solely

23 ordinance on the parking. 23 to apply for re-orientation of the property. And so

24 MS. COCHRAN: Can | ask a question. What |24 we didn't really take the design of the house any

25 Duke suggested, is that the ordinance where you widen | 25 further than what you see today. And we made a
Page 31 Page 33

1 itonce you're into the property? 1 further presentation with our compliance issues.

2 THE CHAIRPERSON: You might want to show | 2 Basically what we've got presently -- I'm

3 it 3 Ron Denton. | have Oliver Dungo representing Wes

4 MR. WRIGHT: This was just a suggestion. 4 Fuller.

5 I wouldn't think the company is going to be parking 5 This is a single story ranch oriented

6 every day in the house. A thought was just to widen 6 towards Station 17. He has his driveway off the

7 the pervious pavers enough to allow two cars to pass. | 7 avenue. We've done studies, obviously, of Station 17

8 Do you see what I'm saying? Randy, are 8 in this area. We're the only house that has a

9 you okay with that? 9 Station 17 address.

10 MR. ROBINSON: We just need to do that at 10 And what he really would like is for his

11 staff level. 11 street address to be 1659 Poe. And as architects, we

12 MR. CRAVER: Work with the staff to deal 12 would like it because it offers better design

13 with the parking issue. 13 opportunities.

14 MR. HENDERSON: | think it's a staff 14 We have, coming from the beginning, this

15 interpretation whether they're complying with that 15 is pottery lady -- | can't think of her name.

16 standard. 16 MR. CRAVER: Yard haze.

17 MR. WRIGHT: | understand. 17 MR. DENTON: A little side access here.

18 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do | hear a secondto |18 Thisis -- | mistook it for the officers quarters;

19 Billy's motion? 19 big block of apartments, Middle Street address. Poe

20 MS. SANDERS: I'll second. 20 Avenue here. I'on there. Atlantic here.

21 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there any further 21 Again, here the immediately adjacent

22 discussion? Anybody have any more discussion? 22 structures are facing their opposite streets. We're

23 All in favor? 23 just asking for that same consideration.

24 (All Board members stated aye.) 24 The reason for that is, in the site

25 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any opposed? None |25 planis -- wonderfully helpful. We have the existing
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1 ranch that you can see. We're trying to orient the 1 This is a second story.
2 house that would face Poe Avenue. It offers similar 2 MR. DENTON: Side yard.
3 rectangular shape, but one that truly would focus on 3 MR. HENDERSON: Second story side setback
4 Poe. This would be Poe Avenue side. 4 relief or either design it --
5 Looking at Poe, this must be 17, Station 5 MR. DENTON: We would work on that.
6 17, which is here on our left side. 6 MR. HENDERSON: My question here would be
7 We're looking at a style of architecture 7 is that over 30 linear feet.
8 that's I'on in nature. Large front entry porch. 8 MR. DENTON: There's nothing here 30 feet.
9 Many of the homes on Station 17 have at least two 9 MR. HENDERSON: Do you meet the additional
10 sides or side porch. At least two porches in their 10 front yard setback there.
11 lexicon. 11 MR. DENTON: Correct. As we re-present,
12 We're carrying that same thing across 12 the plan may change some which would require us --
13 here. I'm not trying to get into the house design 13 I'm not saying we won't come back no more.
14 too much; just to give you an idea of why we're going | 14 Our intent, we really rather not have to
15 where we're going. 15 come back at all. We know we're going to need more
16 We have a front porch on Poe coming along |16 square footage. As things progress, who knows what
17 Station 17. More porches along that side. Very 17 else may help.
18 characteristic of the house across the street as well | 18 For the most part, this is our working
19 as the house just behind it. 19 concept. It needs to be developed. Wasn't really
20 Just trying to keep with themes of the 20 ready for presentation and critique.
21 island; plank siding, metal roof. Lots of porches. 21 This is the kind of way we're playing. If
22 We've got a screened porch element. We have an |22 you hate it, tell us now. If you think it's
23 outside covered veranda area. Open porch. Front |23 workable, let us know that.
24 entry porch. 24 MR. HENDERSON: Conceptual review only.
25 Didn't know about the driveway. Certainly 25 THE CHAIRPERSON: | have a question about
Page 35 Page 37
1 have to correct that. Our only intent when we do 1 how we go about -- | know we have in the past dealt
2 return to present the house, should we be allowed 2 with re-orienting the front facade to a different
3 this re-orientation, would be perhaps for principal 3 orientation. Is that really -- is that the focus of
4 building area modification or request for extension 4 this? You would like to confirm that you can do
5 there. 5 that--
6 MR. HENDERSON: So you would be returning | 6 MR. DENTON: Correct.
7 and requesting modification of principal building 7 THE CHAIRPERSON: -- before you spend so
8 square footage? 8 many more hours --
9 MR. DENTON: That's it. 9 MR. DENTON: Correct.
10 MR. HENDERSON: This is a preliminary 10 THE CHAIRPERSON: -- of a client's time.
11 conceptual. 11 MR. HENDERSON: That's right. And the
12 MR. DENTON: This is really preliminary 12 Board can grant a re-orientation of a house based
13 conceptual. What I'm really after is that 13 upon its compatibility of the surrounding
14 orientation, which | don't know if that's a 14 neighborhood. So you can conceptually take what Ron
15 preliminary thing. To me, it seems like | can't go 15 explained about how the rest of the houses are facing
16 any further until | know | can. 16 Station 17.
17 We showed you a little bit of what we've 17 MR. DENTON: Facing avenues. Their sides
18 been working on so you can understand why we're 18 areon 17.
19 asking for that re-orientation as well, just from the 19 MS. SANDERS: Except for the one across
20 standpoint of the street. Everybody is facing their 20 the street.
21 avenues and not their stations. 21 MR. HENDERSON: You want to re-orient your
22 MR. HENDERSON: | ask you that because | |22 house in keeping with the other houses that are
23 did point out or notice identify several areas that 23 facing Poe Avenue?
24 you might need to request relief. If we can turn 24 MR. DENTON: Correct.
25 back to the elevations. 25 MR. HENDERSON: That's what you would do.
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1 You would do a conceptual review of the other houses. | 1 at the top, you're right.

2 THE CHAIRPERSON: If one is re-orienting 2 MS. SANDERS: 1702 on the top, not the

3 the organization of the property, that changes -- 3 1702 in the middle.

4 that sets the various setbacks. 4 MS. BOHAN: You're right.

5 MR. HENDERSON: That's exactly right. 5 THE CHAIRPERSON: That is true.

6 THE CHAIRPERSON: You really need to know | 6 MR. CRAVER: If that's the house down

7 that. 7 there, that's officer's quarter on top corner.

8 MR. DENTON: For instance, my application 8 Right across is a relatively new house

9 for setbacks, side setbacks was predicated on the 9 that belongs to David -- and the steps, it faces
10 assumption that we would be granted the 10 I'on. It doesn't face Station 17.
11 re-orientation. If not, this becomes the back, and 11 MR. DENTON: This one is the one that has
12 that doesn't matter. And all these other things kind 12 the door on 17. But the mailbox is here with that
13 of get tossed out. 13 street address on it.
14 MR. HENDERSON: This is a good one. This |14 MS. SANDERS: 1680.

15 is Poe Avenue front yard setback where you would 15 MR. DENTON: | don't know if they did that

16 apply the 25 feet. This additional front yard 16 legally or not or something going on with the post

17 setback requires you to go up 20 linear feet and 45 17 office. I'm just an architect with a camera.

18 degree angle. If he doesn't get the re-orientation, 18 Certainly the feel of that street is side yard and

19 that's out the window. Can't make his design in the 19 then the avenue.

20 setback. These are all things that we'll square 20 MS. SANDERS: | agree.

21 away. | had some concerns about the six feet. 21 THE CHAIRPERSON: Let me kind of catch up
22 MR. DENTON: You're right about that. We 22 with the process here by asking is there any public

23 missed that. 23 comment? Public comment section is closed.

24 MR. HENDERSON: We may have an 24 Joe, do you have any final comments before
25 encroachment there. At any rate, we can refine the 25 we --
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1 plan. Ithink we're looking at design today and 1 MR. HENDERSON: No, sir.

2 re-orientation to move forward. 2 THE CHAIRPERSON: I'm wondering if maybe
3 MR. WRIGHT: Go back to the first sheet 3 each of us should maybe comment on the orientation
4 that shows the lot. The one across the street, what 4 issue and perhaps a comment about the design in

5 isthat? 5 general as well. Billy, would you like to start.

6 MR. DENTON: 16 Poe. That's Poe address. 6 MR. CRAVER: Yeah, | think that the

7 MR. WRIGHT: The one next door is 7 orientation of the houses in that whole area, there's

8 obviously a Poe address. Nowhere to go anywhere 8 not a clear pattern. | don't know that it matters if

9 else, in my view. 9 you're going to take the house that's there down and
10 MS. SANDERS: 1660 Atlantic faces Station 10 build a new house and you want to orient it towards
11 17, front door. 11 Poe, given that it's a corner lot and odd orientation
12 THE CHAIRPERSON: Driveway off of Atlantic | 12 in that whole area. | don't have a problem with

13 with steps over the other. | don't know how you 13 re-orienting it towards Poe.

14 would -- 14 I'm sort of wrestling with the requested

15 MS. SANDERS: Front entrance is on Station | 15 relief because I'm trying to figure out is this a

16 17. 1702, the front entrance is on 17 as well. Just 16 real design or are you going back to the drawing

17 FYL 17 board?

18 MR. DENTON: You're right. 18 MR. DENTON: We would be developing this
19 MR. CRAVER: 1702 is not. 19 design. ltis the concept. That's kind of approved

20 THE CHAIRPERSON: | don't think so. 20 by the homeowner. The things that we would need to
21 MS. SANDERS: That's the stucco brick 21 fix are the things that Joe had pointed out are

22 ranch. 22 deficiencies to the ordinance.

23 MR. DENTON: It's really kind of like a 23 MR. CRAVER: Subject to making sure that
24 weak entry element. 24 it complies with the ordinance, | don't have a

25 THE CHAIRPERSON: It's labeled. The one |25 problem with the minor requested relief that he's
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1 asking for. The house doesn't have a massing issue | 1 All'in favor.
2 tome. It'son alot, not a huge lot. | think I'm 2 (All Board members stated aye.)
3 good with it. 3 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any opposed? None
4 MS. SANDERS: | have no problem with the | 4 opposed.
5 orientation. There is not really enough to look at 5 MR. DENTON: Thank you very much.
6 with a plan to say I'm sure it will be fine. 6 2720-B GOLDBURG AVENUE
7 As for the question of orientation, | 7 MR. HENDERSON: Mr. Chairman, agenda item
8 think that's what you're here for, | agree with that. 8 D-4 has requested a deferral or continuance of this
9 MR. DENTON: Anything after that is for us 9 project. He had a family emergency.
10 to come back next time. 10 2502 ATLANTIC AVENUE
11 MS. BOHAN: 1 agree. |think the 11 THE CHAIRPERSON: Well, I'm going to
12 orientation -- | don't have a problem with it. | 12 recuse myself for the 2502 Atlantic Avenue.
13 think it would actually be better not to have that 13 (Mr. Herlong exited the room.)
14 address. It seems odd that it is, quite frankly, as 14 MR. WRIGHT: 2502 Atlantic, Sullivan's
15 you pointed out. 15 Island landmark structure. Joe.
16 MR. WRIGHT: | agree. | think the -- | 16 MR. HENDERSON: Mr. Steve Herlong &
17 agree with the re-orientation on to Poe. Yes,onto |17 Associates, the applicants, are requesting approval
18 Poe. I'mfine. We are not going to talk about the 18 to construct a pool at 2502 Atlantic Avenue. The
19 design. 19 pool is proposed on the Atlantic Avenue side. This
20 THE CHAIRPERSON: | think a little. 20 is a request from the impervious coverage standards
21 MR. WRIGHT: I'm fine with the concept of 21 by way of historic exemption; also a re-orientation
22 the design; certainly is an improvement of what's 22 request.
23 there. Will certainly enhance the neighborhood from | 23 That same section that we reviewed to
24 that standpoint. I'm fine with the concept of the 24 consider the I'on Avenue side of the property the
25 design. 25 front of the house and allowing the pool or the
Page 43 Page 45
1 THE CHAIRPERSON: Andlas well asfaras| 1 accessory structure on the Atlantic Avenue side.
2 the orientation am absolutely fine with re-orienting. 2 This is Sullivan's Island landmark by way
3 | think it improves the property being oriented to 3 of historic research card 116. And | can answer any
4 Poe. That's quite a distinct neighborhood feel once 4 other questions about the ordinance should you have
5 you get on that street compared to 17, which feels 5 any.
6 more like an access street really. 6 Pass around some photographs. This is the
7 I do think -- I think we should all be 7 I'on Avenue side of the house. | think you have some
8 very aware of that Station 17 facade. It's nextto a 8 pictures of the --
9 very important building, extremely important building | 9 MR. ROMANO: I'm John Romano with Herlong
10 right on the corner there. Pay a lot of attention to 10 & Associates representing Dan Bruce. The owner, as
11 how you deal with that facade. | think, if anything, 11 Joe said, wants to add a pool to the Atlantic side of
12 you might in general just try to soften that facade 12 the property. We're requesting exemption from the
13 some, whether it's -- from a massing point of view, | | 13 building -- requesting building re-orientation and
14 think you've got it. Just in general pay attention 14 exemption from the historic property exception,
15 to the way that facade is detailed would be my only |15 Section 21-143. Basically what that says, be allowed
16 comment. 16 to exempt up to 50 percent of the existing impervious
17 Do | hear a motion? 17 surface coverage.
18 MR. CRAVER: | move that we give 18 In our case, 50 percent would be little
19 conceptual approval to the request of re-orientation. | 19 over 3,800 square feet. And we are asking for a
20 And I'm good with the relief that he's asked for 20 relief for 943 square feet for a new pool. That
21 given this is his design. 21 would be about 12 percent.
22 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do | hear a second? |22 This is the existing house. The west side
23 MR. WRIGHT: Second. 23 of the property on Station 25. The north side is
24 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any comments or 24 1'on Avenue and south side is Atlantic. The house is
25 discussion? 25 really oriented towards Atlantic; front drive comes
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1 off I'on. The front drive comes off I'on. The front 1 What Joe had mentioned, that the kitchen house in the
2 door is off of I'on. 2 back, the parking in the back is where you want to be
3 There's a large screened-in porch along 3 now the front yard?

4 Atlantic. That's really the area that we want to add 4 MR. ROMANO: Correct.

5 the pool. 5 MS. SANDERS: Would that not cause it to

6 Then it's just 44-foot-by-24-foot pool is 6 be incompatible? You're now parking in the front

7 kind of what we are proposing, something that follows | 7 yard. I'm just asking. | don't know. Historic

8 the curves of the existing house. The existing 8 structures really have to be careful with. Joe, help

9 property is already kind of gated in. There's a 9 me. See what I'm saying?
10 picket fence that encloses the property. 10 Does that cause it to be incompatible?
11 In terms of neighborhood compatibility, 11 MR. HENDERSON: | think in this case the
12 there are a couple homes along Atlantic that have the | 12 Board would want to decide, if the front of the house
13 pool located on the Atlantic side of the property. 13 s actually facing I'on. If the accessory uses and

14 2408 Atlantic. And actually 2402 Atlantic. 2402 14 structures are on the I'on side, then it's the rear.

15 Atlantic has the pool located on the I'on side. 15 That's really what we're trying to decide here, if we
16 2408 has a pool on the Atlantic side of 16 can fit this accessory use, this accessory structure,
17 the property. 17 the pool, in the front yard.

18 Just down the street, 2720 also has a pool 18 Does it meet the intent of --

19 along the Atlantic Avenue. | think we are sticking 19 MS. SANDERS: | don't think it meets the

20 within the neighborhood compatibility. It's pretty 20 guidelines. I'm not saying | don't like it. I'm

21 well screened from the street with existing 21 just saying | don't think it meets the guidelines.

22 landscaping. 22 MR. WRIGHT: Are the houses down Atlantic
23 MR. CRAVER: There's another house right | 23 that have pools, | think there are two or three --

24 down from 2720 that has a pool on the Atlantic side. |24 are those front yard? They're addressed on Atlantic.
25 Ernie Master's house. | can't remember the name of | 25 The precedent is set for front yard pool on Atlantic.

Page 47 Page 49

1 the people that own it now. 1 MS. BOHAN: And screened.

2 MR. WRIGHT: Is that it? 2 MS. SANDERS: | do not dispute that at

3 MR. ROMANO: That's it. 3 all. I'mjust questioning the historic issue.

4 MR. WRIGHT: Is there any public comment? | 4 MR. ROBINSON: Just from y'all's

5 Public comment section is closed. Joe. 5 information, there was one at Station 28, person

6 MR. HENDERSON: | would just point out one | 6 wanted to put a pool on the Atlantic side, y'all

7 other thing. This is a Sullivan's Island landmark, 7 turned them down. That was probably four years ago.
8 and part of that is this historic accessory 8 MS. SANDERS: Was that historic?

9 structure. It was a kitchen, detached kitchen. And 9 MR. ROBINSON: No, it was not a historic
10 on the back is where you access and park the 10 house. There were just no other pools in that

11 vehicles. I think that's the reason for your request 11 particular block. Y'all turned him down. He had to
12 up here on the Atlantic side. That's all | have. 12 put a pool on the I'on side.

13 MR. WRIGHT: Beverly. 13 MR. WRIGHT: There are other pools that we
14 MS. BOHAN: I'm good with it. | think it 14 must've approved on the Atlantic side, or were they
15 meets all the compatibility and design ordinances. 15 putin more than 12 years ago?

16 MR. WRIGHT: Rhonda. 16 MR. ROBINSON: They were put in prior.

17 MS. SANDERS: The houses that have the 17 MR. CRAVER: Not Ernie Masters'.

18 pools on Atlantic, are those also historic? 18 MR. ROBINSON: Yeah, Ernie Masters was.
19 MR. ROMANQO: | don't think so. They don't |19 It was actually approved prior to the ordinance.

20 look like they're historic. 20 There is one in that same block right next
21 MR. CRAVER: 2720 is not, | built that 21 to Ernie Masters that y'all just looked at, |

22 house 20 years ago. 22 believe, for Brian Helmund.

23 MS. SANDERS: | didn't think so. Doesn't 23 MR. CRAVER: Is he doing a pool on that
24 really do anything for me. 24 one?

25 I'm sorry. Can you go to the other page. 25 MR. ROBINSON: | think he is. There are
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1 two pools, one on either side. | believe y'all said 1 parking in front of the front facade, where we've got
2 that since there was that neighborhood compatibility | 2 the cars that have already been dealt.
3 because there were two pools, one on either side of | 3 This house is where it is. I'm not sure |
4 him. That particular block, | guess there's five 4 get upset about the parking issue as being the
5 houses, there were two pools. So y'all allowed it or 5 determinative factor about whether it's the front or
6 approved it. 6 the back of the house.
7 MR. HENDERSON: In the case where you're | 7 | grew up in a house between Atlantic and
8 reviewing historic structure, reference the Secretary | 8 Harvey. We had parking in the front and the back of
9 of Interior standards or the Town's standards for 9 the house. We had a circular driveway in the front.
10 reviewing, making modifications. | think those would | 10 And we had driveways in the back. | don't know that
11 apply even to a change to any place on the property. | 11 | get really upset about that. | don't think it
12 Does this remove a distinctive character of that 12 detracts from the historic elements of this house to
13 front yard? I think that's what we need to ask 13 re-orient the front to I'on.
14 ourselves. 14 Nobody lives out of the Atlantic Avenue
15 MR. CRAVER: I'm waiting for Duke to call 15 side of any of those houses on that street. They all
16 on me. I'm not allowed to speak until. 16 live out of the I'on side. The people who are
17 MR. WRIGHT: Rhonda? Rhonda, are you |17 between -- who have one side of their house on
18 okay? 18 Middle, one side on I'on and the people that have the
19 MS. SANDERS: I'm not saying | dislike it 19 other, who have one side on I'on, one on Atlantic,
20 or disapprove. I'm just bringing up points of 20 they all function out of the I'on side of those
21 historic homes. The accessory structures that Joe | 21 houses.
22 mentioned, the parking in the front, you can't have 22 MR. WRIGHT: Even though they have
23 parking in the front. Now we're going to orient this 23 Atlantic addresses.
24 house towards the front where the parking is 24 MR. CRAVER: Even though they have
25 already. 25 Atlantic addresses. | don't think it hurts the
Page 51 Page 53
1 MR. ROMANO: One of the things that's 1 historic nature of this house to re-orient it towards
2 interesting, they do have another drive off of 2 I'on and allow them to put a pool in. | generally am
3 Station 25 that comes to the side of the property. | 3 more in favor of allowing people to do what they want
4 don't think that's what -- | don't think they 4 to do unless there's a reason not to. | don't see a
5 actually use that as the main drive. | think that is 5 reason not to here.
6 agarage on the I'on side. | guess it's just a 6 | appreciate, Rhonda, what you were
7 question of: Is it a parking question? 7 saying. | walk by that house all the time, in that
8 MR. HENDERSON: | think it's more 8 neighborhood. Everything is oriented on the I'on
9 conceptually is that -- did the houses directly 9 side. I don't have a problem with it.
10 adjacent to this one on that streetscape have pools | 10 MS. BOHAN: Something came to me during
11 on the Atlantic side? That could help us. 11 the process of thinking about my decision. And with
12 MR. WRIGHT: | don't think so. 12 the historic properties, we talked about in a study
13 MR. ROMANO: Directly adjacent, no, there |13 group about offering something to the ownership for
14 are no pools until you get to 2408, which is four 14 the historic property owners that would help, you
15 homes down. 15 know -- relief is not a good word -- but offer some
16 MR. WRIGHT: Billy. I'll call on you. 16 bonus points to them. And I think this meets exactly
17 MR. CRAVER: You know, this house is a 17 the study group thought process.
18 historic structure. And the front certainly looks 18 MR. CRAVER: | think you're right about
19 like it's the Atlantic Avenue side, except they 19 that.
20 function out of the I'on side. They function out of 20 MR. HENDERSON: | think in part they are
21 that side. 21 taking advantage of one of the provisions of the
22 And so | wonder about, you know, it's one 22 ordinance and that is up to 50 percent relief in the
23 thing that we have standards about where you place | 23 zoning standard.
24 parking when you're building a new house. We say, | 24 With regard to impervious surface, they're
25 okay, you're building a new house, you can't put the | 25 taking 12. You can do that with principal building
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1 square footage and principal building coverage, 1 MR. WRIGHT: All in favor or discussion?
2 building footprints. 2 No discussion.
3 The issue here, there's no room on the 3 MS. SANDERS: | do have one thing to add.
4 l'on side. You have a historic structure that can 4 They'll never be able to use this as a front. Nobody
5 not be modified, that has to be preserved. You have 5 is going to walk to their front steps. Just a
6 existing parking -- actually you have parking on two 6 consideration of those front steps from that backyard
7 street sides. This is a tricky one. 7 because there's a pool yard. They might want to put
8 MR. CRAVER: Didn't they ask to elevate 8 iton the side. Just a thought.
9 this house some time ago and were told no? 9 MR. CRAVER: They don't use them now, you
10 MR. ROBINSON: Honestly, | don't remember | 10 know.
11 that. 11 MS. SANDERS: Just a thought.
12 MR. CRAVER: | think so. My 12 MR. WRIGHT: | don't know how the interior
13 understanding, they have a pretty hefty flood 13 of the house is. | would imagine the living room is
14 insurance tab that's impeding the sale of the house. 14 on the Atlantic side of the house. That's neither
15 | don't have that firsthand; that's what I'm told. 15 here nor there.
16 MR. HENDERSON: | think you're right. 16 MS. SANDERS: Right.
17 MR. WRIGHT: It seems to me what we're 17 MR. WRIGHT: We have a motion. It's
18 dealing with, lesser of two evils here; one, if we 18 second. Discussion.
19 leave the address as it is and allow a pool in the 19 MS. SANDERS: | second.
20 front yard, as an exception -- and in my judgement, 20 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do | hear a vote? All
21 the pool does not distract from the historic aspects 21 infavor?
22 of the house, the structure, even though | think it's 22 (All Board members stated aye.)
23 been modified a lot. I've seen some photographs of | 23 MR. WRIGHT: Opposed? None.
24 years gone by. 24 MR. ROMANO: Thank you.
25 MR. CRAVER: The house has been modified. | 25 MR. WRIGHT: Do you know what we said?
Page 55 Page 57
1 MR. WRIGHT: It's really not what it was. 1 MR. ROMANO: | think so.
2 That's one way to go. 2 MR. WRIGHT: | think if it's confusing --
3 Or the other way, as Billy describes. 3 | think you're good to go.
4 That's our dilemma, | suppose. | tend to agree with 4 (Mr. Herlong entered the room.)
5 Billy. Ithink if we orient it towards I'on as the 5 HISTORIC DESIGN GUIDELINES
6 front, it's never going to change how people use the 6 MR. WRIGHT: There is another item on the
7 house. Whomever. That might be the better way to 7 agenda, Joe.
8 go. 8 MR. HENDERSON: Yes, sir. Very briefly, |
9 Do | hear a motion? Or more discussion? 9 just wanted to touch on the fact this is agenda item
10 MR. CRAVER: | make a motion. Then we can | 10 E-1. It's an item for consideration, historic design
11 discuss. | make a motion that we approve the 11 guidelines. We had a study group meeting. Three of
12 requested relief. 12 us met, and we had some questions regarding historic
13 MR. WRIGHT: Which is? 13 design guidelines and whether we thought they would
14 MR. CRAVER: Which is to re-orient the 14 be useful in our process of staff review of historic
15 house towards I'on and to grant the 12 percent 15 projects and whether it would be useful for DRB and
16 impervious coverage relief under the historic 16 the citizens who own historic structures.
17 exception exemption. 17 We talked about several options. We had
18 MR. WRIGHT: Is that a motion? 18 kind of a brainstorming session. And | wanted to ask
19 MR. CRAVER: That was a motion. That was |19 about our next meeting. | think what I'd like to do
20 arunning motion. 20 is have another study group meeting.
21 MR. WRIGHT: You got the motion? 21 We formally developed some of these
22 THE COURT REPORTER: Yes. 22 options, proposing to a design review board during a
23 MR. WRIGHT: Any discussion? Do | hear a 23 regularly scheduled meeting and then make a
24 second? 24 recommendation to town council from there. | think
25 MS. SANDERS: Second. 25 we talked about that. So when would you like to
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1 meet? | know we floated some dates. 1 structures.
2 MR. CRAVER: You floated two dates that 2 Then another relevant sort of question,
3 are coming up in December. I'm out of town for both 3 how many are 1,200 square feet or under, right, that
4 of them. 4 could apply for the special exception?
5 MR. HENDERSON: Those are Fridays. | 5 One of the things we talked about is
6 think we selected Fridays because they're kind of 6 elevating that or increasing that square footage to
7 easy days to schedule. Any dates in December you 7 1,400 square feet or even getting rid of it --
8 would be happy with or push this on to the first of 8 MR. CRAVER: Getrid of it.
9 theyear? 9 MR. HENDERSON: -- all together. And what
10 MR. CRAVER: | think we ought to probably 10 would be the result of that? Getting rid of it all
11 push it on the first of the year. Fridays in 11 together? | think these are some big questions we
12 December is tough. 12 need to grapple with.
13 MS. BOHAN: There's only two good ones. 13 MR. CRAVER: | think some of the reasons
14 Lot of people take off between the holiday. 14 that those limitations were put in place when the
15 MS. SANDERS: The whole month. 15 ordinance was put in place probably have changed now.
16 MR. CRAVER: Joe, do you have a Word 16 And so it gives us an opportunity to create some
17 version of the ordinance? 17 incentives maybe and preserve, do a better job of
18 MR. HENDERSON: Yes. 18 preserving historic structures but not penalizing the
19 MR. CRAVER: Can you e-mail that to me. | 19 people that own them. [ think we have some real
20 want to play with some language. 20 opportunity here.
21 THE CHAIRPERSON: In general, we look at 21 MR. HENDERSON: What | would like to do in
22 places in the ordinance that speak to these issues 22 the study group, refine those options, those ideas we
23 and where would we add language without making it 23 had. And we'll have the text, the Word document so
24 confusing because we've got a few sections that speak | 24 that we can --
25 to similar issues but in different ways already. If 25 MR. CRAVER: If you'll e-mail me, I'll
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1 we aren't careful -- we just have to be so careful 1 play with it before we meet so that we're not -- so
2 with the way we add or adjust language is what we 2 we have something at least on one of the options to
3 spend a good deal of time talking about where to put 3 start with.
4 this language. That was part of the discussion. 4 MR. HENDERSON: Sure.
5 MR. HENDERSON: So we, | think, after 5 THE CHAIRPERSON: It's not impossible for
6 boiling all this down, we had three options. We 6 you to make some adjustments, send it, let us
7 could create stand-alone historic guidelines, which 7 respond. Do it e-mail, whenever we have a chance.
8 is very common in other jurisdictions. 8 MR. CRAVER: Why don't we do that.
9 We could modify the existing guidelines 9 MR. HENDERSON: [I'll continue looking at
10 that are codified in the zoning ordinance or 10 smaller coastal community jurisdictions that have
11 standards for that matter. 11 historic design guidelines as kind of a comparison.
12 Or we could try to incentivize, offer an 12 Again, | still kind of hold the perspective that, if
13 additional incentive to folks to address the main 13 we have guidelines, it couldn't hurt. The more
14 issue which is: How do we keep folks from elevating | 14 information out there, the better.
15 these historic structures and building additions on 15 But | think in the immediate, to address
16 to them and ruining the historic character? 16 the problem that we are having or the issue that
17 Those are our three options | think. In 17 we're having, we keep talking about 1102 Osceola.
18 our next meeting, I'd like to really refine some 18 How high they elevated that. | think we can do some
19 options for the DRB. 19 immediate text amendments.
20 MS. SANDERS: Did we identify how many 20 MR. CRAVER: The jury is still out on that
21 there are left, historic homes? They're all so 21 one. They haven't finished it.
22 different. Just like the school, they're all so 22 MR. HENDERSON: Absolutely.
23 different. 23 MR. CRAVER: And you don't change the
24 MR. HENDERSON: | generated a map during | 24 whole statutory scheme to deal with a single house.
25 our study group that shows all our historic 25 Before it's finished, we've concluded there's a
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1 problem with. Let's wait and see what happens. 1 incorporate design guidelines into the ordinance. |
2 MS. SANDERS: Town hall and school looked | 2 think ultimately the town said let's codify the
3 really, really huge and tall before they were 3 guidelines.
4 finished. Before that was finished. 4 These are the three pages of historic
5 MR. HENDERSON: | agree. We went through | 5 design guidelines that are in the ordinance.
6 a great deal of discussion to make sure they took 6 MR. WRIGHT: They're pretty much what she
7 that house back. They incorporated the foundation 7 recommended.
8 plannings, they graded it up. They put the 8 MR. HENDERSON: Right.
9 hortiscape out front. We don't see any of that 9 MR. WRIGHT: They were incorporated into
10 today. If we do identify there's a problem with 10 the zoning ordinance as opposed to stand-alone.
11 elevating it, the point | was making, we can take 11 There are some differences. | just looked at both of
12 some immediate action to address it. 12 them this afternoon. They're pretty much the same.
13 | attended a Webinar that went through how 13 MR. HENDERSON: | can say, if you have
14 you develop historic design guidelines. As you 14 codified design guidelines, they hold a lot more
15 mentioned during the meeting, it's a serious process. |15 weight. | know that because the City of Conway had
16 So if we want to undertake that, it's a lengthy 16 codified designed guidelines, and we had other
17 process. | guess I'm just pointing out there's a 17 stand-alone guideline documents that really weren't
18 time frame that we need to consider. 18 as impactful when reviewing a project.
19 If we can codify something pretty quickly 19 MR. CRAVER: | don't think it's the issue
20 to address the problem, we may want to consider that | 20 whether you have codified design guidelines or just
21 and also going through guidelines. 21 guidelines that are guidelines. | think the issue
22 THE CHAIRPERSON: One issue, potential 22 is, what is the problem we're trying to solve, and is
23 short-term solutions with adjustments. The other one | 23 it really necessary to jump through all the hoops of
24 is a long-term process with the town. 24 drafting new guidelines to address a problem when we
25 MR. HENDERSON: Could be equally 25 haven't really identified and defined a problem as
Page 63 Page 65
1 beneficial. 1 being a real problem yet?
2 THE CHAIRPERSON: Seems like it shouldn't 2 I'm not convinced yet that we don't have
3 be. Itwill be. It's not easy. 3 other ways to address what's been identified as a
4 MR. CRAVER: My inclination every day is 4 limited issue, which now the study group has then
5 less is better unless there's a real problem that 5 flipped it around and said, no, this is an
6 needs to be addressed. I'm not yet convinced that 6 opportunity to avoid historic homes having done to
7 there's a real problem that needs to be addressed. 7 them what they can do under the ordinance, which is
8 I think that our approach in creating an 8 put alink, add an elevated house.
9 incentive to keeping intact historic structures and 9 I mean, and all of a sudden you sort of
10 having them restored and maintained their character, 10 maintained the historic character sort of, but you
11 that's a great objective for us to have and that we 11 got -- because of the limitations of the way the
12 can probably accomplish that and give it incentive to 12 ordinance is set up, you got to hook them together
13 stop houses from being elevated, but I'm not 13 and all that. So you destroy the historic character
14 convinced yet that we have an avalanche of houses 14 by complying with the ordinance when we're better off
15 that are going to be elevated that would require us 15 having two structures on the property, even if it's a
16 to run out and develop historic guidelines that are 16 2,400-square-foot historic house. What's the problem
17 going to give us a whole lot more than the general 17 with doing that?
18 people here dealing with the issues. I'm just not 18 MR. HENDERSON: | think that's where we
19 convinced yet. Open minded. 19 ended our meeting.
20 MS. SANDERS: There are flood maps still 20 MR. CRAVER: That's where we ended up. To
21 up in the air. 21 not give them the incentive to link a new structure
22 MR. HENDERSON: That's a good point. Duke |22 with an old structure because, if they're separate
23 brought this document here that was a report from 23 structures now, they're penalized. They're penalized
24 Connie Cooper back when we were deciding whether to | 24 with the square footage. The way it's set up now, we
25 have Schneider some stand-alone design guidelines or | 25 encourage them to do something that destroys the
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Page 66 Page 68
1 historic character or doesn't enhance it, for sure. 1 we adjourn?
2 We could go through 50 drafts of 2 MR. CRAVER: | move that we adjourn.
3 something. We've done that before, too. We'll end 3 MR. WRIGHT: Second.
4 up with something good. 4 THE CHAIRPERSON: All in favor.
5 MS. SANDERS: | can think of a prior town 5 (All Board members stated aye.)
6 council member that would love to be able to build a 6 (The meeting was concluded at 7:34 p.m.)
7 house on her historic property for her son and his 7
8 children and his wife, but you can't do it. So she's 8
9 in a historic house, small historic house on one acre 9
10 lot. She would love to build a house for her son to 10
11 live in; same thing. 11
12 MR. HENDERSON: Two structures that could | 12
13 accommodate one single-family, right. Would thatbe |13
14 something we can consider? Instead of having two 14
15 dwellings, could have two living spaces? Youwould |15
16 have to deed restriction one of them. 16
17 MS. SANDERS: Right. 17
18 MR. HENDERSON: That would be one way to | 18
19 incentivize but not increase the number of dwelling 19
20 units. | know that's problematic. Then it becomes 20
21 an enforcementissue. You're dealing with issues of |21
22 rentals and things like that. 22
23 | agree that could be one incentive that 23
24 could get families thinking about, if | leave this 24
25 historic cottage where it is, | can build. 25
Page 67 Page 69
1 MS. SANDERS: | want my mother living over 1 CERTI FI CATE OF REPORTER
2 here with me. 2
3 MR. HENDERSON: Right NOW accessory 3 I, Lora MDaniel, Registered Professional
4 structures can't be used as living space. That's 4 Reporter and Notary Public for the State of South
- 5 Carolina at Large, do hereby certify that the
5 prohibited _ S
) 6 foregoing transcript is a true, accurate, and
6 MS. SANDERS: That's what you're talking 7 complete record,
7 about. Let's not make them connected. 8 | further certify that | amneither rel ated
8 MR. CRAVER: Right' 9 to, nor counsel for, any party to the cause pending
9 MR. HENDERSON: So you would have two 10 or interested in the events thereof.
10 spaces. Staff would have that burden, making sure 11 Wtness ny hand, | have hereunto affixed ny
11 they're not turning into short-term rental space. 12 official seal this 7th day of December, 2015 at
12 MR. CRAVER: | don't mind making you-all 13  Charleston, Charleston County, South Carolina.
13 earn your money. 14
14 MR. HENDERSON: | think there's a lot of 15 S\ Mg
15 things we can do with this. Look forward to talking 16
16 about it again. I'll float more dates by you. 1
17 MR. CRAVER: | think after the first of iz
18 the year. If you send me that thing, I'll to try to 20
19 come up with some drafts. And we can shuffle them Lora L. MeDaniel .
20 around by e-mail. 21 Regi stered Professional Reporter
21 MR. HENDERSON: ['ll send it to everybody. My Commi ssi on expi res:
22 THE CHAIRPERSON: No, send it to Billy. 22 Sept ember 18, 2016
23 Any other discussion? 23
24 MR. HENDERSON: No, sir. 24
25 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do | hear a motion that | 25
A VV R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Pages 66—-69
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