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1 MR. ILDERTON: Thisisthe

2 February 18th, 2009, meeting of the Sullivan's
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3 Idland Design Review Board. It isnow 6:00.

4 Membersin attendance are Duke Wright,

5 Pat llderton, Steve Herlong, Betty Harmon, John

6 Lancto, and Billy Craver. Great.

7 The Freedom of Information requirements

8 have been met for this meeting. Theitemson

9 tonight's agenda are approval of the minutes. Do we

10 likethem?

11 MR. WRIGHT: | move the minutes be

12 approved as written.

13 MR. CRAVER: | second it.

14 MR. ILDERTON: Discussion? Everybody
15 infavor?

16 ALL: Aye.

17 MR. ILDERTON: Okay. 2113 Middle

18 ak/a2214 I'on Avenue, fence in acommercial

19 district. Randy, what do you think?

20 MR. ROBINSON: What you have in front
21 of youisan application for afence at 2113 Middle
22 Street. That's anew office building that's being

23 built. The ordinance section 2164A isadesign

24 standard, and it says, newly developed

25 nonresidential uses shall provide a buffer at the
0005

rear of the commercialy zoned lot. The buffer
shall be awall or afence that is completely
opague, six feet high.

The Design Review Board has to approve
all changes to acommercial property, so thisis--
the fence has to come to you-all for approval of its
design.

MR. ILDERTON: Great.

MR. ROBINSON: What you havein front
of you is some plans that Mr. Ziff provided. There
aretwo designs here. Oneisadesign of afence
that is completely -- well, | question whether it's
completely opague. That'll be up to you-all to
determine.

But one is afence that goes the whole
way down the property line. The other fenceisa
fence that goes the mgjority of the property line
except for 12 feet of it -- wait aminute -- 18 feet
of it -- okay. | stand corrected. It's 24 feet of
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20 thefenceisawirefence, vinyl-coated welded wire
21 fencewith gatesinit.

22 | believe dso in front of youisa

23 letter from the Police Department saying that -- |
24 don't know. You might want to read that |etter.

25 Anyway, that'swhat's in front of you, and he's
0006

1 looking for approval of one or the other.

2 MR. ILDERTON: Great. Thank you.
3 Loren, do you want to make your --

4 MS. KENYON: Y ou need to state your
S5 name.

6 MR. ZIFF: Loren Ziff, 2113 Middle.

7 First of al, thank you. The objective

8 here, from my standpoint, was safety. And if you
9 look inthe design of this-- may | come up and
10 just--

11 MR. ILDERTON: Sure.

12 MR. ZIFF: Again, the overriding

13 concernthat | had is safety. ThisisMiddle

=
o

Street, and thisis the ground floor of abuilding
that will be occupied. Fire code required that we
put in this solid masonry wall. And what you
have -- thisis an elevator stack and a stairwell.
And you have an area back herethat is
just -- no one can see from Middle Street or from
any angle, and | took the Chief back there and said,
thisisarea concern of mine because nothing good
Is going happen back here in this corner.
And even though I'll have a security
camera here and other security cameras on the sight,
25 the Chief's recommendation was to create a view
0007
1 corridor here so that as his people patrol back

NDNNNNREPEPRPRERE
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2 here, they'll at least be ableto seein.

3 MR. HERLONG: That was the reason for
4 thealtering?

5 MR. ZIFF: Exactly. So that's what

6 was--it'sreally just safety more than anything

7 €ese. | ownthehouse. And again, the objectiveis
8 to beableto have aview corridor.

9 MR. ILDERTON: Great. Thank you.

10 MR. ZIFF: Thank you.
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11 MR. ILDERTON: | guessisthere --

12 I'll call for public comment. Public comment? |

13 will usethistime to read the letter from the

14 Police Chief as considering him public comment.

15 In reference to 2113 Middle Street, to

16 the members of the Design Review Board. Thisletter
17 represents my opinion on the fence proposed

18 separating the business from the residential zoned
19 parts of the property on the above location.

20 My opinion is strictly from a safety and

21 security point of view and does not take into

22 account the ordinances, codes, or aesthetics this

23 property issubject to.

24 The layout of the building on the Middle

25 Street side of this property forms an areain the
0008

back that gives me some concerns from a safety and
crime prevent point of view. The underneath parking
areais shielded from site when driving east or west
on Middle Street. This gives anyone wishing to
conceal themselves from others the opportunity to do
SO.
| have learned in my business, when

people try to hide themselves, especialy in public
places, they are usually up to no good. Thisarea
would also be concealed from the I'on Avenue side if
asolid fence was built. The ability on patrol on

I'on to observe the covered parking both during the
day and night with the use of spotlights by looking
between the houses backing up to this commercial
building would relieve some of my concerns.

Being able to see into this secluded area
will possibly both deter and prevent infractions

PP e
NEhEBowo~v~ouhrwnr

N e
~NOoO Uhw

18 from drug and alcohol violations to crimes against
19 property and/or persons.

20 If | can be of further assistance, please

21 feel freeto contact me. Daniel J. Howard, Police
22 Chief.

23 All right. That's on the record. Randy,

24 anything elseto add?

25 MR. ROBINSON: The only thing | would
0009

1 liketo add isthisisadesign standard, that it
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does have to be a completely opaque fence. So
Mr. Ziff, even if you-all do approve this design, he
still has to go to the Board of Zoning Appealsfor a
variance on this open part.

MR. ILDERTON: Great. Okay.

MR. HERLONG: Sothat isto clarify
on whether split zone, dual zone properties that an
opaque, six-foot fenceisin the guidelinesas a
requirement.

MR. ROBINSON: That's correct.

MR. HERLONG: On those particular
group of properties.

MR. ROBINSON: That's correct. On
split zone lots, uh-huh. Well, actually not on just
the split zone lots, but the lots between Station 22
and 22-and-a-half on the backside of lots. If any
new building is created, they would have to put up
that fence.

The other thing you-all probably need to
look at is, do you-all consider this fence opague?
It does have a staggered design.

MR. ILDERTON: Right.

MR. ROBINSON: Soisit completely
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25 opaque?
0010

MR. ILDERTON: Great. Thank you.
All right. Who wantsto go first? Billy?

MR. CRAVER: | assume that the vinyl
coated welded wire part isto give -- isto open it
up so they can seein or what's --

MR. ZIFF. Yeah. Soyou can see
through, again, from a safety standpoint.

MR. CRAVER: | don't have a problem
with it, and | don't have a problem with the

staggered boards either. | think it's opaque
enough.

PP e
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MR. ILDERTON: Great. John?

MR. LANCTO: Yeah. | think it, for
al intents and purposes, qualifies as being opaque
from the perspective of where it would be seen from.
So, yeah, | think it'sagood ideato open it up
there at that section. It makes senseto me.

MR. ILDERTON: Thanks. Betty?
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19 MS. HARMON: | could approve it
20 because you've opened up this section so you can see
21 init. SoI'm happy with it.
22 MR. ILDERTON: Steve?
23 MR. HERLONG: My only questionis
24 sort of unrelated. Inthe commercial district, are
25 there -- what's required from alandscaping point of
0011
view? |sany of that something that goes before a
board, or people can landscape -- | think even the
next submittal deals with some landscaping issues.
Isthat -- what's a requirement of the

Design Review Board from landscaping? Or maybe
there'snone. I'm just curious.

MR. ROBINSON: | don't think thereis
any.

MR. LANCTO: 2165.

MR. ROBINSON: Thereis.

MR. HERLONG: Okay. Soit realy
just deals with arequirement for treesisall it

says.

=
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MR. ROBINSON: Right. Onetreefor
every 35 feet of front frontage.

MR. HERLONG: Wéll, that's unrelated
to thisdiscussion. | think, asBilly said, it's --
in my opinion, it's going to be opaque enough. It
may be a zoning issue as to what opague means. You
can see through it at an angle, but | would think
this fence is suitable to meet the ordinance, so --
and | think having it open to that one areaas a
view corridor for safety is fine, appropriate.

MR. ILDERTON: Great. | think it's

NDNNNNREPERPRERE
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25 finealso.
0012

MR. WRIGHT: Yeah, | agree. | have
one question. Isthis areaunder here going to be
open for public parking at night?

MR. ZIFF. That'savery good
question. I'm trying to find a balance between
helping out the neighborhood in general and
providing some element of public parking, while at
the same point, being very sensitive to the two
neighbors that live right there and not disturbing
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10 them because they've had many years of quiet.

11 So I'm trying to find that balance where

12 it will be available. And right now I'm thinking

13 possibly open till 11:00, something moderate like
14 that. Soagain, I'm trying to find that balance.

15 MR. WRIGHT: Good. That'sfine.

16 Thank you. I'm okay.

17 MR. ILDERTON: All right. Dol hear
18 amotion?

19 MR. CRAVER: | move we approve the
20 request. And | guessif he needsto go to the

21 Zoning Board of Adjustment, that we recommend that
22 they approve hisrequest for avariance to the

23 extent it's needed.

24 MR. ILDERTON: All right. Dol hear
25 asecond?

0013

1 MR. LANCTO: | second.

2 MR. ILDERTON: Discussion? Everybody
3 infavor?

4 ALL: Aye.

5 MR. ILDERTON: All right. The next

6 itemI'm going to recuse myself for and turn it over
7 to Steve.

8 MR. HERLONG: Okay. Thenextitemis
9 2213B Middle Street, modification of an approved
10 design. So well wait for Randy to give usa

11 presentation.

12 MR. ROBINSON: Let'ssee. Thisis

13 for achangein design to the front of the building
14 at Station 2213B Middle Street. Let me get my stuff
15 outinfront of me. Inthe description it says, a

16 modification of approved design to include comments
17 and recommendations from public charrette.

18 This has been before you-all before. It

19 wasbeforeyou-al in July of '08. Y ou-all approved
20 the changein the parking in front of this building.
21 Inthat change, it was kind of atemporary change.
22 Andthisoneisa-- it'samore permanent change.
23 The design consultants for the commercial
24 district had severa charrettes, and out of those

25 charettes came out a basic plan for the commercia
0014
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district. | believe that this came from the
consultants. The first page in your application
came -- thisis directly from the consultants.
The second page is a site plan showing

you the building and what is proposed out front and
on the side, some raised planterson the side. The
third page is a planting plan, and the fourth page

Is astaking plan.

Anyway, this -- I'll wait for my comments

on the rest, and we'll go ahead and let the

applicant present what he's got, but that's what's

in front of you right now.

MR. HERLONG: Okay, Randy. Thanks.
|s the applicant present?
MR. SEEL: Harry Seel, Seel'son

Sullivan, 2213B Middle Street. AsRandy said, we
got approval to do the modifications on atemporary
basis. It took myself and Kent about a
month-and-a-half to finally get together and look at
the way it needs to be laid out and kind of scope
everything out.

One of our major issuesis by the timewe
got it resolved, we were in the winter months, and
we had no business. We went to design charrette.

25 There was overwhelming feedback from all the
0015
neighbors around us, the people that had come out to
talk about the design charrette saying that the
front of our building was not the most attractive
one on the island, and that some landscaping and
stuff would be beneficial.
It even went so far asto kind of give us
an idea of what they actually wanted the front of
the building to look like. And if you look, it's
basically Poe's. It was overwhelmingly -- with all
the town people there that Po€'s -- the front of
Poe's kind of embodied what Sullivan's Island design
should look like from a consumer's commercial
standpoint. It's very attractive, and so thisis
kind of where this design come from.

We modified the design just alittle bit
so that when the fence line would come across the
front to kind of giveit that little bit of amore a
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18 family feel and little more secluded fedl.
19 We turned the fence back towards the
20 building and that basically provides atighter
21 enclosure for customers coming and going. They
22 Dbasically have to come and go near the front door,
23 which is something that the Chief has asked for --
24 from aPolice standpoint, basically given us clear
25 guidelines. | think we talked about it last time,
0016
clear delineated guidelines from where people can
be, where people cannot be, and also more of a
controlled flow.
o in the evening, the security people
will be standing there so that people have a
clear -- it's like Po€e's gates basically, but
because we have such alonger front end, we
basically -- the fence line has been moved in toward
the front of the building, towards the main
entranceway.
Since we have put in the design -- one of
the things that most of the town people wanted was a
sidewalk that connected the commercial district. On
al the commercia designs that were done, there'sa
sidewalk basically that runs the entire length of
the commercial district now, just like it does
mirrored on the opposite side of the road. So that
isincluded in our design.
We actually said, when we kind of talked
to the Mayor and stuff about kind of what we were
looking at, we would actually pay for the sidewalk
to be put in. Since I've given you this package,
DOT hascomein. And DOT with the stipend money
they're getting from the government wants to comein
25 and put adrainage ditch, abasin -- | don't know
0017
1 what the proper word would be, but a catch basin
along the front of the property.
The last catch basin on our side of the
street isin front of Bert's. So from Bert'sall
the way down to Dunleavy's, there's nothing there to
catch and pool and collect water, so DOT would like
to put one in there, which basically means that the
sidewalk would not be able to be installed until
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9 after DOT had finished their stuff. They're

10 expecting to be done by October, so that when they
11 paveour side of Middle Street, they'll be able to

12 pave up to anew curb.

13 DOT has also stated but not confirmed

14 that since they haveto dig all that up, they'd have
15 to put it back in place anyways, and that they would
16 put asidewalk in place, if that's what was so

17 required. So that'sthe only modification that we
18 have from the design plan you havein front of you.
19 It would just be adelay from the time we did our
20 section to thetime DOT did their section too.

21 MR. HERLONG: WEell probably have
22 timeto ask questions, but | think the next

23 procedureisfor -- if you're through with your

24 presentation.

25 MR. SEEL: Yeah. | know everybody
0018

has alot of questions.

MR. HERLONG: It would be public
comment. Isthere any public comment? It looks
like the public comment section is closed. Randy,
do you have any final comments?

MR. ROBINSON: Okay. Yeah, | do.
This came before you-all before as a change in the
parking plan.

MR. HERLONG: Right.

10 MR. ROBINSON: They used to have the
other parking spaces out front, and it was a
reduction in parking places, and you-all approved
that plan kind of with some conditions. Thefirst
was that it -- that thiswould be in place only as

long as Town Council allowsthe Durst lot to be used
for valet parking. Two, only aslong as Off the
Hook has an agreement with Durst to use the lot.
WEell, | haven't seen an agreement yet.

MR. SEEL: Kent hasit.

MR. ROBINSON: | haven't seen any
agreement yet. Maybe Kent does haveit. But it was
something that could be reversed at that point. You
could take the parking stops that are there, move
them back to the building, create the parking spaces
again. When thisisdone, thisisirreversible.
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0019

1 You'regoing to have those parking spaces out front
2 there, and that'sit, no others. Am | correct?

3 MR. SEEL: Yes, sir, you are.

4 MS. HARMON: What do you mean by

5 that? They don't have parking spaces now up here,
6 right? They can park the car for valet service.

7 MR. ROBINSON: Waéll, there has never
8 been avalet service created. That part of it has

9 just not materialized, and so we haven't seenif it

10 worksyet.
11 MS. HARMON: Right.
12 MR. ROBINSON: Anocther thing is, the

13 plan that was created by the charrettes and by the
14 consultant has not been approved by Town Council.
15 There hasn't even been a public meeting on it, so |
16 kind of question whether we're putting the cart
17 before the horse here.
18 | understand that DOT is going to comein
19 and pavetheroad and all that, but this would be
20 doing something that is going aong with that plan,
21 and we don't even know if we're going to do that
22 plan or not.
23 MS. HARMON: Okay.
24 MR. ROBINSON: Let'ssee. Thereare
25 some raised planters along the side also in the
0020
plan. Those planters may or may not -- but it looks
like to me the parking in that area between those
two buildingsisreal tight aready. If you go and
put plantersin there, it's going to get more tight.
This plan also will add more seats out in
front of the business. Really that is not under the
parking requirements, but it just is something for
you-all to look at too. Thereisgoing to be more
seating out in front of this business.
10 The sidewalk shows five feet wide, and
thisisjust alittle thing, but the sidewalk is
five feet wide on your plan, but our design
guidelinesin our commercial district says the
sidewalk ought to be six feet wide. That'sreally
not a big deal because you-all have purview to make
it fivefeet if it meets neighborhood compatibility.
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17 That's about it from my standpoint.

18 MR. HERLONG: | have a question about
19 thedrawing and what | see over there. You go

20 around the corner where Dunleavy'sis, and thereis
21 acurb.

22 MR. SEEL: That's correct.

23 MR. HERLONG: And the curb goes over
24 maybe to about where Dunleavy's stops, and the curb
25 stops.

0021

MR. SEEL: Right.

MR. HERLONG: And then the road --
doesn't the road turn in on alittle bit of an --
there'san angle. | see an angle, and then that's
what creates what you've currently got as parallel
parking. And you've got some curb bumpers, wheel
stops, out there that kind of define an inner part
of the parallel parking.

S0 I'm not sure -- I'm assuming thisis
drawn straight, so the curb would continuein a
straight line --

MR. SEEL: That's correct.

MR. HERLONG: -- to the edge of the
building and then maybe it just --

MR. SEEL: It would taper down to the
parking lot, yes, Sir.

MR. HERLONG: And I'm wondering if
that -- doesn't that eliminate the parallel parking
that's there?

MR. SEEL: If the sidewalk was put in
there, then that would alleviate the parking. But
in the design plan, the parking would start after my
building per the charrette. One of the-- if | can
back up just one second, the idea of this came out

25 of the charrette, but my plan is not contingent on
0022

the charrette taking place or the plan being
approved. It waswhat the town -- the people who
were at the charrette would have liked to have seen.
We liked the idea ourselves, so we decided that
would be a good move for usto basically redo that
front entrance when you come onto the island.

With the design the way it is right now,
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8 sincethe five-foot sidewalk or the six-foot --
9 five-foot came out of the charrette, so that's the
10 only reason | put fivefeet in there. If the
11 sidewak wasnot put in at all right now, we would
12 not lose any of those three parallel parking spaces
13 that could be either used for parallel parking or it
14 could be used for valet parking depending on the
15 need and the time of the year.
16 Right now, we have the three parking
17 placesthere, four depending on what kind of cars
18 you have, and people useit.
19 But as it comes around the corner, it
20 would come straight down. Why they dropped it off
21 there and not at the curb for handicapped, nobody
22 knows. If you remember, this whole thing was
23 started because of a DOT issue with thetail end of
24 the cars parked in my parking lot being in the lane.
25 And so on DOT'sroads -- basically, from
0023
my understanding, there's one lane there. And where
the Town through paving has made kind of a
lane-and-a-half there. James Law, isthat --

MR. RIGGS: Yeah. JamesLaw at DOT
came out and looked at it, and he --

MS. KENYON: When you get up, you
need to tell our court reporter your name.

MR. RIGGS: My name is Bobby Riggs,
and I'm partnersin Seel's. James Law came out. He
reviewed this, and he's looked at it since we put
the plan up. He said DOT didn't approve for carsto
back out into traffic like we were having to do. We
were on the right-of-way.

And we saw it ourself. When a car backs
out and it'sabig SUV here and asmall car backs
out, it isreally dangerous. And then the reason we
haven't done the valet is like Harry said. We
haven't had any business to valet park. We have the
parking lot whenever we need to useit.

MR. SEEL: We've got $1,000 retainer
at Durst that they have. They've had it since this
plan was approved. And you know, basically, we just
haven't had any use for it right yet.
24 Now, since the plan isinto action when |
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25 spoke with Kim and stuff, both the restaurants on
0024
either side of us didn't really want to have
anything to do with this. They wanted usto run our
valet system, and then they would be totally
separate from us. Since the design was approved,
now they want to be a part of whatever happens at
the Durst property also.
So what their thought has been -- and
I'll just lay it on the table -- isthat Dunleavy's,
myself, and High Thyme, since we're all right there,
we would all use Durst's property, and it would be
handled by either avalet system, if it worked, or a
lot attendant if the valet did not work.
Either way, per our agreement with
Dr. Durst, we need to have somebody over there.
Somebody needs to patrol the parking lot and make
sure people are responsible for their behavior and
the noise and so forth to remaining aresidential
atmosphere at Dr. Durst's property.

MS. HARMON: Wédll, my question s, if
you take the valet parking away from the front of
your house, in front of your business, with the
five- to six-foot sidewalk, then you won't have
valet parking.

MR. SEEL: That'scorrect. Theissue
25 that came out in the charrette was the safety of
0025
being able -- for children to be able to ride on
that side of the street from Green Heron al the way
down on the sidewalk. And so if you see al the
plans that were laid out, that's why we went with
that plan, to do the sidewalk.

MR. RIGGS: And that's why we went
back to Dr. Durst and said, we might not valet park
iIf it doesn't get approved with Durst or doesn't
prove affordable, then wel'll just have alot
10 attendant. He'll monitor the people in the parking
lot.
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MR. HERLONG: | tell you what, why

13 don't welet -- let'sjust kind of go back with our

14 process and maybe just let each of us ask any

15 questions we might have. So Billy, do you have any
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16 questions?

17 MR. CRAVER: The construction that
18 you-all are proposing hereisall on you-al's

19 property?

20 MR. RIGGS:. That's correct, sSir.

21 MR. CRAVER: Okay. | think it looks
22 good. | don't have aproblem with it, aslong as
23 the-- you've got to work the parking out. And if
24 you can't -- the sidewalk makes sense. It makes
25 sense from a safety standpoint to have a sidewalk
0026

there. Someday maybe people will realize there's
not a stop sign at that intersection too on Middle
Street because they stop all the time there at the
crosswalk. But | think anything that can be added
to add safety makes sense.

Having a parking lot attendant at Durst's
as opposed to valet parking, that suits me -- |
mean, that would suit mefine. And | know this
isn't a parking -- we're not dealing with parking
tonight. But either way, | think having it

available to provide parking covers that issue.

And if the three businesses there get
together and they work out something with all of
them, that's even making more and more sense, you
know, that they're all getting together and
cooperating.

Steve's point about the planters or
whoever's point it was, could be agood one. You
just need to make sure that doesn't interfere with
your ability to use those spots. Other than that, |
don't have a problem with it at all.

MR. SEEL: | wasjust going to

respond to that if it's okay, the planters. The

reason why the planters were going to go in -- and
25 Randy'sright. The problem isthat our parking lot
0027

1 isvery tight. The problem we have with customers
2 is, they don't feel comfortable enough to pull up to
3 thebuilding. So what we have isthisfour-foot gap
4 where people leave their car substantially away from
5
6
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the building.
So by putting these -- we have these big,
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7 galvanized planters that will go up against the

8 building. And on there, each one has a sign that

9 says, please pull up to planter, so basically

10 they'll pull up. And if for some reason somebody
11 dlips, you're not moving -- the planter is full of
12 rock. Soyou hit the planter first.

13 But it's basically, we're trying to get

14 them tighter to the building so that we do have an
15 opening in the parking lot. That was our thought.

16 MR. CRAVER: Makes sense to me.

17 Okay?

18 MR. HERLONG: John?

19 MR. LANCTO: Well, | wasn't here when

20 you went through the process for the parking, so I'm

21 kind of at adisadvantage, but | do like Randy's

22 point about, it's an irreversible decision on the

23 parking once we make approval onit.

24 So | do have a problem with the concept

25 inthat regard that we're eliminating the option of

0028

taking the recommendations from the charrette and
applying them, if they conflict with what's on this
paper. Sothat'smy -- | do like the looks of this,
even though thisisn't exactly what's over there
now. | think that there's alarge, angled section
under the roofed or porch area now that cuts across

there, and this would add a significant amount of
more dining space to this facility, which would in

turn increase the amount of parking that would be
required to accommodate the customers.

So that kind of exacerbates the situation
here. So | would kind of be reluctant to grant any
kind of achange until we see what the results of
the planning charrette and that processis.

MR. HERLONG: Betty?

MS. HARMON: | feel the sameway. |
think that we ought not to be making decisions until
the Town Council and the meeting has been -- | mean,
| likewhat | see, but | think it would be
presumptuous to do this before Town Council has a
meeting and it's approved by the Town.

MR. SEEL: WEéll, the only thing that
would be approved by the Town would be the sidewalk.
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24 The other stuff would not be. The only issue would
25 be whether or not the sidewalk would take away
0029
parking or not.
If the sidewalk, sinceit can't be put in
now anyways, was left off until after the charrette
and after DOT did all their work, then the Town
could decide whether or not they want DOT to put the
sidewalk in or not. Everything elseison our
property, so we have the ability to ask for that
area.
And we have 16 seats that will be added

to the outside. None will be added to the porch.
You'reright. Inthis, it kind of looks like a box,
but that's just because of the limitations of the
drawing. That'sall itis. Soitwould add 16
seats. We have an outdoor -- like a picnic table
that would add 10 seats, and then you'd have two
four-top seats out there.

MR. HERLONG: Duke?

MR. WRIGHT: Why can't we separate
thisissue?

MR. HERLONG: That'swhat I'm
wondering too.

MR. WRIGHT: Thisisadesignissue
we should be talking about tonight.

MR. HERLONG: Exactly.
25 MR. WRIGHT: If you can do what you
0030
want to do design-wise to the building, that's fine.
And let's not worry about the sidewalk and the
parking and theroad. Let'sjust discussthe
aesthetics of the building and the front of it. Is
that --
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MR. HERLONG: That was going to be my
comment.

MR. WRIGHT: | mean, we're muddying
this thing up.
10 MR. HERLONG: There's several issues.
11 Thefirst timeyou were in, there was even more
12 discussion about parking. ThisisaDesign Review
13 Board. And Billy, you made the point that -- | see
14 adashed line, and I'm assuming that's where the
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15 property begins. And what you're proposing is some
16 landscaping and a fence inside the property line.
17 And that's oneissue that could be debated,

18 discussed.

19 And then outside of the property line,

20 there are things that can occur, either a sidewalk
21 or the current three parallel parking places that
22 would still sit where they are now. It seems,

23 unless I'm mistaken, this could be done on the
24 property, and the current parallel parking stays,
25 unless I'm mistaken.

0031

MR. ROBINSON: Wséll, the only thing
isyou'd have to go back to what was approved
before, which was atemporary situation. And if
thisisput in, thisis a permanent situation.

MR. WRIGHT: But this does not affect
what we approved before, as | understand it. We're
talking now about an aesthetic issue from the fence
back.

©CooO~NOOLPA~WNPE

MR. ROBINSON: No. It does concern.
10 MR. WRIGHT: Why?

MR. ROBINSON: Because they had more
parking places before, and they took those parking
places away. Therewere six parking places across
the front, and now they only have three out on the
road.

el el e el
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MS. HARMON: They took those away.

MR. CRAVER: Didn't he say that DOT
said they couldn't use those parking places?

MR. ROBINSON: DOT can't say they
can't use those parking places. Those parking

N B
O © 00~

21 places have been there since forever. | remember
22 them when | wasachild. What they're sayingis,
23 it'snot agood situation. | think we all agree on
24 that, that it's not a good situation. But that's

25 what we've got.
0032

1 MR. WRIGHT: But aren't we wrapped

2 around the axle here over some issue that we have no
3 control over?

4 MR. ROBINSON: Yes, you do.

5 MR. WRIGHT: What?
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6 MR. ROBINSON: Parking.

7 MR. WRIGHT: | mean, let's not muddy
8 up the aesthetics of the building with the issue of

9 DOT and parking and the master plan and all that.
10 Whatever that group decides should not, as | seeit,
11 affect the design of the front end of this building.

12 MR. LANCTO: Weéll, unlesswere
13 taking away parking spaces to accommodate the
14 design.

15 MR. WRIGHT: | don't think we're

16 doing that.

17 MR. LANCTO: Yeah, | think we are.
18 MS. HARMON: If you putina

19 sidewalk --

20 MR. WRIGHT: Oh, I'm not talking

21 about asidewalk. I'm talking about from the fence
22 in. Hesaid the sidewalk might be approved and
23 constructed by DOT.

24 MR. LANCTO: When you pull into this
25 place right now, your car would cover this fence.
0033

1 MR. WRIGHT: | don't think so.

2 MR. LANCTO: | just pulled in there

3 tonight. | just did it myself tonight to line up
4 where cars park.

5 MR. WRIGHT: Where the bumpers are
6 now --

7 MR. LANCTO: No. If youpull in

8 parald right now --

9 MR. WRIGHT: You can pardlel three
10 carsthereright now, as| recall.

11 MR. LANCTO: Yeah. But the outside
12 of your car is even with the curb.

13 MS. HARMON: So you're saying right

14 now that if wetried to paralel park there, we

15 could not because of the fence?

16 MR. LANCTO: If you just eliminate

17 the sidewalk, you could not parallel park where the
18 sidewalk is proposed.

19 MR. WRIGHT: | understand that. But
20 that'snot --
21 MR. LANCTO: Wéll, what I'm sayingis

22 if we approve the design and say, okay. We're not
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23 going to involve ourselves with the sidewalk because
24 you're still leaving that for paralel parking, that
25 concept doesn't work. Because you can no longer --
0034
we eliminate all three of those parking spots by
having that fence there.
MR. RIGGS: That's not --
MR. LANCTO: Weéll, | pulled myself in
there tonight, and | lined up where the outside of
the car is and this curb and gutter that wraps
around Dunleavy'sis the road running through here.
Okay?
So you don't -- cars are wider than five

feet. All right? And he's proposing to have a
planter on the outside of that fence aswell. |

mean, you can't put a car with what we would leave
there. We could approveit, | think, if we said,
move the fence back. But under the current
situation, by just saying, okay -- and | agree. |

like the design. | think it'sagreat design, but

you cannot keep those three parking spots with this
design.
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MR. HERLONG: John, | tend to agree.
| looked at that, and that was -- that's truly my
only concernisthat -- and you just hit the issue.
| think a car has to be parked outside of that curb
or totally inside that curb line, or it ison the
street. And so I'm not sure that thisis completely
25 accurate.

0035

1 It may be that we might ask you to

restudy -- | think this may need actually a survey

of the actual conditions going on to know that we're
getting it right.

MS. HARMON: Right. | agree with

NDNDNDNDN
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that.

MR. HERLONG: | would agree that this
Isagreat improvement, and it will be wonderful for
the community to see the visual improvement, to get
10 some landscaping in there. It'll help buffer noise.
11 It'savery noisy place, and that will help so much
12 with the noise buffer.

13 MR. SEEL: Yes, sir. That's

©CoO~NOOLPA~,WN
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14 definitely one thing we're looking for.

15 MR. HERLONG: But | would hate for
16 thisboard to do something that we may not realize
17 ishappening. And | think asit currently is drawn,
18 we might not have those three parking places.

19 MR. CRAVER: What if we wereto --
20 what if we were to approve it subject to them

21 adjusting the fence in such afashion that those

22 three places would still be there and let Randy deal
23 with that?

24 | mean, | would think -- because that's

25 similar to what we did before is we -- rather than
0036

hold them up, because | assume thisis a good time
to be doing construction, that if we say, come back
to the next meeting, making the deadline for the
next submittal, which would be in aweek or
something.

MR. HERLONG: Three days.

MR. CRAVER: So they could be two
meetings hence, and they're in the season, as
opposed to being in the off season.

10 Randy, would you be comfortable -- what
we're saying is we want to make sure that the three
spaces stay there. | hear what you're saying is

that there are really six spaces that we're dealing
with. But we've sort of made the decision that
three --

©CooO~NOOLPA~WNPE
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MS. HARMON: Three waswhat it was
going to be.

MR. CRAVER: Three was okay.

MR. ROBINSON: WEell, no. You left
that up to us.

MR. CRAVER: Okay.

MR. ROBINSON: What you said was that
if either the Department Of Transportation,
Sullivan's Island Police, or Kent determines that
25 it's not working, then it would go away. They would
0037

1 move the curb stops, and you'd have those six

2 parking places back -- or five.

3 So now you're saying, well, you-all

4 approved three. But, no, you didn't. You put it on
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staff before to say whether it was working or not.
MS. HARMON: So when will you-all

MR. ROBINSON: Wéll, we'll know when
the parking situation is different. We're not going
10 to know until business picks up whether it's working
11 or not.
12 MR. SEEL: What we did was we gave up
13 aparking space. We had fivein front of our
14 building. We have three there now plus the
15 handicapped parking spot that used to be where cars
16 didn't park. We moved everything around, and we put
17 the handicapped parking spot on the concrete so that
18 van accessible could operate from the rear, whichis
19 one of our problems.
20 Of the five spaces in the front, one was
21 handicapped. Anybody that wasin avan accessible
22 wheelchair was actually unloading physically in the
23 street, so we moved it around per the last drawing.
24 And what we did was by losing one parking space, we
25 gained 32 parking spaces at Durst. That was kind of
0038
the trade-off.
And | do see what you're talking about
now. Thetire stops that are out there right now
are on our property line. So the carsthat are
there now are physically in that kind of DOT
right-of-way where -- whatever we want to do.
It will stay there based on decisionsin
the future, based on the charrette and all that
stuff. If you felt like we didn't have enough room
in there for an adequate egress route through there,
then 1'd be more than happy to work with Randy about
moving the whole structure back to make sure that we
had adequate space there asit sits now.
And if they decide to do something in the
future, then we'd just have awider sidewak. So
I'd be more than happy to be able to move that back
alittle bit.
As Mr. Craver said, thisisour time for
usto be able to do it because in another two
months, we won't be able to afford seven days.
21 One of the things that we looked at in

5
6
7 know?
8
9
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22 thefront of this building isthat we have alarge
23 drainage problem in the front of our building. So
24 when we take the concrete out through a
25 recommendation of -- not arecommendation, but
0039
Randy's comments to us was, we're going to put
porous concrete back in its place. So basically we
opened about 700 square feet of porous concrete now
to alow and facilitate extra drainage in that area.
And right now, if you look at it, it's
all uneven. Two Saturdays ago, we had alady trip
over abroken piece of concrete that was out in the
road. It'sonthe DOT side, but it's still not the
best situation out there.

MR. WRIGHT: 1 still go back to my
thought that we should separate these two issues as
much as we can to allow them to proceed with the
aesthetical part of the question on the building,
and address the parking and the right-of-way and the
sidewalk in the subsequent comprehensive plan
business that will come before the Town Council.

MS. HARMON: Waéll, if they put the
fence in now, that can be removed, right, Randy? If
we wanted to keep the six parking spots? | mean,
they would have to take it down?

MR. ROBINSON: Y eah.

MS. HARMON: It'sjust afence that
can be removed.

MR. ROBINSON: Waéll, you've got fence
planters, plants. | mean, it's pretty irreversible.

0040

| mean, you could reverseit, but it would be a
pretty great expense to do that and not to mention
the expense that it costs to create al this.

MS. HARMON: Right. Well, |
understand it would be expensive, but if they wanted
to do that at their own risk.

MR. LANCTO: Randy, have you seen the
plans? Istheresult of the charrette -- isthere
any parking left in front of this building?

10 MR. ROBINSON: No, not on --
11 MR. WRIGHT: Whereisthat master
12 plan? It wasin here yesterday.
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13 MR. ROBINSON: | can get it.

14 MR. HERLONG: Duke, | tend to agree

15 with your line of thinking. This board is not

16 redly inavery good position to be dealing with

17 the parking issues. It's anon-solvable issueto

18 thisboard. We can deal with improving aesthetics.

19 That'swhat the board's for, and | think we can deal

20 with what's on this property. It may not -- and

21 just take that portion of it and work with it.

22 MR. WRIGHT: If we can do that, that

23 makes senseto me. And let them get on with thisin

24 the wintertime.

25 MR. SEEL: Thiswasthe design

0041

proposal here which basically had this sidewalk

coming all the way down here. One of the secondary

proposals was that -- to take all service trucks off

of the front road and basically stick them in my

parking lot when they made deliveries throughout the

iIsland. That's probably not going to be able to
happen.

But that's why you see it right here.

Thiswas aserviceroad. Basicaly, parking would
start in front of High Thyme, and they did reverse
parking from there all the way down.

Again, you know, we would lose -- if the
design went over and we did it, we would lose that
one extra parking space that we could possibly have
if we switched everything back around. But the
safety and aesthetics of the front of the
building -- | mean, we hear it from all the town
people, that we're ugly.

And no disrespect, but you constantly are
modifying a building, and there's not alot of
aestheticsleft. It'sjust alot of concrete. So
that's one of the things that we wanted to do was we
wanted to make it more a part of theisland. That's
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24 really thefirst building you see when you come to
25 the stop sign.

0042

1 MR. WRIGHT: It'sgoing to take years

2 for this master plan to be approved and implemented.
3 We're going to be along time before that's done, so
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4 | just think that we need to address as much aswe
5 canif we can from the fence back.
6 MR. SEEL: The noise reduction from
7 our standpoint is going to be a great asset too.
8 Weve spent alot of money in trying to reduce the
9 noise. And that's not an issue particularly for
10 thisboard, but I do want you to know that -- that's
11 why there'sadouble layer of landscaping versus
12 just on the outside is constantly breaking up that
13 different flow of noise.
14 MR. CRAVER: Sowhat you're sayingis
15 thethree parking placesthat are there, those are
16 actualy onthe DOT right-of-way asit is now?
17 MR. ROBINSON: Not completely, Billy.
18 MR. CRAVER: Pretty close?
19 MR. ROBINSON: Not completely.
20 MR. SEEL: Right now, they are. The
21 tirestops are on our property boundary line.
22 MR. CRAVER: Sothetire stops are on
23 your property, but the --
24 MR. SEEL: The current parking ison
25 the DOT right-of-way, and that's the reason why we
0043
had to go to Mr. Law, James Law, was because we had
to have approval for them to be able to change that
parking. And they said, hey, it's a better
situation than what we had because people can pull
out into traffic looking over their shoulder versus
backing into traffic at an interaction.
MR. CRAVER: Duke, | agree. | think
we ought to just deal with the design part of it.
MR. HERLONG: Soit'spossibleto
just approve --
MR. CRAVER: Thiswith no sidewalk.
MR. HERLONG: -- aportion of it and
defer any issue regarding the sidewalk or curb and
gutter.
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MR. CRAVER: Right.

MR. HERLONG: Andjust letit -- do
you think that's --

MS. HARMON: Arewe including that we
make sure that the parking spaces are still there?
If he has to move the fence in, then he'll haveto
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21 dothat.

22 MR. WRIGHT: WEéll, the fence, again,
23 as| understand it -- and if you look at this

24 drawing, the fenceis-- to scale, it may be three
25 or four feet in from the sidewalk for Poe's, and
0044

that's where the bumpers are right now. So the
fenceis still well within his property.

MR. HERLONG: Probably two feet
within the property.

MR. WRIGHT: Right. Now, we may have
to do away with the landscaping outside the fence.

MS. HARMON: Could you park if the
landscaping weren't there when you went today?

MR. LANCTO: No. And I question -- |

know you say that those bumpers are on that dotted
line, but | think that they're more like back where
these tables are based upon when | pulled in there,
Because | kind of did some quick calculations asto
the amount of distance that was involved there.

And what | was worried -- you know, in
reality, | really like the idea of having a sidewalk
running in front of thisplace and | like the idea
of isolating the interior. And if everybody's okay
with saying, hey, we're not going to worry about
those three parking spots, then let's just -- |
think we should do that.

But if what you decided at that prior
meeting has any bearing whatsoever on this decision,
then | can't -- | wasn't there. | don't know what
the discussion was, so you guys are going to have to

0045
come up with your own resolution on that.

MS. HARMON: WEéll, | remember it as
being that we gave them those three parking spaces
for valet. Nothing was said about taking those
away. It was so they could park, and now he says
that the Town's worried about kids getting hit or
whatever with the traffic problem there. So at the
time, we did say that the three parking places had
to be there.

10 MR. WRIGHT: Don't they stay there?
MR. SEEL: Yes, sir.
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12 MR. WRIGHT: Under my ideas, we're
13 not messing with those three parking places.
14 MS. HARMON: WEell, hejust said you

15 couldn't park there. The fence wasin the way if
16 you tried to park there.

17 MR. WRIGHT: Isthat what you said?
18 MS. HARMON: That's what John says.
19 MR. LANCTO: That'swhat | said. |

20 said, when | pulled in there today -- you know, my
21 caris7 feet wide or 6-and-a-haf, something like
22 that, | would have been at |least on top of the

23 plantings that are proposed here.

24 MR. WRIGHT: Waéll, the plantings,

25 yes.

0046

MR. LANCTO: Soif you wanted to be
really safe about it, you say move the fence back
two feet and you --

MR. CRAVER: Or if wejust say we
approve subject to them leaving enough room to make
sure that those three parking places are still
there, whether they're on DOT property or your
property, it has to be enough and leave in place
Randy working with them to make sure it happens.

10 MR. ROBINSON: How much are we going
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11 to make sure happens?

12 MR. CRAVER: The three parking

13 places.

14 MR. ROBINSON: And how wide are they
15 supposed to be?

16 MR. CRAVER: Wéll, aswide you've got
17 to have aparking place.

18 MR. LANCTO: 1 think that a parking
19 spot isusually wider than 7 feet. It's probably
20 morelike 9 or 10.

21 MR. WRIGHT: Wsell, we're kind of --
22 MR. CRAVER: I'm whereyou are on
23 this, Duke, iswe're on the inside of the -- we're

N
N

on the private property side. If we don't mess with
25 the parking plan we've approved, then we're not
0047

1 saying that that goes away. But on the inside,

2 we're saying, yeah, you can do what you want to do.
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3 So the parking plan that's approved stays in place
4 asapproved. Soit'sgot to still be there.
5 MS. HARMON: Right. Well, why don't
6 we say that we approve it aslong as they leave
7 space--

8 MR. CRAVER: | think we can say we

9 approveit subject to the fact that the parking plan
10 that we've approved staysin place.

11 MS. HARMON: Right. | agree with
12 that.
13 MR. HERLONG: And | aso fed like

14 whether it's adding or moving tablesisirrelevant
15 tothedesignreview. That's not our purview to

16 count tables. There areissues maybe, but they're
17 not our issues. Oursisthe overall appeal and

18 aesthetics of an areathat needsit real bad.

19 That'stheway | seeit. So | wonder if you could
20 phrasea--

21 MR. CRAVER: Maybeliketherebea

22 motion that we approve the request without any work
23 being done on the -- we approve the request but not
24 the sidewalk, and it's subject to leaving the

25 parking planin place. Does that sound right?

0048

1 MR. WRIGHT: Uh-huh.

2 MS. KENYON: Okay. Make amotion.
3 MR. CRAVER: | move that we approve
4 the request as submitted with the exception of the
5 sidewalk, which will not be -- the sidewalk and the
6 curb and gutter, which will not be done, and subject
7 tothe parking plan that was previously approved

8 stayingin place.

9 MR. WRIGHT: I'm finewithit.

10 MR. HERLONG: Do you second it?

11 MR. WRIGHT: Oh, second.

12 MR. HERLONG: Any discussion about
13 that motion?

14 MS. HARMON: | just wanted to make

15 surethat we have enough space there for parking. |
16 mean, if you're going to --

17 MR. HERLONG: That saidit, |
18 believe.
19 MR. CRAVER: | think by leaving the
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20 prior parking plan in place, that gives usthe
21 most -- because we had some pretty good checks and
22 balanceson that. They've got to satisfy DOT,
23 Police, Randy. We'l substitute Randy for Kent.
24 MR. LANCTO: Your prior plan was that
25 if the parking didn't work out, you would restore
0049
the five spaces, right?

MR. WRIGHT: Yeah, that wasit.

MR. CRAVER: Soif we get down the
road and for some reason the parking doesn't work
out -- you know, which you're back at the drawing
board anyway.

MR. LANCTO: They're going to haveto
tear down the fence, remove the planters?

MR. WRIGHT: Right.

MR. HERLONG: In redlity, | can't see
anyone ever wanting to go back to having people pull
out.
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MR. CRAVER: | agree with that.

MR. HERLONG: There's an improvement.
How it's ever going to go backwardsis beyond me.

MS. HARMON: It isdangerous,
especidly if you've got an SUV and alittle car
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18 trying to back out.

19 MR. LANCTO: | suspect that that plan
20 will become redlity at least in that respect with
21 the parking.

22 MR. WRIGHT: Hopefully in my

23 lifetime.

24 MR. HERLONG: Who knows.

25 MR. CRAVER: And mine too.

0050

1 MR. WRIGHT: And we're -- |

2 understand these businessmen have to get on with
3 something, and we should be helpful with that.

4 MS. HARMON: Okay. Arewe goingto
5 takeavote?

6 MR. HERLONG: Yeah. All infavor of
7 the motion?

8 ALL: Aye.

9 MR. HERLONG: Any opposed? So it
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11 MS. KENYON: Pat, you can come back

12 in.

13 MR. ILDERTON: The meetingis

14 adjourned.

15 (The hearing was concluded at 7:03

16 p.m.)

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1

2 REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

3

4 1, TERI L. HORIHAN, Registered Professional Reporter and
5 Notary Public in and for the State of South Carolina at
6 Large, do hereby certify that | correctly reported the

7 within-entitled matter and that the foregoing isafull,

8 true and correct transcription of my shorthand notes of the
9 testimony and/or other oral proceedings had in the said
10 matter.

11

12 | further certify that | am neither related to nor counsel

13 for any party to the cause pending or interested in the

14 events thereof.

15

16 Witness my hand, | have hereunto affixed my official sea
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this 3rd day of March, 2009, at Charleston, Charleston
County, South Carolina.
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