TOWN OF MOUNT PLEASANT, SOUTH CAROLINA
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
FEBRUARY 5, 2018
MINUTES
Municipal Complex, Committee Meeting Room, 3rd Floor

Present:
Staff:

Joe Bustos, Chair, Bob Brimmer, Guang Ming Whitley, Tom O'Rourke.
Eric DeMoura, Christiane Farrell, Jeff Ulma, Michele Canon, Liz Boyles

Mr. Bustos called the meeting to order at 10:30 am.

1. Approval of Minutes from the January 8, 2018 meeting
Ms. Whitley moved for approval of the minutes. Mr. O’Rourke seconded the
motion. All in favor.

2. Public Comments
Ms. Kathy Landing, 2114 Sewee Indian Court, stated that she is in favor of the
Covington request. She suggested that this is a minor request. She stated that she
has toured the neighborhood to have a better understanding of the request. She
stated that the zoning request would allow for different housing types that would
allow more backyard and allow more customization. She stated that the developer
is also restricting ADUs, which would be beneficial as well.
Ms. Pat Sullivan, 1002 Plantation Court, commented regarding item 3A. She
suggested that the Town should pay close attention to the Comprehensive Plan.
She stated that the Comprehensive Plan is in process of being updated. She
suggested that the request should be denied as it would mean a change to the
Comprehensive Plan.
Mr. Kevin Cunnane, 3032 River Vista Way, suggested that the Covington request
should not be approved as it would increase the Park West PD footprint. He
suggested that this could set a precedent for future expansions of the PD and could
mean that more dwellings could be constructed. He suggested that it should be
denied. He suggested that this request should be reviewed during the
Comprehensive Plan update. He also expressed concern with the Melvin Bennett
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request and that commercial might not be appropriate next to residential. He
suggested that a more transitional zoning type should be considered.
Mr. John Burn, 1411 Breckon Rd, commented on the Melvin Bennett request and
suggested that the request for commercial zoning would be appropriate because it
fronts on Bowman Road that has high traffic volume. He suggested that residential
uses would not be appropriate on Bowman Road at that location. He suggested
that keeping the property residential that fronts Melvin Bennett would be
appropriate.
Ms. Mamie Rudy, 1232 Melvin Bennett, lives adjacent to the requested property.
She stated that the neighbors who live on Melvin Bennett have not been
approached regarding this request. She suggested that it is inappropriate to have
commercial next to residential and expressed concern with child safety. She stated
that it has been suggested that the property would be used for a pesticide business
and suggested that this could be a health and safety issue. She suggested that
commercial should not be located next to residential.

3. Review of Items Deferred from Town Council to Planning Committee
a. 1843 Rifle Range Road. An Ordinance to rezone approximately 6.97 acres
of land from CC, Community Conservation District, to R- 2, Low Density
Residential District at 1843 Rifle Range, identified by TMS No. 561-00-00012, and depicted on a plat recorded in the Charleston County ROD Office
in Plat Book DA, Page 508. (Ord. No. 18004)
Mr. Ulma reviewed the request with the Committee (attachment 1).
Mr. Bustos asked if the additional easement section would provide access to
the mailboxes. Mr. Ulma answered in the affirmative and stated that the
“throat” of the roadway would be widened.
Ms. Whitley suggested that if the zoning is changed, there would be a change
in setbacks and lot coverage. She suggested that if the rezoning is approved,
then the maximum density could be achieved. She suggested that the current
zoning should be upheld.
Ms. Whitley moved to recommend to Town Council denial of the request. Mr.
Brimmer seconded the motion.
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Mr. Brimmer agreed with Ms. Whitley’s comments. He stated that the
Comprehensive Plan speaks to preservation of the character of the
neighborhoods and suggested that the Comprehensive Plan recommendation
should be upheld so that the character of the neighborhood is preserved.
Mr. O’Rourke suggested that if the main issue was the density, the request
should have been denied for that reason and not sent back to the Committee
because of easement access questions.
Ms. Whitley suggested that the easement would be needed in order to develop
the property.
Mr. Bustos called for a vote on the motion. Motion failed on a 2 to 2 vote with
Mr. Brimmer and Ms. Whitley in favor; Mr. Bustos and Mr. O’Rourke opposed.

b. Dunes West PD. An Ordinance to amend approximately 12.3 acres of the
Dunes West PD, Planned Development District Ordinance, by rezoning
from R-1, Low Density Residential District, to DW-C-R- 1, Dunes West
Covington R-1 on Bessemer Road, identified by TMS Nos. 583-00-00-003
and 583-03-00-254 through -261, -263, and -265 through -281, and
depicted on a plat recorded in the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat
Book L17, Page 0033. (Ord. No. 18005)
Mr. Ulma reviewed the request with the Committee (attachment 1).
Mr. Bustos asked if the request was approved, would it be included in the
Dunes West PD, and if ADUs are currently allowed within the Dunes West PD.
Mr. Ulma answered in the affirmative.
Mr. Brimmer suggested that the zoning request was independent of the
restriction of ADUs. He suggested that the ADU issue should be separately
handled. He questioned why this property was not included in the Dunes West
PD when the changes were recently being considered for the Dunes West PD.
He suggested that zoning should not be used as a means for marketing housing
types.
Ms. Whitley agreed with Mr. Brimmer.
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Mr. Brimmer moved to recommend to Town Council denial of the request. Ms.
Whitley seconded the motion. Motion passed on a 3 to 1 vote with Mr.
Brimmer, Ms. Whitley, and Mr. Bustos in favor; Mr. O’Rourke opposed.

c. I’On PD. An Ordinance to amend the I’On PD, Planned Development
District Ordinance (Ord. No. 97010) by amending the text pertaining
to the section “Neighborhood Standards,” which includes Yard,
Porches, Outbuildings and Building Types. This request affects various
properties located throughout the approximately 243-acre area
comprising the I’On Development. (Ord. No. 18006)
Mr. Ulma reviewed the request with the Committee (attachment 1).
Mr. John Bigler, 15 LeeAnn Lane, is opposed to the request. He suggested
that the subdivision is almost built out and complies in majority with the
PD requirements.
He suggested that there have been some
misrepresentations regarding this request. He expressed concern with the
elimination of porch requirements within the PD as it would increase the
lot coverage, setbacks would be different, and the character of the
neighborhood would change. He asked that the request be denied.
Mr. Steve Brock, Hopetown Road, stated that he filed suit against the Town
for freedom of information violations and prevailed. He suggested that the
some of the same violations are recurring again. He suggested that more
information should be provided to the public so there is a better
understanding of what is being requested. He suggested that lot coverage
issue is being ignored and expressed concern with this. He expressed
concern with the elimination of porches. He suggested that this request
should be denied.
Mr. James Davolio, 1328 Whisker Pole Lane, stated that it was discussed
during the presentations at the previous Committee meeting and Town
Council that the homes were built on a 1999 determination and asked if it
was determined how many other letters exist. He also asked how many
buildings have been built under this 1999 determination. He also asked the
reason for the recent change.
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Mr. O’Rourke stated that he understands both sides of the issue.
Ms. Whitley expressed concern with the request and if the homes already
built could be exempted from this requirement. She expressed concern
with increasing the lot coverage for the existing properties that have been
developed with a lower lot coverage percentage. She stated that the Town
is an ordinance-based government and the ordinances should be upheld.
Mr. Brimmer agreed with Mr. O’Rourke that this is a complex issue. He
asked how many buildings were built under the different property types.
Mr. Ulma responded that staff did not know and stated that the
neighborhood would have to be surveyed. Mr. Chad Besenfelder answered
that he was not sure and was not sure how the information could be
accurately obtained. Mr. Brimmer asked about the changes to the porch
requirements. Mr. Besenfelder answered that the homeowner’s (HOA)
architecture review board (ARB) reviews each house and has the ability to
grant variances to their ARB requirements. He stated that the request
regarding porches is to remove the purview of the Town from approving
aspects of porches that should be under the purview of the ARB, not
removing the requirement for porches in the I’On Development Code (IDC).
Mr. Brimmer thanked staff for the work in better clarifying this issue.
Mr. O’Rourke suggested that allowing some lots to be “grandfathered” is
not the appropriate way to proceed. He suggested that there have been a
number of homes have been built based on this 1999 determination and
suggested that there could be legal liability issues.
Mr. Bustos asked if there are some homes built to the standards within the
ordinance and some with the 1999 determination. Mr. Ulma answered in
the affirmative. Mr. Bustos asked if the request is not approved, would it
mean that some buildings would be considered non-compliant. Mr. Ulma
answered in the affirmative. Mr. Bustos suggested that an executive
session might be appropriate.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that legal advice could be provided in executive
session, if desired. He stated that an amendment to the ordinance could
be accomplished at any time under the decision of Town Council. He stated
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that there would be some benefit or detriment either way, but this is
before the Committee to come to a definitive decision.
Mr. Brimmer asked when the Board of Zoning Appeals (BOZA) reviews a
request, the request must consider a hardship and asked if a hardship could
be considered based on a storm event. Ms. Farrell answered that she is not
aware of a previous request, but it is possible that they would hear such a
case.
Ms. Whitley asked if it is possible to write the ordinance to allow the
current building standards for existing structures to be maintained in the
event of storm or emergency events. In other words, a lot built to a 40%
lot coverage, could rebuild to no more than 40% lot coverage. Mr.
Pagliarini answered that a date could be determined when the ordinance
would be effective, but suggested that the difficulty would be in
determining what standards would apply for a particular lot.
Mr. Bustos asked if an applicant applied to BOZA, would the standards be
known. Ms. Farrell answered that staff would make a determination as to
what standards applied to the lot; there would be an application for either
an appeal of the interpretation and/or a request for a variance. She stated
that which yard type was applied would not be known until there was a
request for an addition or renovation.
Mr. Brimmer asked why it would be difficult to determine lot coverage. Mr.
Ulma answered that depending on the lot size, a lot could comply with
more than one building type requirement. Ms. Farrell agreed. Mr.
Brimmer asked if the true impact of the recommended changes to the
ordinance would not be known. Mr. Ulma answered in the affirmative.
Ms. Whitley suggested that the ordinance should be upheld with those
existing lots that have been built out kept to the standards that they were
built.
Mr. Bustos expressed concern with trying to have a remedy that would
satisfy all sides. He suggested that legal advice is needed and suggested
that this issue should be deferred.
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Mr. O’Rourke moved to defer this issue for further legal review to next
month’s meeting. Ms. Whitley seconded the motion. All in favor.

4. Review of Planning Commission recommendations from the January 24,
2018 meeting
a. Mount Pleasant Waterworks. A request to rezone approximately.9 acres
of land from R-1, Low Density Residential District, to PI-2, Public
Institutional-2 District, located near Mount Pleasant Waterworks at Rifle
Range Road and Venning Road, identified by TMS No. 560-00-00-007 and
560-00-00-053, and depicted on a plat recorded in the Charleston County
ROD Office in Plat Book L17, Page 0622.
Mr. Ulma reviewed the request with the Committee (attachment 1). He stated
that the Planning Commission recommended approval of the request.
Mr. Brimmer moved to recommend to Town Council approval of the request.
Ms. Whitley seconded the motion. All in favor.

b. Patriots Point. (Applicant Has Requested Deferral.) A request to amend
approximately 8.8 acres of land in the Patriots Point PD, Planned
Development District Ordinance, to establish permitted uses and
development guidelines for the National Medal of Honor Museum. Also
requested is approval of an Impact Assessment & Conceptual Plan. The
property is identified by TMS No. 517-00- 00-001 (portion thereof), and
depicted on a plat recorded in the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat
Book W, Page 025.
Mr. Ulma stated that the applicant has asked for deferral of this request.
Mr. Brimmer moved to recommend to Town Council deferral of the request.
Ms. Whitley seconded the motion. All in favor.

c. 1236 Melvin Bennett Road. A request to rezone approximately 1.5 acres of
land from R-1, Low Density Residential District, to AB-2, Areawide Business2 District and a request to Amend the Comprehensive Plan 2009-2019 (2014
Update) Future Land Use Map by changing the land use designation from
Low Density Neighborhood to Commercial, identified by TMS No. 560-0200- 019 (portion thereof), 560-02-00-038, and 560-02-00-039 (portion
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thereof), and depicted on a plat recorded in the Charleston County ROD
Office in Plat Book BA-179, Page 179 and Plat Book CE, Page 190.
Ms. Melanie Ensminger, 1244 Melvin Bennett, stated that she has reviewed
the plans with the applicant. She suggested that this is setting a precedent for
the surrounding area. She expressed concern with preservation of trees,
buffers and child safety. She expressed concern with the portion fronting
Bowman Road being zoned commercial. She stated that her understanding is
that the entire parcel would be rezoned AB-2 with a portion fronting Melvin
Bennett being rezoned to R-1 at a later date.
Mr. Ulma reviewed the request with the Committee (attachment 1).
Mr. Bustos asked for clarification on what would be rezoned to AB-2. Mr. Ulma
showed the portion being rezoned on the map for the Committee and
explained that the change only applied to the portion of the property fronting
on Bowman Road. Mr. Bustos asked if the remaining property would remain
R-1. Mr. Ulma answered in the affirmative. Mr. Bustos asked if the AB-2 would
only apply to the portion of the property depicted. Mr. Ulma answered in the
affirmative. Mr. Bustos asked when the property would be subdivided. Mr.
Tim Askins answered that the existing home would need to be demolished
before the property could be subdivided.
Mr. O’Rourke asked where Ms. Ensminger and Ms. Rudy’s properties are
located. They indicated the location on the map for the Committee.
Mr. Brimmer expressed concern with rezoning to AB-2 and suggested that AB
zoning would be more appropriate. He suggested that a less intensive
commercial use should be considered to “transition” as you travel down
Bowman Road. Mr. Askins stated that the request would be in keeping with
the adjacent commercial.
Mr. Brimmer moved to recommend to Town Council denial of the zoning
request. Ms. Whitely seconded the motion. Motion passed on a 3 to 1 vote
with Mr. Brimmer, Ms. Whitley, and Mr. O’Rourke in favor; Mr. Bustos opposed.
Mr. Bustos suggested that the requested zoning is appropriate and there is
traditionally less intensive uses along Bowman Road.

Planning Committee
February 5, 2018
Page 9 of 12

Mr. Brimmer suggested that the Comprehensive Plan amendment should not
be considered at this time.

5. Annexation: 2178 Gulf Drive. Request to annex an approximately 0.29 acre
tract of land located at 2178 Gulf Drive, identified by TMS No. 577-05-00-005
and depicted on a plat recorded by the Charleston County RMC Office in Plat
Book L, Page 73.
Mr. Ulma reviewed the request with the Committee (attachment 1).
Mr. Brimmer moved to recommend to Town Council approval of the request. Ms.
Whitley seconded the motion. All in favor.

6. Annexation: 730 Darrell Creek Trail. Request to annex an approximately 2.11
acre tract of land located at 730 Darrell Creek Trail, identified by TMS No. 59615-00-013 and depicted on a plat recorded by the Charleston County RMC
Office in Plat Book BU, Page 59.
Mr. Ulma reviewed the request with the Committee (attachment 1).
Mr. Brimmer moved to recommend to Town Council approval of the annexation.
Ms. Whitley seconded the motion. All in favor.

7. Discussion of meeting attendance for appointed boards and commissions
Mr. Bustos stated that he requested this discussion. He suggested that the absence
threshold should mean an automatic removal of a member for cause.
Mr. Brimmer suggested that there should be flexibility as the Boards and
Commission members voluntarily serve. He suggested that often the meetings run
several hours. He stated that there are times that there is a heavy workload
associated with service, so there should be some flexibility to allow for those times
where the board member has a conflict.
Mr. O’Rourke disagreed and suggested that attendance is important and if not able
to meet the attendance policy, then they should step down and allow another
citizen to serve. He suggested that as currently written, the attendance
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requirement should apply to unexcused absences. He stated that the chairman
should be noting at each meeting whether an absence is considered excused or
unexcused.
Mr. Brimmer agreed that flexibility should be allowed for instances of illness or
emergencies.
Ms. Whitley agreed with Mr. O’Rourke that there is a responsibility and board
members should be held to that standard, while allowing some flexibility.
Mr. O’Rourke moved to recommend to Town Council to amend the attendance
requirements for all boards and commissions that if a board member does not meet
75% attendance, unless the absence is determined to be excused by the chairman,
will mean an automatic removal from the board. Ms. Whitley seconded the motion.
Mr. Bustos asked if a public hearing would be required. Mr. Ulma answered in the
affirmative since attendance is spelled out in the zoning ordinance.
Mr. Pagliarini asked for clarification on the motion and if it would apply to all Boards
and Commissions. Mr. Bustos answered in the affirmative and stated that it would
apply to all Boards and Commissions. Mr. Pagliarini asked if this would be an
immediate removal without Town Council approval. Mr. O’Rourke answered in the
affirmative.
Mr. Brimmer asked if the attendance is counted on a calendar year. Mr. Pagliarini
answered in the affirmative. Ms. Farrell clarified that the ordinance stipulates that
it is 75% attendance for all called meetings, so special meetings would be included.
Mr. Brimmer asked if this would apply to ad hoc committees or special committees
established by the Mayor. Mr. DeMoura answered in the negative.
Mr. Bustos called for a vote on the motion. Motion passed on a 3 to 1 vote with Ms.
Whitley, Mr. Bustos, and Mr. O’Rourke in favor; Mr. Brimmer opposed.

8. Information about Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU’s) and Short-Term Rental
properties
Mr. Bustos stated that he asked for this discussion and suggested that separate
requirements should be established for ADUs and short-term rentals. He suggested
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that the areas where allowed should be determined as well as a fee or permit
required. He suggested that putting some regulations in place would mean better
enforcement.
Mr. O’Rourke agreed that the short-term rental industry should be regulated
through some type of permitting and/or license fee. He asked if ADUs are included
and if a bed and breakfast would be included as well. Ms. Farrell answered that the
two issues can intertwine. Mr. O’Rourke suggested that there should be lengthy
discussion on this issue to ensure that the proper regulation is put in place.
Ms. Whitley agreed that this is an important issue that should be discussed, not only
in regard to permitting and licensing, but also enforcement.
Mr. DeMoura suggested that staff would need some time to research other
municipalities and develop a framework for consideration. Mr. Ulma suggested that
approximately sixty-ninety days would be needed to do some initial research and
report back to the Committee.
Mr. Bustos agreed that this should be done and asked that an update be provided
to the Committee in sixty days.
Mr. Brimmer agreed that this should be researched and other municipalities
contacted to see what regulations they have in place. He suggested that short-term
rentals have become a new favorite business model.
Mr. Bustos asked how many units would be considered a business. Ms. Turner
clarified that ownership of more than four units is considered a business and subject
to business license fees. She stated that there are also requirements for assessment
of accommodation taxes.

9. Report on Comprehensive Plan Update
Ms. Boyles stated that the second open house was held last week and was very
successful with over double the attendance from the previous open house. She
stated that the attendees were very engaged in the process. She stated that the
survey is included online as well. She stated that the next Comprehensive Plan
forum meeting will be held on March 6th.
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Mr. Brimmer stated that he received very positive feedback on the process.
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 12:17 pm.

Submitted by,
L. Lynes
PlanComm02052018

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE OF COUNCIL

February 5, 2018

3. REVIEW OF DEFERRED ITEMS

3.A. 1843 RIFLE RANGE ROAD
Request:

Request to rezone from CC, Community Conservation District, to R-2, Low Density Residential District

Location:

1843 Rifle Range Road

Parcel ID (TMS No.):

561-00-00-012

Type of Request:

Rezoning

Public Hearing:

Required; To be held by Planning Commission

Total Acreage:

Approximately 6.97 acres

Plat Recording Info:

Book DA, Page 508

Application Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24502

Staff Report Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24615

Action to be Taken:

Planning Commission recommends approval or denial of the request. This recommendation is forwarded to the Planning &
Development Committee and Town Council.

Page Tree Lane
Property proposed for rezoning
Property line

3.B. COVINGTON AT PARK WEST
Request:

Amend the Dunes West PD, Planned Development District Ordinance, by rezoning from R-1, Low Density
Residential District, to DW-C-R-1, Dunes West Covington R-1.

Location:

Bessemer Road

Parcel ID (TMS No.):

583-00-00-003 and 583-03-00-254 thru -261, -263, -265 thru -281

Type of Request:

Rezoning/PD Amendment

Public Hearing:

Required; To be held by Planning Commission

Total Acreage:

Approximately 12.30 acres

Plat Recording Info:

Book L17, Page 0033

Application Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24503

Staff Report Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24616

Action to be Taken:

Planning Commission recommends approval, approval with conditions or denial of the request. This
recommendation is forwarded to the Planning & Development Committee and Town Council.

3.C. I’ON DEVELOPMENT
Request:

Amend the text in the I’On PD, Planned Development District Ordinance (Ord. No. 97010) pertaining to
“Neighborhood Standards,” which includes Yard, Porches, Outbuildings and Building Types.

Location:

I’On Development

Parcel ID (TMS No.):

Approximately 243 acre area comprising the I’On Development

Type of Request:

PD Amendment

Public Hearing:

Required; To be held by Planning Commission

Total Acreage:

Approximately 243 acres

Plat Recording Info:

I’On Technical Plan

Application Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24504

Staff Report Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24617

Action to be Taken:

Planning Commission recommends approval, approval with conditions or denial of the request. This
recommendation is forwarded to the Planning & Development Committee and Town Council.

BACKGROUND
• I’On =10 phases with a maximum of 762 units. As of December 31, 2017,
752 of these units were either built or under construction.
• This request does not change the number of units or alter the density of the
development; it pertains only to text & explanatory graphics, and is intended
to standardize the requirements applicable to the remaining undeveloped
lots.
• More importantly, it will clearly present the requirements for all future
modifications, additions, alterations, or other improvements to existing
residences.

BACKGROUND
• When originally adopted, three (3) different “Building Types” were
established, with very similar requirements.
• Administering these was problematic, and it was determined that only one
would be applied.
• That interpretation [reinforced with a letter] in 1999 was done to provide
clarification to all parties when designing and reviewing plans for individual
homes on lots.
• However, there was never an ordinance change adopted by Town Council to
enact this change.
• This amendment seeks to remedy that situation.

EXISTING STANDARDS

NEIGHBORHOOD STANDARDS

Yard
1. Buildings shall be set on the lot relative to the build to zones and setbacks specified for each
building type.
2. Stoops, chimneys, balconies and bay windows may encroach within the setback or build-to zone.
3. Street walls shall be built on frontage lines as shown.
Porches
1. Shopfront buildings shall have an arcade that extends along 100% of the street façade.
2. Side-yard and All-yard buildings shall have a covered porch a minimum of 8 feet in depth.
3. The porch shall extend a minimum of 50% of the length of the home in the case of Side-yard
buildings and a minimum of 40% of the street façade in the case of All-yard buildings.
4. The street façade of All-yard buildings shall extend along the front yard a minimum of 40% of the
lot width.
Outbuildings
1. Outbuildings shall have a maximum footprint of 625 square feet and building height of 18 feet.
2. The walls of the outbuildings at interior property lines shall be left windowless and shall be two-hour
fire rated.
3. Outbuildings may have less than 3’ setbacks from adjoining property line.

IMPACTS
• Homeowners are more frequently requesting updates and/or additions to their
homes. During the site plan review process, staff is finding that while their home was
constructed according to one building type, they are officially classified as another.
• This often not only prohibits them from making said changes without receiving a
variance through the Board of Zoning Appeals, but it’s also making what currently
exists non-compliant.
• With the intent to rectify this situation and at the direction of the Zoning Administrator,
the I’On Company proposes the text be amended to match what has been
constructed.
• This will not change anything in the neighborhood, but will merely align what has
been built with the adopted text and, ultimately bring much of the development into
compliance.

TYPICAL SITE PLAN

Staff Determination
Process:
1. Lot Width
2. Setbacks/Buildto-line
3. Porch
Requirements
4. Building
Coverage

STAFF DETERMINATION IS ALLYARD
Staff Determination Process:
1. Lot Width: 125’+
• Lot Is All-yard (36’+
Yard Width)
2. Setbacks/Build-to-line:
• 0-25’
3. Minimum Porch Requirements:
• Porch Will Be 8’ Deep
• The Porch Shall
Extend…a Minimum Of
40% Of The Street
Façade In The Case Of
All-yard Buildings
4. Building Coverage:
• 40% Of Lot

DESIGNED TO REARYARD
Conflict with Determination :
1. Lot Width: 125’+
• Lot Is Rear-Yard
2. Setbacks/Build-to-line:
• 0-12’
3. Minimum Porch Requirements:
• None
4. Building Coverage:
• 60% Of Lot

PROPOSED STANDARDS / AMENDMENTS

4. REVIEW OF PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS

4.A. MPW REZONING (RIFLE RANGE RD/VENNING RD)
Case #:

R-01-18

Request:

Rezone two parcels from R-1, Low Density Residential District, to PI-2, Public Institutional-2 District.

Location:

Rifle Range Road / Venning Road (MPW Location)

Parcel ID (TMS No.):

560-00-00-007 and 56-00-00-053

Type of Request:

Rezoning

Public Hearing:

Required; To be held by Planning Commission

Total Acreage:

Approximately 0.90 acres

Plat Recording Info:

Book L17, Page 0622

Application Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24747

Staff Report Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24837

Action to be Taken:

Planning Commission recommends approval or denial of the request. This recommendation is forwarded
to the Planning & Development Committee and Town Council.

4.B. NATIONAL MEDAL OF HONOR MUSEUM
Case #:

R-02-18

Location:

Amend the Patriots Point PD, Planned Development District Ordinance, establishing development
guidelines and permitted uses for the National Medal of Honor Museum. Also request approval of an
Impact Assessment & Conceptual Plan.
Patriots Point Road

Parcel ID (TMS No.):

517-00-00-001 (portion thereof)

Type of Request:

PD Amendment; Impact Assessment & Conceptual Plan

Public Hearing:

Required; To be held by Planning Commission

Total Acreage:

Approximately 8.827 acres

Plat Recording Info:

Book W, Page 025

Application Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24748

Staff Report Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24838

Action to be Taken:

Planning Commission recommends approval, approval with conditions or denial of the request. This
recommendation is forwarded to the Planning & Development Committee and Town Council.

Request:

TRANSPORTATION COMMENTS

4.C. 1236 MELVIN BENNETT ROAD
Case #:

R-03-18

Location:

Rezone from R-1, Low Density Residential District, to AB-2, Areawide Business-2 District; Amend the
Comprehensive Plan 2009-2019 (2014 Update) Future Land Use Map by changing the land use
designation from Low Density Neighborhood to Commercial.
1236 Melvin Bennett Road (Melvin Bennett / Bowman Rd)

Parcel ID (TMS No.):

560-02-00-038; 560-02-00-039 and 560-02-00-019 (portions thereof)

Type of Request:

Rezoning and Comprehensive Plan Amendment

Public Hearing:

Required; Rezoning to be held by Planning Commission and Comprehensive Plan Amendment to be held
by Town Council at their February 13th meeting.

Total Acreage:

Approximately 1.00 acre

Plat Recording Info:

Book CE, Page 190 and Book BA, Page 179

Application Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24749

Staff Report Link:

https://www.tompsc.com/DocumentCenter/View/24836

Action to be Taken:

Planning Commission recommends approval or denial of the request. This recommendation is forwarded
to the Planning & Development Committee and Town Council.

Request:

5. ANNEXATION: 2178 GULF DRIVE
REQUEST TO ANNEX AN APPROXIMATELY 0.29 ACRE TRACT
OF LAND LOCATED AT 2178 GULF DRIVE, IDENTIFIED BY
TMS NO. 577-05-00-005 AND DEPICTED ON A PLAT
RECORDED BY THE CHARLESTON COUNTY ROD OFFICE IN
PLAT BOOK L, PAGE 73.

6. ANNEXATION: 730 DARRELL CREEK TRAIL
REQUEST TO ANNEX AN APPROXIMATELY 2.11 ACRE TRACT
OF LAND LOCATED AT 730 DARRELL CREEK TRAIL,
IDENTIFIED BY TMS NO. 596-15-00-013 AND DEPICTED ON
A PLAT RECORDED BY THE CHARLESTON COUNTY ROD
OFFICE IN PLAT BOOK BU, PAGE 59.

7. DISCUSSION OF MEETING ATTENDANCE FOR
APPOINTED BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

8. DISCUSSION ON ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS
(ADU’S) AND SHORT-TERM RENTAL PROPERTIES

9. REPORT ON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE
•Open House held on January 30, 2018 – 5:00-7:00 pm
• Goals and Objectives
• Land Use & Transportation Information
• Future Directions – Community/Neighborhood focused issues

•Had approximately 275 people attend – double the number from the first Open House
•Opened an online survey to reach residents who were unable to attend. As of Friday morning
(2/2), had received 514 responses.
•Survey will stay open until 2/28
•Subcommittees will meet again to review Open House comments, and make any needed
revisions top goals & objectives prior to the next Plan Forum meeting on 3/6/18. Also will be
drafting action items for consideration by Plan Forum.

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE OF COUNCIL

February 5, 2018

