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A G E N D A 
 

ANDERSON COUNTY LAND USE AND ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
MEETING 

Monday, December 14, 2020 
5:30 PM 

Civic Center 
3027 Martin Luther King Jr Blvd. 

Anderson, South Carolina 
 

1.) Call to Order:  Mr. Hubert McClure, Chairman 
2.) Invocation:  Mr. Hubert McClure 
3.) Approval of Minutes: Meeting held on November 23, 2020 

 
4.) PUBLIC HEARING: 

 
(A) Variance application - request to allow reduction of side yard setback from 10’ to 

6.9’ to allow construction of single family residence. 
 

5.) Old Business: 
6.) New Business:  

 
(A) Election of Officers at the January meeting. 
(B) Next Meeting January 14, 2020 

 
7.) Adjournment. 
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1 HUBERT MCCLURE:  We’re going to go
2 ahead and call this meeting to order.  It is 5:30.  I
3 want to open up with the invocation.  Let us pray.
4 INVOCATION BY HUBERT MCCLURE 
5 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Approval of the
6 minutes.  I’d like to go on record, my name is not
7 Harold.  So please make those adjustments.  I’m not
8 Harold.  Somebody explain to me why they say Harold. 
9 Is that the voice diction or what?  That’s all right. 

10 I thought it was like sometimes on voice diction you
11 say a word and something else pops up.  I thought that
12 was it.  I’m not Harold.  That’s some other McClure
13 fellow.
14 All right.  Next is variance request.  And this is
15 297 Pine Circle in Townville.
16 BRITTANY MCABEE:  Yes.  So this is a
17 variance request for 297 Pine Circle in Townville.  The
18 applicants and owner of the property is William and
19 Renee McCrary.  The location is, of course, 297 Pine
20 Circle located in Council District 4.  It is a .27 acre
21 corner lot.  The property is unzoned and is used for
22 residential.
23 The requested variance is a reduction of the front
24 setback requirements from thirty feet to fifteen feet
25 from the right-of-way of Pine Circle to allow the
26 placement of a double wide manufactured home.  
27 Findings of fact is under Chapter 50, the required
28 front setback shall be thirty feet from any right-of-
29 way.  This is the application of the septic tank notice
30 that the septic tank does take up half the property. 
31 This is a survey of the property showing the corner lot
32 and the dimensions.  This is a photo of the property,
33 as well as this -- the aerial of the property.  
34 Staff recommends approval with the following
35 conditions:  The setback of thirty feet applies to two
36 sides of the parcel as it is a corner lot.  The lot is
37 an existing non-conforming lot of approximately eleven
38 thousand seven hundred square feet.  Lots in unzoned
39 areas with septic tanks access shall be no less than
40 twenty-five thousand square feet.  The septic tank and
41 drain field requires approximately half of the lot. 
42 The manufactured home meets the side and rear setbacks
43 of five feet and does not cause detriment to adjoining
44 properties.  If approved, the applicant will be
45 required to obtain a residential compliance letter from
46 Development Standards and a building permit from
47 Building and Codes.  
48 This concludes the staff report.
49 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Thank you, staff. 
50 At this time I’d like to open up the public hearing for
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1 anyone here speaking against Ms. Renee McCrary. 
2 Anybody speaking against?  Okay.  So I’ll close the
3 public hearing and we will send all questions to staff
4 and Ms. McCrary if she is here.  Is Ms. McCrary here? 
5 Okay.  Anybody here got any questions for staff or Ms.
6 McCrary at this time?  
7 What’s the feeling of the board?
8 ALLEN ASHLEY:  Move to approve.
9 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Mr. Ashley makes a

10 motion to approve.
11 DAN HARVELL:  Second.
12 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Second.  All those
13 in favor.  And that’s four and zero.
14 Next on the agenda is Bern Circle.  Staff report.
15 BRITTANY MCABEE:  This is a variance
16 request to reduce the side yard setback at 1106 Bern
17 Circle in Anderson.  The applicant and property owner
18 is Brian Chastain.  It is, of course, located at 1106
19 Bern Circle in Council District 5.  It is lot 24 of
20 Cloverdale subdivision, approximately .89 acres.  It’s
21 unzoned and residential.  
22 Applicant is requesting a variance reduction of
23 five yard setback requirements from ten feet to 6.9
24 feet to allow placement of a detached garage.  Under
25 Chapter 38, the required side yard setback for unzoned
26 property shall be no less than ten feet for accessory
27 buildings of six hundred square feet or more.  This is
28 a survey of the property showing how close the shed is
29 to the side property line.  This is an aerial showing a
30 non-conforming accessory building within the location,
31 same subdivision of the applicant’s location.  This is
32 another non-conforming accessory building.  And this is
33 another -- this is actually the location of the
34 property.  
35 Staff makes -- this information is provided for
36 the benefit of the members of the Land Use and Zoning
37 Board of Appeals in order to make clear the conditions
38 that preceded this request to correct the side yard
39 encroachment.  
40 Staff makes no recommendation.  The detached
41 garage was constructed without obtaining a permit.  The
42 request to obtain electricity for the building has
43 prompted the need for a variance.  The detached garage
44 is placed on the concrete driveway for easy access.  At
45 least four accessory buildings on Bern Circle do not
46 meet the required setbacks.  The building has been on
47 the property since 2018.  The board must determine if
48 this encroachment can be remedied by the board’s
49 action.  If approved, the applicant will be required to
50 obtain a residential compliance letter from Development
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1 Standards and a building permit from Building and
2 Codes.  
3 This concludes the staff report.
4 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Thank you, staff. 
5 At this time, again, I will open up for public hearing
6 for anyone speaking against Mr. Chastain.  Anyone
7 speaking against?  Okay.  At this time I close the
8 public hearing and reserve questions or comments for
9 Mr. Chastain from staff or the committee at that time,

10 or the board.  Anybody have any questions for staff or
11 Mr. Chastain at this time? 
12 Okay.  Go ahead.  Are you for or against?
13 BRIAN CHASTAIN:  I’m for.  I’m the
14 owner.  
15 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Oh, okay.
16 BRIAN CHASTAIN:  I’d just like to
17 say that this is my first home that I’ve ever bought. 
18 If I knew there was a setback, I would have been in
19 compliance the whole time.  That’s not maybe a good
20 excuse for you to hear, but that’s the only one I’ve
21 got.
22 HUBERT MCCLURE:  We hear it a lot.
23 BRIAN CHASTAIN:  Well, you can check
24 my record.  This is the only house I’ve ever bought. 
25 So if I had know it, I would have been in compliance.
26 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  Anybody else
27 got any comments?
28 DAN HARVELL:  Mr. Chairman,
29 motion to approve.
30 HUBERT MCCLURE:  We have a motion to
31 approve.
32 ALLEN ASHLEY:  Second.
33 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Second.  All those
34 in favor.  And it’s four and zero.
35 Next on the agenda is Broyles Landing, 110 Broyles
36 Landing, Townville.
37 BRITTANY MCABEE:  So this is a
38 variance request to reduce the front setback from
39 twenty feet to 9.8 feet.  The applicant and the owner
40 of the property is -- well, the applicant is Graham
41 Hall and the owner of the property is Charles Hall. 
42 It’s located at 110 Broyles Landing in Townville,
43 District -- County Council District 4.  It is 1.01
44 acres on the corner of Broyles Landing.  It is unzoned. 
45 And the current land use is a commercial storage
46 facility.  The applicant is requesting a variance to
47 reduce the front yard setback from the required twenty
48 feet to nine feet eight inches to accommodate the
49 addition of a commercial boat storage building.  
50 The findings of fact is under Chapter 38, the
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1 required front setback on a local road shall be twenty
2 feet from the right-of-way.  This is a site plan of
3 where the addition would go.  It is in the upper
4 lefthand corner you can see that one boat storage
5 facility kind of encroaches on that setback.  This is a
6 photo of the property showing the conditions that
7 separate the proposed location of the boat storage from
8 the road.  This is, of course, an aerial.
9 Staff recommends approval with the following

10 conditions: The location of the building is to provide
11 a safe turning radius for boat trailers.  The placement
12 of the storage will not cause a detriment on the road
13 right-of-way because the potential building is
14 approximately four feet higher from the road and a
15 chain-link fence is located between the proposed
16 building and right-of-way.  The proposed addition will
17 not cause detriment to other properties as adjacent
18 property has a privacy fence and the property across
19 the road is vacant.  If approved, the applicant will be
20 required to obtain a land use permit from Development
21 Standards and a building permit from Building and
22 Codes.
23 This concludes the staff report.
24 HUBERT MCCLURE:  I have a staff
25 question right quick, just for the record.  Why was the
26 -- I guess they were grandfathered in, the two -- the
27 one building on the left side that seems to encroach,
28 was that before zoning or before the -- how long has it
29 been there?
30 BRITTANY MCABEE:  I couldn’t answer
31 that.  Possibly the property owner could.  I will say
32 that our aerials are not exactly the most exact so it
33 could be according to the setbacks or it may not.
34 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  I was just
35 asking.  No big deal.  
36 Okay.  Anyone speaking -- oh, thank you, staff.
37 At this time I open up the public hearing for
38 anyone speaking against 110 Broyles Landing.  Anyone
39 speaking against?  Okay.  We’ll close the public
40 hearing and see if there’s any questions for staff or
41 the applicants.  That would be Mr. Graham Hall.  If
42 there’s any questions from the board, anything from the
43 board?
44 ALLEN ASHLEY:  Motion we approve.
45 HUBERT MCCLURE:  We have a motion to
46 approve by Mr. Ashley.  
47 DAN HARVELL:  Second.
48 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Second by Mr.
49 Harvell.  All those in favor show by the uplifted hand. 
50 And four and zero.



Anderson County - Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals - November 23, 2020
6

1 Next on the agenda is Ingles, and that’s going to
2 be in Piedmont.
3 TIM CARTEE:  Thank you, Mr.
4 Chairman.  This is an Ingles Market in Powdersville
5 area on Highway 81 North and I’ll call it Anderson
6 Road.  They’re requesting a variance for a parking
7 reduction.  It’s approximately 9.97 acres ---
8 ALESIA HUNTER:  We can’t hear you,
9 Mr. Cartee.

10 TIM CARTEE:  It’s in District 6. 
11 The property is unzoned and the land use is
12 supermarket-auto service station, self service,
13 restaurant and retail.  The requested variance, they’re
14 asking for a parking reduction based on 38-215, joint
15 use of all street parking, which is in our ordinance,
16 considering the varying peak hours of existing and
17 proposed businesses.  They provided a parking analysis
18 in your packet.  And it requires three hundred and
19 sixteen parking spaces.  The proposed new addition will
20 require seventy-four parking, which would be a total of
21 three hundred ninety parking spaces.  And the study
22 indicates only three hundred and eleven parking spaces
23 would be needed based on the study and section 38-215.
24 The existing and proposed businesses that share
25 this joint parking lot will vary in operation hours. 
26 Supermarket will open around seven and the restaurant
27 around approximately six.  Hold on one second.  I
28 apologize.  Electronic flaked out on me.  The
29 supermarket around seven.  Six p.m. for the restaurants
30 -- I mean six a.m.  I’m sorry.  And the retail stores
31 may open around ten and close at different times in the
32 evenings.  The hours will vary throughout the day which
33 will allow up to a fifty percent reduction in parking
34 based on the section 38-215.
35 Finding of facts for joint use of off-street
36 parking is up to fifty percent of the parking spaces
37 required for theaters parking, supermarkets,
38 restaurants and any buildings that are similar do
39 qualify up to the joint parking.  Here you’ll see the
40 Ingles.  Next slide.  This is the proposed section here
41 on the left top corner for the two retails.  One is a
42 bigger box -- I’m really not sure if it’s a box store,
43 but it’s a larger building and three smaller ones. 
44 This is your TMS number and map and this is your area
45 for the Ingles showing the big green space on the left
46 side showing where the proposal is.
47 Staff recommends approval with the following
48 reasons.  The parking restricts the allowable square
49 footage for the business to ninety thousand two hundred
50 and eighty-five square feet based on the proposed
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1 parking, which would prohibit approximately twenty
2 thousand five hundred and thirty-two square feet of the
3 proposed development without the park reduction based
4 on 38-215 joint use of street parking lots.  The
5 parking analysis indicates that it will meet the
6 requirements for section 38-215.  And this request is
7 in line and in the spirit of the intent of the
8 ordinance to grant a variance when a hardship exists. 
9 And the board has granted variances similar to this in

10 the past.
11 That’s all I have, Mr. Chairman.
12 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Thank you, staff.  
13 At this time I’ll open up the public hearing for
14 anyone speaking against the Ingles parking spaces. 
15 Anyone speaking against?  Okay.  At this time I’ll
16 close the public hearing and reserve questions for
17 staff or Ingles representatives.  What’s the feeling of
18 the board, if there’s any questions or comments.
19 JOHN FARR:  I move to approve.
20 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  Mr. Farr
21 makes a motion to approve.  Do we have a second?
22 ALLEN ASHLEY:  Yeah.
23 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Who ---
24 ALLEN ASHLEY:  Me.
25 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Mr. Ashley seconded
26 it.  All in favor show by uplifting hand.  And four to
27 zero.
28 Next on the agenda, Dollar General located in
29 Belton.  
30 HENRY COPELAND:  This is a sign
31 variance request for the addition of one sign, wall
32 sign, to a recently constructed Dollar General store
33 located halfway -- roughly halfway between Belton and
34 Honea Path.  The owner of the property -- or the
35 representative of St. Clair Signs may be here to answer
36 any questions.  The owner is the Upstate DG Belton,
37 LLC, which basically is a Family Dollar (verbatim)
38 franchise.  The location at 2425 South Carolina Highway
39 252 at Honea Path Highway just south of Belton. 
40 Council District 3.  And also the tax map number is
41 shown on your documents.  The property description does
42 have some bearing on the request.  The property is
43 described as roughly five and a half acres of highway
44 commercial with extended frontage on both South
45 Carolina 252 and Clinkscales Road.  The tract is
46 further described as located within a fork created by
47 the rather sharp intersection of these two streets. 
48 The current zoning is not.  And the land use, as I
49 mentioned, it was recently developed as a freestanding
50 single tenant retail store.  
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1 The applicant’s request, after the store was
2 constructed they discovered that their one wall sign
3 was somewhat limited and had a limited coverage. 
4 They’ve requested, instead, to allow a second wall sign
5 to be added to the new Family Dollar Store (verbatim)
6 above the customer entrance, which is also the parking
7 area entrance.  This is in addition to the one wall
8 sign already permitted at this location, currently
9 facing Highway 252.  Both wall signs will be identical. 

10 The findings of fact: As frequently stated here
11 before, the county ordinances permit one wall sign per
12 commercial building or business based -- and the size
13 is determined by the length of the wall that it’s on. 
14 In this case, this would be one square foot per linear
15 foot because there is already a freestanding highway
16 sign located at this parcel.  
17 The signs previously approved, as I mentioned,
18 there’s a permit that has been issued for two signs;
19 one wall sign, which is allowed by code, and one pylon
20 sign, although the code does permit two, since the
21 business has frontage on two highways.  
22 If you would go through, you’ll see how sharp the
23 fork in the road is.  This is from the tax map showing
24 the location of the property to the west of Honea Path
25 and south of Belton.  A closer view of the site plan. 
26 Again, the parking area is to the lower right hand
27 corner of the screen.  The signage is facing Highway
28 252.  There is no signage on the Clinkscales Road side. 
29 But there’s also no signage facing the parking area,
30 which could be seen from both highways approaching from
31 the southeast.  The details of the Dollar General store
32 sign is fairly generic.  The one that exists on the
33 side wall is exactly the same.  The proposal showing a
34 before and after of the entrance sign at this
35 illustration.
36 This is an example from a photograph submitted by
37 the applicant showing the -- moving to the northwest
38 from the direction of Honea Path, you can see the
39 standing sign near the highway and barely make out the
40 wall sign that faces Highway 252.  There is no signage
41 over the main entrance.  And this is what they hope to
42 rectify with this request.
43 Staff has recommended approval of the variance
44 request for the following reasons: Though two
45 freestanding signs would be allowed because the parcel
46 fronts two public roads, the applicant has elected to
47 forego a second highway sign for one additional wall
48 sign.  The proposal second sign would be located above
49 the main entrance for all the reasons that have been
50 given before.  The finally, currently there is no
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1 commercial signage visible from Clinkscales Road,
2 despite an entrance to the parking area from this
3 direction.  A second wall sign would improve
4 identification of the business from this approach.
5 The request is in line with the spirit and the
6 intent of the ordinance to grant a variance where a
7 hardship exists and the board has granted other
8 variances similar to this request and would be
9 consistent with its approval. 

10 This concludes the staff’s report, Mr. Chairman. 
11 And if it is approved by the board, they would be
12 required to apply for a sign permit based on the
13 variance.  Thank you.
14 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Thank you, staff. 
15 At this time I’d like to open up the public hearing for
16 anyone speaking against Upstate Dollar General or
17 Dollar General, Incorporated LLC.  Anybody speaking
18 against?  Okay.  I’ll close the public hearing and
19 reserve questions for Dollar General representatives,
20 as well as staff.  If there’s no comments or questions
21 ---
22 DAN HARVELL:  Mr. Chairman, I
23 would make -- this matter is really not one way or the
24 other, but I would inform Dollar General that in their
25 letter requesting this, it says tax dollars to the city
26 of Belton are increased based on their increased sales
27 that they anticipate would come from the sign --
28 increased signage.  And they may have increased sales
29 because of that.  I’m not saying that.  But this is
30 about as far out of Belton as you can get.  So it will
31 absolutely not ---
32 HUBERT MCCLURE:  They’ll learn. 
33 They’ll know.
34 ALLEN ASHLEY:  Ain’t got a tax
35 notice.
36 DAN HARVELL:  It will absolutely
37 not impact the city of Belton on their tax structure.
38 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Yeah, it is outside
39 the skirts.  Anyway, what’s the feeling of the board?
40 ALLEN ASHLEY:  As much as they
41 hauled in there, gravel and stuff to fix mud holes.
42 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Yeah.  At least
43 they’re fixing it; right?
44 ALLEN ASHLEY:  Yeah, they did.
45 HUBERT MCCLURE:  What’s the feeling
46 of the board?
47 DAN HARVELL:  Mr. Ashley, why
48 don’t you make a motion for this.  This is closest to
49 your area.
50 ALLEN ASHLEY:  I told them I was
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1 going to tell them not to.  I’ll make a motion.
2 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  Mr. Ashley
3 makes the motion.  Do we have a second?
4 ALLEN ASHLEY:  I see it every
5 morning.
6 JOHN FARR:  I second.
7 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Mr. Farr seconds. 
8 All those in favor show by uplifted hand.  Four and
9 zero.

10 And last but not least, this is D-1 Training and
11 Bon Secours/St. Francis Therapy Center.  Staff.
12 HENRY COPELAND:  Mr. Chairman, thank
13 you.  Again, this application was submitted by Brad
14 Johnson who may or may not be here to answer any
15 questions.  But it’s fairly simple and straight
16 forward.  I would, however, point out a minor
17 correction to the agenda.  In the agenda it identifies
18 this as a request to add one sign.  It’s actually a
19 request to add three signs.  
20 As will be pointed out in the illustrations later,
21 this is a large professional office building located
22 off of Highway 153.  The property location is 100
23 Powers Boulevard in Piedmont, Council District 6.  The
24 tax map number is in your records.  The property
25 description, this is a highway commercial site located
26 at the intersection of South Carolina Highway 153. 
27 It’s described as a corner lot with direct access,
28 however, only from Powers Boulevard and a private road,
29 Wellington Lane.  The property is elevated by as much
30 as thirty feet above Highway 153 and does not offer
31 highway or pedestrian access from this direction.  The
32 property is not zoned and the land use is 1.7 acres. 
33 It is, as I pointed out, it’s improved with a large
34 professional office building and related parking.  You
35 may recall that this building has been occupied by two
36 sports medical therapy businesses.  The primary tenant
37 at this location for several years has operated under
38 the name of Velocity Sports, with that very large wall
39 sign.  This has since become D-1 Training and Bon
40 Secours/St. Francis Therapy Center occupies the
41 remaining space.  
42 The applicant’s request is to place four wall
43 signs on an existing professional office building.  Two
44 wall signs, one for each of the two business occupants,
45 will face Highway 153.  A similar pair of signs is
46 proposed for the Powers Boulevard side.  This, of
47 course, means that the Velocity Sports sign is removed,
48 as well.
49 The findings of fact: The ordinances will allow
50 for one wall sign per building, per business.  In this
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1 case it’s become obvious that there are two businesses
2 here, so that’s necessitated the second wall sign.  But
3 because of the difficulty of gaining access to the
4 property from Highway 153, they’ve requested a second
5 pair of signs to be placed on the side facing Powers
6 Boulevard.  The ordinances permit only one, but the
7 size of the signs, given the size of the building,
8 could actually be larger, but they have chosen to go
9 for smaller size signs that will serve their purpose

10 and is well within the requirements that would be there
11 for a one square foot per linear foot for the
12 elevations that those two signs would be on.  The
13 reason they’re also using that is that at this time
14 there is no freestanding sign.  They intend to place a
15 freestanding sign there at some point in the future,
16 but they’re planning ahead accordingly.  The existing
17 sign there, as I said, has been there since before
18 2008.  That sign is on Highway 153 with only temporary
19 signs that have been, shall be say, placed there with
20 or without permits on the Powers Boulevard side from
21 time to time.
22 If you’ll go through the illustrations, you’ll see
23 the location clearly on Highway 153.  It’s a rather
24 large lot, but with very limited access from Highway
25 153.  This is a view of the aerial showing also the
26 other buildings that have been recently constructed
27 along Powers Boulevard.  And this is another view
28 looking to the northwest.  And this is also a view
29 looking to the southeast.  Now, this is the
30 illustration of the corner of the building as it faces
31 Highway 153 on the right side of the illustration and
32 Powers Boulevard on the left side.  It’s a very large
33 face, but again with no signage on it shown in this
34 illustration.
35 This is a Google’s map rendition or view from
36 Highway 153 with the Velocity Sport sign in place.  As
37 you can see, it’s quite a bit elevated from Highway
38 153.  This shows from the same direction the proposed
39 two signs that would be placed there are collectively
40 smaller, but would be showing the two tenant occupants
41 for the building on that side.  This is the similar
42 type signs, though slightly smaller, would be on the
43 Powers Boulevard side.  And again, this is a site plan
44 with an illustration showing where the pair of signs
45 would be located relative to the site.  And an
46 approximate location yet to be determined for a
47 freestanding sign pointed out in the lower center.  
48 The staff has -- given the circumstances, the
49 staff has recommended approval of the variance request
50 for the following reasons: The corner lot has limited
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1 visibility from Highway 153 due to several site related
2 obstructions, including the embankment height.  The
3 direct highway access to the property is available only
4 from a secondary side road, Powers Boulevard, which
5 would depend on having additional signage on the
6 elevation for adequate building identification.  As I
7 mentioned earlier, the applicant intends to install a
8 freestanding sign at this location in the future.  But
9 the total size for the wall signs on each side would be

10 limited accordingly.
11 The request is in line with the spirit and intent
12 of the ordinance as to grant a variance when a hardship
13 exists and the board has granted other variances
14 similar to this request and would be consistent with
15 its approval.
16 That concludes the report, Mr. Chairman.  If you
17 have any questions, staff is here.
18 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Thanks, staff.  
19 So at this time, this is the last one, I’ll open
20 up the public hearing for anyone speaking against the
21 Bon Secours building.  Anybody speaking against?  Okay. 
22 We’ll close the public hearing.  Reserve questions for
23 representatives, if needed.  What’s the feeling of the
24 board?
25 DAN HARVELL:  I’ll make the
26 motion to approve.  And I also want to make a personal
27 comment here.  Thank you for good aerial pictures of
28 this.
29 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Yes.  Yes.
30 DAN HARVELL:  This is a good help
31 to us when we’re trying to figure out some of these
32 that -- well, there’s a few in here that aren’t too
33 hot, but we’ve had in our packets where you can’t tell. 
34 But that’s just much appreciated, and I want you to
35 know that.  Thank you.
36 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Yeah.  Thank you.
37 Okay.  We’ve got a motion.  I’ll second it.  All
38 in favor.  And four and zero.
39 Okay.  We’ll open up old business.  Staff, do you
40 have some old business for us or what?
41 BRITTANY MCABEE:  Yes.  So this is a
42 clarification on a decision that was made on the
43 September 17th meeting.  There was an update to the
44 plans on the Brady Drive one.  It’s 145 Brady Drive. 
45 It was approved unanimously.  Instead of the rear
46 setback from being ten to four, he has turned his house
47 so that the side setback should be reduced from ten to
48 four.  It’s the same property line that was in question
49 at the previous meeting.  We just need a vote saying
50 that you agree with this change or do not.
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1 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  There’s no
2 problem from staff?
3 BRITTANY MCABEE:  No.
4 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  So let’s re-
5 vote on this.  Do we have a motion?
6 ALLEN ASHLEY:  I’ll make a motion.
7 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  Mr. Ashley
8 made a motion.  Do we have a second?
9 DAN HARVELL:  Second.

10 HUBERT MCCLURE:  And all those in
11 favor.  Four to zero.  
12 Do we have a motion to adjourn?
13 DAN HARVELL:  No.  I have a
14 question.  
15 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.
16 DAN HARVELL:  I still need
17 clarification on what we did and did not approve on
18 McDonald’s.
19 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Yeah, I thought ---
20 DAN HARVELL:  Now, we’ve got two
21 enormous signs out there now that are just totally --
22 one’s redundant of the other.  
23 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Yeah.
24 DAN HARVELL:  You can see it from
25 a half mile off.  Did we actually approve this?
26 HUBERT MCCLURE:  I think we did.  I
27 thought ---
28 ALESIA HUNTER:  Mr. Chairman?
29 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Go ahead.
30 ALESIA HUNTER:  Mr. Harvell, the
31 initial approval was we go back to when the board had
32 the hearing, it was in exchange for an additional wall
33 sign.  You all requested that they only have one
34 freestanding sign, so that’s what they did.  Well, they
35 ended up putting up two signs.  We did a compliance
36 issue with them and required the actual removal of one
37 sign.  
38 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Because they were
39 on Whitehall.
40 ALESIA HUNTER:  Because they were
41 on the same, well, the same frontage, and they had it
42 up, just had it up.  Because you only allowed one
43 freestanding sign regardless of what road frontage it
44 was actually on.  So McDonald’s went through the
45 compliance issues, came back, refiled a new variance,
46 what, two months ago perhaps, and the board, Mr.
47 Harvell, you all did allow them to place that second
48 sign.
49 DAN HARVELL:  You know, I think I
50 must have just been out of it that day because I
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1 thought we were talking about a small sign at the road. 
2 I didn’t know we were talking about ---
3 HUBERT MCCLURE:  No, no.  See, the
4 whole problem was -- and the reason it’s confusing is
5 because they had two -- this is the main thing for me. 
6 They had two signs on Whitehall Road.  Okay?  And in
7 that meeting it was said that we just have a problem on
8 Whitehall Road.  And I remember either staff or the
9 board said, you could have another sign over there

10 towards Singer, you know, on 28, and that would be
11 okay.  And I think that’s where that comes from.  Am I
12 right?  They can have a sign on each road; correct?
13 ALESIA HUNTER:  Well, no, at the
14 first variance, no, the board did not allow for that
15 second sign.  In exchange for allowing for additional
16 wall signs, you all agreed to just one sign.
17 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Well, then how did
18 we get to two?
19 ALESIA HUNTER:  Well, yeah, they
20 refiled a variance and, Mr. Chairman, you heard the
21 variance a month ago.
22 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Yeah.  I remember,
23 yeah.
24 ALESIA HUNTER:  And that was
25 approved then.  So they’re in compliance, Mr. Harvell,
26 with what the board has determined.
27 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Well, I’m like Dan. 
28 I don’t know if it was because of the family feud we
29 had or what, but I don’t remember having two signs.  
30 DAN HARVELL:  Well, let me ask
31 this.  What is the definition of the freestanding sign
32 versus the monument sign?
33 ALESIA HUNTER:  Well, your monument
34 sign is not going to be on an actual pole.
35 DAN HARVELL:  Yeah; right.
36 ALESIA HUNTER:  Your freestanding
37 sign is going to be on a tall pole that you see to give
38 them the actual height that they need.
39 DAN HARVELL:  Well, looking back,
40 that’s still my -- that’s my recall on this.  We
41 granted them a monument sign on the other road as long
42 as -- you know, they were getting one tall one.  And I
43 thought that we were giving them an extra sign that
44 they could classify as a monument sign that would be at
45 the road, on the road, and that was my understanding. 
46 I just don’t ---
47 ALESIA HUNTER:  No, sir, Mr.
48 Harvell.  A monument sign was never even discussed at
49 the first variance.  It was just one sign, period.  One
50 freestanding sign.
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1 DAN HARVELL:  Well, you know, I’m
2 not ---
3 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Well, McDonald’s
4 has successfully gawked up that corner.
5 DAN HARVELL:  Yeah, they have. 
6 It looks ridiculous.
7 HUBERT MCCLURE:  They’ve gawked it
8 up. 
9 DAN HARVELL:  It looks

10 ridiculous.  You know, I consider myself probably the
11 most tolerant member of this board, but I just feel
12 like somehow another we just got hoodwinked on this
13 one.
14 HUBERT MCCLURE:  I think we missed
15 it.  I really do.  And I don’t know how we missed it. 
16 But it’s done and we can’t do anything about it now.
17 DAN HARVELL:  Yeah.
18 HUBERT MCCLURE:  You know, we spend
19 a lot of time on these signs and the gawkiness of it
20 and the one that we really didn’t want to happen ended
21 up happening.  And I apologize for that.  It slipped
22 through -- I don’t know how I missed it, too.  So
23 anyway. 
24 We got a motion to adjourn?
25 JOHN FARR:  So moved.
26 HUBERT MCCLURE:  And second.  All in
27 favor.  And everybody says I do.
28 ALESIA HUNTER:  Mr. Chairman, I
29 would add that the council is in the process of
30 appointing -- you’re down two board members.  They’re
31 working on it.  Hopefully before your next meeting
32 December the 14th you’ll have two more members.
33 HUBERT MCCLURE:  I’ve got something. 
34 This is just talking instead of me coming over there. 
35 Is there anything been said to council about -- and
36 they know about the two firing ranges/gun
37 ranges/whatever?  Is there anything in the works to be
38 made up of a council -- I don’t know what you call it 
39 -- a county ordinance about gun ranges or gun schools?
40 ALESIA HUNTER:  Mr. Chairman, we
41 currently already addressed in unzoned area shooting
42 ranges indoor or outdoors.  They’re required to
43 actually have a public hearing and there’s some
44 distance requirements that the Planning Commission
45 actually has to -- they would have to adhere to.  In
46 this case, since it’s zoned properties by special
47 exception, and the council is looking at updating those
48 land uses.  Tim Cartee and myself have already been
49 working on some language for that.
50 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Like I said, we
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1 don’t want -- we want to be here for when it needs to
2 be done.  But when it’s a family feud on both of those,
3 I’m glad that they’re addressing that.
4 ALESIA HUNTER:  Yes, sir.
5 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Okay.  Y’all have a
6 good day, good Christmas.  Next meeting is ---
7 ALESIA HUNTER:  December 14th.
8 HUBERT MCCLURE:  December 14th at
9 5:30.  Well, we’ve already adjourned.

10 ALESIA HUNTER:  What ---
11 HUBERT MCCLURE:  Well, some members
12 have talked and they want to move it back to five
13 o’clock.  We can reopen the meeting.  I’ve got to have
14 a motion to reopen.  Okay.  Motion, second, four to
15 zero.  Mr. Ashley has made a motion to put the time at
16 five fifteen.  
17 ALESIA HUNTER:  Mr. Chairman, is
18 that going to place a hardship on you?  I know we
19 talked about the fifteen increment period to give you
20 enough time --- 
21 HUBERT MCCLURE:  That was when I was
22 teaching a night class.
23 ALESIA HUNTER:  Is that going to
24 interfere with you teaching classes?
25 HUBERT MCCLURE:  I don’t think so
26 unless they stick me in another night course.  Let’s
27 just make it five fifteen just in case.  Is that okay? 
28 Five fifteen.  I’ll second.  All those in favor.  
29 DAN HARVELL:  I make a motion to
30 adjourn.
31 HUBERT MCCLURE:  I’ll consider us
32 adjourned.
33
34 MEETING ADJOURNED AT APPROXIMATELY 6:10 P.M.
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121 Chasewater Dr, Anderson 

 
 

 

Staff Report 
Application for a Variance – To allow a reduction of side setback for placement of single family residence 

Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting - District 4 
Civic Center, 3027 Martin Luther King Jr Blvd. 

Anderson, SC 29625 
Monday, Devember 14, 2020 

5:30 PM 
 

Applicant: Jeff Kubu 
 
Owner of Property: Jeffrey & Stacy Kubu 
 
Property Location: 121 Chasewater Dr, Anderson, SC 29621 
 
Council District: Four (4) 
 
Tax Map Number (TMS #): 120-19-01-011 
 
Property Description: Lot 12, approximately .57 acres, in Chaswater at Welborn Pointe 
 
Current Zoning: R-20 
 
Land Use: Residential 
 
Applicant Request: Applicant is requesting a Variance to allow a reduction of side setback requirement from 10 feet to 
6.9 feet to allow construction of single family residence. 
 
Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 70, Section 5.3, the minimum width of a 
residential side yard shall be ten percent of the total lot width or 10’, whichever is greater, but not to exceed 25 feet.  
  
Staff Recommendation: 

1) The lot is irregular shaped and narrow. The lot width is 87.52 feet. 
2) The subdivision covenants require a side yard setback of 5 feet. The requested variance does not violate the 

covenants. 
3) If approved, the applicant will be required to obtain a residential compliance letter from Development Standards 

and a building permit from Building & Codes. 
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