


Anderson County Board of Zoning Appeals 
Hubert McClure, Chair, District #5 Mike Miller, Vice-Chair, District #2 
John Farr, District #1 Allen Ashley, District #3 
Vacant, District #4 Brad Swillen, District #6 
Dan Harvell, District #7 

AGENDA 
Thursday, December 9, 2021 

5:15 PM 
Historic Courthouse 

101 South Main Street 
Anderson, South Carolina 

1.) Call to Order:  Mr. Hubert McClure, Chairman 
2.) Invocation:  Mr. Hubert McClure 
3.) Approval of Minutes: Meeting held on November 18, 2021 

4.) Public Hearing: 
A) Variance- District 4, Not Zoned; (Amended Application) variance request to allow reduction of

required side setback to construct a single family residence and personal workshop located at 1234 Pine
Lake Dr, Townville. Code requires the side setback shall be 10 feet. (TMS 27-03-01-005).

B) Variance- District 4, Not Zoned; (Amended Application) variance request to allow reduction of
required front setbacks to construct garage located at 137 Whitaker Rd, Townville. Code requires front
setbacks shall be 20 feet from local roads and 40 feet from collector roads.  (TMS 17-05-04-020).

C) Variance- District 5, Not Zoned, variance to allow a reduction in the rear setback for expansion and
construction of existing deck located at 1410 Trusler Rd, Anderson. Code requires rear setback shall be
10 feet. (TMS#: 49-02-01-009).

D) Special Exception- District 4, R-20 District, special exception to expand the existing Ducworth-Tucker
Sport Field to include a cross country trail on adjacent property located at 1939 Evergreen Rd,
Anderson. Code requires a special exception for development of a private recreation center. (TMS#:
144-00-06-008).

E) Special Exception- District 4, R-20 District, special exception for the construction pump station for
utility development. located at Nunnally Road, Anderson. Code requires a special exception for public
utility building. (TMS#: 27-00-01-031-portion of).

F) Special Exception, District 4, RM-7 District, special exception to allow use of a single-family residence
as a short-term rental/host home located 219 Seagull Lane, Anderson. Code requires a special exception
for permitted use (i.e. host home) (TMS#: 46-02-01-048).

5.) Old Business: 

6.) New Business:  

7.) Adjournment. 
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1 MIKE MILLER:  Everybody good? 
2 Since it’s a little after 5:15, I’ll go ahead and open
3 up Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals. 
4 I’ll go ahead and open us up in prayer.
5 INVOCATION BY MIKE MILLER 
6 MIKE MILLER:  Our last
7 communication was held -- got to find it -- October the
8 14th, 2021.  Are there any deletions or corrections to
9 the last communication that was held?  I have a motion
10 from Mr. Ashley to accept.
11 DAN HARVELL:  Second.
12 MIKE MILLER:  I’ve got a second
13 from Mr. Harvell.  All in favor raise your right hand. 
14 All opposed like sign.  
15 Staff report.
16 HENRY COPELAND:  I’m Henry Copeland. 
17 And the first item for review is a request for a second
18 wall sign for the Dollar General that is located on
19 Highway 29 North in Belton.  It’s located on Highway 29
20 in Belton.  The request for the second wall sign is --
21 thanks -- the request for the second wall sign, as you
22 can see in your packet, essentially it’s for the
23 property located at 4752 Highway 29 North in Belton.  It
24 is located at the corner of intersection of the property
25 at Cheddar Road.  It’s 3.17 acres and it fronts three
26 public roads.  The property is being developed for the
27 standalone Dollar General.  The request is to allow the
28 placement of a second wall sign facing the side
29 elevation of the building visible from the street front
30 which has no other sign exposure.  
31 Under Chapter 38 of the Anderson County Code, it is
32 permitted for one wall sign at a location such as this. 
33 A second wall sign is -- a second wall sign is being
34 requested.  A second free-standing sign is permitted for
35 a corner lot.  
36 This is basically the site plan as you can see.  The
37 proposal is for the new wall signs to be on a side where
38 there’s a large parking area that is accessed from Big
39 Woods Circle, which is the third street that fronts the
40 property.  The freestanding sign is going to be facing
41 Highway 29 and the existing wall sign that has been
42 approved is also facing Highway 29 near the intersection
43 with Cheddar Road.  
44 This is a view of the proposed site on the left at
45 Cheddar Road and Highway 29.  This is a view of Cheddar
46 Road from near the intersection with a Big Circle Road. 
47 Also, this is a view on Highway 29 looking across
48 Cheddar Road.  The competitor is Family Dollar across
49 the street.  It does have two wall signs.  
50 The overall site plan and location can be seen from
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1 the aerial view here.  This is a view of the zoning map
2 showing the same property.  
3 The staff recommends denial of the variance request
4 for placement of a second commercial sign for the
5 following reasons:  One wall sign and one freestanding
6 highway sign were recently approved with permits issued
7 at this location by Anderson County.  This is a corner
8 lot with direct access to and frontage along three
9 public streets.  It is entitled to a second freestanding
10 sign.  A secondary entrance to the property is from Big
11 Woods Circle.  But also, it’s classified as a local road
12 and not documented as having significant through
13 traffic.  An additional wall sign as proposed would not
14 increase sign visibility from either of the two other
15 major street fronts.  A requirement for a variance is to
16 demonstrate the existence of a hardship.  On our
17 determination no hardship has been shown, which would be
18 mitigated by the second wall sign as proposed.  Denial
19 of the request would be in line with the previous
20 decisions of the board and also the county code, when
21 the applicant could choose alternatives and still comply
22 with code requirements.  
23  That concludes the report from the staff.  We are
24 available for any questions.  I do believe a
25 representative of the sign company is also present to
26 answer any questions.
27 MIKE MILLER:  Thank you, Henry. 
28 I’m going to go ahead and open us up into public hearing
29 for this Dollar General.  Are there anyone speaking
30 against?  Are there anyone speaking against?  Since
31 there’s no one speaking against, I guess we’ll go ahead
32 and hear from Donna.  I’m assuming she’s a
33 representative of St. Clair Sign Company.
34 HENRY COPELAND:  Yes, that’s right.
35 MIKE MILLER:  Okay.  Come to the
36 mic.  State your name.
37 DONNA ZIELINSKI:  I’m with St. Clair
38 Signs.  They are requesting, like Henry said, a second
39 wall sign, which is of the same size, square footage, as
40 the front wall sign that has been approved.  And they
41 just feel that it would -- I don’t want to say increase
42 their business or decrease their business, but because
43 Family Dollar has two wall signs, the Exxon across the
44 street has two canopy signs and a large pylon monument
45 sign out in front, we feel like that they should --
46 Family Dollar should also get the allowance of a second
47 wall sign since the businesses surrounding them have two
48 wall signs.
49 MIKE MILLER:  Do you have anything
50 else?  All right.  Thank you.  I’m going to go ahead and
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1 close.  Are there any questions from staff -- I mean any
2 questions from the board to staff or to them?
3 DAN HARVELL:  Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
4 And pardon my laryngitis.  I’m sorry about that.  I’m
5 not sick.  I just can’t talk.  Since the Family Dollar
6 does have two, did they come in under the square footage
7 requirements with those two signs?
8 ALESIA HUNTER:   Henry.
9 HENRY COPELAND:  I don’t have the
10 details on that, but I do know that we are looking --
11 Family Dollar has been there for some number of years. 
12 And we are attempting to strictly interpret the code as
13 is, allowing the board to make its decision in its
14 wisdom to decide whether deviations are warranted.
15 DAN HARVELL:  Well, I asked that
16 because I think I’ve been on this board about fourteen
17 years and I don’t ever recall us granting a two-sign
18 situation with that particular -- with Family Dollar. 
19 But I was just wondering if the square footage allowance
20 made up for that and allowed it.
21 ALESIA HUNTER:   Mr. Harvell, as Mr.
22 Copeland mentioned, that Family Dollar has been there
23 for a number of years.  You’re correct, you’ve been on
24 there fourteen years.  And I don’t believe that we had
25 granted a variance for that.  So that’s way before your
26 time.
27 DAN HARVELL:  All right.  
28 JOHN FARR:  Does Family Dollar
29 have a monument sign?
30 HENRY COPELAND:  They have an
31 elevated or pylon sign; yes, sir.
32 JOHN FARR:  So they’ve got that
33 and the two signs?
34 HENRY COPELAND:  Bear with me for a
35 moment.
36 ALESIA HUNTER:   There is a
37 freestanding sign there, Mr. Farr.
38 HENRY COPELAND:  Let me go back one
39 more to -- no, there’s no evidence of a monument sign on
40 that side.
41 ALESIA HUNTER:   It’s a freestanding.
42 DAN HARVELL:  I’m assuming that
43 Family Dollar freestanding is just off the right-of-way;
44 right?  It’s really back from the road there.
45 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah, it’s located
46 out of the right-of-way. 
47 DAN HARVELL:  It sort of looks
48 like the Family Dollar sign is a large one up front and
49 a smaller one on the side.
50 ALESIA HUNTER:   Henry, go back to
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1 the ---
2 DAN HARVELL:  Yeah, I was looking
3 at that.  See there.  That’s all right, Henry.  You see
4 how the one on the front looks larger than the one on
5 the side?
6 ALESIA HUNTER:   The one on the side
7 is very small.  Very small.
8 DAN HARVELL:  So in order to be
9 fair, what -- would the board consider allowing the
10 second signage, but just decrease the size of it? 
11 MIKE MILLER:  That’s why we’re in
12 discussion.  So if you want to make a motion.  I was
13 fixing to ask what was the pleasure of the board.  So if
14 that’s your ---
15 DAN HARVELL:  Yeah, I’ll put that
16 in the form of a motion, that we allow the secondary
17 wall sign, but it’ll have to be commensurate with the
18 reduced size of the Family Dollar sign that’s on the
19 side, so that we’re doing apples to apples here.
20 JOHN FARR:  I second.
21 MIKE MILLER:  So we’ve got a
22 motion and we’ve got a second.  All in favor raise your
23 right hand.  All oppose like sign.  
24 Mr. Henry, staff report.  
25 HENRY COPELAND:  Mr. Chairman, the
26 next item on the agenda is a lot 4 -- it’s also a sign. 
27 It’s located what’s identified as lot 4 on Highway 76 at
28 Circle Drive near Pendleton.  The owner is Health Market
29 Insurance Agency.  They’re using this as an offsite sign
30 location and they’re looking to replace a sign that has
31 been there for a number of years.  The sign that is
32 there now appears to be roughly forty square feet.  The
33 new sign that they’re proposing to replace it with is
34 fifty square feet.  There is no evidence of a permit
35 that has been granted for the original sign.  This is
36 going to be relocated to be -- and I’ll show you as this
37 develops.  
38 This is a vacant corner lot containing approximately
39 one-fifth of an acre.  It’s not zoned.  The applicants’
40 request is to allow the placement of an offsite
41 commercial sign with the total sign area, as I
42 mentioned, of fifty square feet.  And it’s replacing the
43 existing sign that was installed before 2008.  The
44 estimated sign area of that is forty-two square feet. 
45 And as I said there’s no permit that we can locate on
46 it.
47 The finding of facts is that the offsite sign is --
48 offsite premises sign for a business is -- maximum size
49 allowed is thirty-two square feet.  Of course, it needs
50 to be five feet from any defined right-of-way or
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1 property line or within fifteen feet from the edge of a
2 roadway where a right-of-way is undefined.  In this case
3 we have been able to define the right-of-way.  
4 The proposed new sign overall it will be five feet
5 by ten feet which gives the total square footage of
6 fifty square feet.  It’ll be approximately seven feet
7 overall height.  This is incorrectly show.  This says
8 six feet.  The location -- this is from a plat -- gives
9 you the size of the property.  This is the street view
10 looking north toward Clemson -- toward Pendleton.  The
11 sign is in the center.  As you can see it’s white with
12 some black lettering.  This is a view of the same sign
13 in the reverse direction.  
14 The site, again, from the tax -- aerial view from
15 the tax map is outlined in yellow.  For interest, the
16 existing sign is circled in orange and yellow.  The
17 proposed location, as best I can determine, is at the
18 site of a billboard that was removed there about two
19 years ago.  It will be within the right-of-way -- excuse
20 me -- back from the right-of-way, so that’s to improve a
21 question that exists about whether this existing sign is
22 in the right-of-way or not.
23 Again, this is the view and the surrounding area.  I
24 was showing zoning differences.  This area, again, as I
25 said, is not zoned. 
26 The staff recommends denial of the variance request
27 for the following reasons:  Though the existing sign is
28 located on a curve and nearby trees do not appear to be
29 an obstacle as stated by the applicant, the applicant
30 also states commercial businesses in the immediate area
31 appear to maintain larger signs.  These signs in most
32 cases conform to onsite signage as allowed by the code.
33 The recent removal and relocation of a large
34 billboard on or adjacent to the subject site, there has
35 been a significant reduction in sign exposure in the
36 immediate area, leaving less competition for signs that
37 remain.  The applicant has not demonstrated, as part of
38 the application, the existence of a hardship.  Denial of
39 this request would be in line with the previous
40 decisions of the board when the applicant can make
41 adjustments to the proposal to comply with the code
42 requirements.  
43 That concludes the staff report.  We’re available to
44 answer any questions.  And I’m not sure if a
45 representative of the sign company is here.  But if they
46 are, I’m sure they’ll answer questions. 
47 MIKE MILLER:  Thank you, Henry. 
48 I’m going to go ahead and open this up in public
49 hearing.  Are there anyone speaking against?  Are there
50 anyone speaking against?  Hearing no one speaking
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1 against.  Are you Debbie?  Do you want to come down and
2 talk to the board or whoever.
3 MICHAEL HELVIE:  I’m Michael Helvie
4 with Paramount Custom Signs.  We’re the folks making the
5 sign.  The property is -- the owner of the property is
6 not Health Markets.  The owner of the property is Debbie
7 Whitworth, so it’s her personal property.  The sign
8 that’s there now is delapidated and has not been
9 effective.  The new sign, which is advertising Health
10 Markets, they have corporate branding standards that the
11 sign has to be made to.  They tell us exactly what to
12 put on the sign, where to put it, the size.  And as you
13 can see on the drawing, the bottom line and even some of
14 the other nomenclature is so small that you can’t even
15 hardly read it.  
16 So we was hoping to enlarge the sign a little bit. 
17 Because also it’s going to be further from the road than
18 the existing sign because of where the right-of-way is. 
19 I don’t know how or why the sign that’s there now got
20 located where it is, but -- and the right-of-way could
21 have changed; I don’t know.  But to abide by the right-
22 of-way and the setback, it’s got to be a little bit
23 further from the road.  Plus that with the smaller
24 lettering on there, it’s just not going to be effective. 
25 We’re not asking for a huge increase.
26 MIKE MILLER:  Anyone on the board
27 got anything to ask?
28 BRAD SWILLEN:  Two questions. 
29 Number one, just so I’m clear here.  Before 2008 there
30 was not a permit issue.  Is that because there was not a
31 standard in place that required a permit?  Just so I’m
32 clear on that.
33 HENRY COPELAND:  The best that I can
34 discern, the sign was simply erected at that location
35 without a permit.  We did have a permitting process in
36 place, but there’s no record of this sign having been
37 permitted.
38 BRAD SWILLEN:  And then the next
39 question I had, you had mentioned or at least the
40 gentleman here mentioned that Ms. Whitworth owned the
41 property, but Health Markets was putting the sign in. 
42 And on this particular -- on the sign image here it says
43 David Whitworth, Licensed Insurance Agent.  So ---
44 DEBBIE WHITWORTH:  It’s my sign and
45 Health Markets, I work for them and that’s why I
46 (inaudible) if I work for that company.  That’s why. 
47 It’s my property and it’s my sign.
48 BRAD SWILLEN:  Okay.  I just wanted
49 to make sure I was clear there.
50 MIKE MILLER:  Anyone else have
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1 anything?  Hearing nothing from the board, I will go
2 ahead and close the public hearing.  What’s the pleasure
3 of the board?  
4 DAN HARVELL:  Well, I’ll make a
5 motion that we grant it.  It’s not much of an increase
6 whatsoever.  And I think it’s pro business to be pro
7 business.  So I make that motion to approve.
8 MIKE MILLER:  I’ve got Mr. Ashley
9 as seconding.  All in favor raise your right hand.  All
10 opposed like sign.
11 Staff report.
12 HENRY COPELAND:  That concludes mine. 
13 I yield to Mr. Youmans.
14 MIKE MILLER:  Are we switching up
15 Henrys?
16 HENRY COPELAND:  Yeah, different
17 Henry this time.
18 HENRY YOUMANS:  If it please the
19 board, the first item up is item (c) on your agenda.  It
20 is an application for a variance to allow reduction of
21 the front setback for the construction of a thirty by
22 forty metal commercial building.  The applicant’s name
23 is Steve (verbatim) Miller.  The property is located at
24 108 Corporate Drive in Easley.  It is in Council
25 District 6.  You have the information regarding the tax
26 map number in your packet.  This is the application
27 submitted by Mr. Miller.
28 This is an aerial of the actual property.  The
29 applicant is requesting a variance to allow the
30 reduction of the front setback requirements from twenty
31 feet to zero feet from the right-of-way of Corporate
32 Drive to allow the construction of a metal commercial
33 building.  
34 The finding of facts:  Anderson County Code of
35 Ordinance under Chapter 38, Section 38-120, the required
36 front setback shall be forty feet from the collector
37 roads.  This lot has a common easement of ingress and
38 egress in the parking position of the angle of the
39 parcel.  This is a non-conforming existing lot of .19
40 acres.  The placement of the sewer easement limits the
41 placement of the building and the applicant has
42 demonstrated a hardship for the construction of the
43 thirty by forty commercial building.
44 The board has granted similar variances of requests
45 of one and a half feet to two feet and would be
46 consistent if approved. 
47 The staff recommendation is that we are going to
48 rely on the guidance of the board in making this
49 decision.  This is consistent with previous variances of
50 requests for a zero setback.  



Anderson County  - Land Use and Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting - November 18, 2021
9

1 This is the old plat submitted.  This is an updated
2 one, as well.  This is the new proposed plat.  And this
3 highlighted section shows the actual placement of the
4 building on the property in regards to the easements and
5 right-of-ways.  
6 This concludes the staff report.
7 MIKE MILLER:  Thank you, Henry. 
8 I’m going to go ahead and open this up into public
9 hearing.  Are there anyone speaking against?  Are there
10 anyone speaking against?  Anyone speaking against?  Are
11 there anyone here representing ...  Okay.  Come to the
12 mic.  State who you are, what company you’re with and
13 your name.
14 SCOTT MILLER:  My name is Scott
15 Miller.  And I am owner of the MME Investments.  I got
16 you guys a copy here -- I’ve got some pictures of actual
17 -- colored pictures of what I’m asking and why I’m
18 asking for the zero variance.  Bottom line is these
19 commercial buildings that are in there, they’re just
20 metal -- basically there’s a plumbing business that
21 comes out of there and they all share a common area. 
22 There’s four owners in there, I being one of them.  
23 Those buildings are twenty-four hundred square feet,
24 each one of them.  And initially before the sewer lines
25 came through there, which was years ago, by the way,
26 they were all scheduled to be twenty-four hundred square
27 feet.  I’m only asking to do -- this is personal use,
28 actually.  It’s a storage.  I’ve got a ton of -- my wife
29 has accumulated a lot of things over thirty years of
30 marriage, so this is basically going to be for my
31 personal use.  No employees, anything like that.  It’s
32 just a metal storage building.  And I already own one
33 building right next to it, which is part of that L-
34 shaped property that you saw on that.  I do have plats. 
35 I’ve had it surveyed.  You can actually share.  There’s
36 the survey they just looked at.  And here’s some
37 pictures, too, by the way.  We can give each one of them
38 one of these.  I think there’s five there.  I think
39 you’ve got five copies of what that plat looks like.
40 DAN HARVELL:  Thank you.
41 SCOTT MILLER:  And as you can see,
42 it comes -- has everybody got -- it comes from Cooper
43 Lane as you drive, it comes in, and it enters the common
44 area immediately.  By the way, so you know where this
45 is, you know your Ingles on 81 in Powdersville, that’s
46 what we’re talking about.  It’s in behind -- if you turn
47 between the Ingles and the SunTrust, that’s Cooper.  And
48 it’s just down on the left.  There’s a lot of metal
49 storage buildings back in there.  If you guys remember
50 Mr. Norman Garrison, he developed this.  He passed away
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1 years and years ago, but -- well, not years and years
2 ago, but he’s the one that developed this.  
3 And I bought this building and this parcel from
4 Norman years ago.  But as you can see, it comes in --
5 the drive comes in.  The sewer -- I think Norman was
6 instrumental in getting that sewer all in and around
7 that Powdersville area there from Anderson County.  But
8 it crosses over the common area, runs down and then it
9 hits -- that manhole sits at the back back there on my
10 lot.  
11 And what I’m proposing is if I can get that zero
12 variance across the front that bites into a little bit
13 of the common area which is really permeable -- I mean
14 it’s only dirt and rock.  And as far as the parking,
15 everybody kind of parks in front of their building
16 anyway.  This is really just to get in there and maybe
17 turn around or whatever, you know, it’s used for. 
18 Nothing else there except for gravel.  And I’m going to
19 slide it over towards -- you guys may even know Freddie
20 Zink.  Mr. Zink owns that building right there to the
21 left if you’re driving in, and I own the building to the
22 right.  So to slide it over and to have enough clearance
23 from everything else, I can get a twelve hundred square
24 foot building in there, which means I cut it in half of
25 what it was originally proposed for because of that
26 sewer line.
27 Now, you can skip over these first two pages, since
28 you’re looking at the plat.  Those first two are just a
29 plat and a flow up view.  On your third page you can see
30 what it looks like when you drive in there.  That’s just
31 the drive where the gravel and you’ve got grass.  That’s
32 Concrete Elementary in the distance back there that you
33 see, the brick building, and that steeple on the back
34 side, the plumbing business on the right.  So you’ve got
35 one, two, three buildings that are all twenty-four
36 hundred square feet.  The lot that we’re looking at is
37 against the fence towards that Concrete Elementary.  Mr.
38 Zink’s building is on the left.  All of those are
39 twenty-four hundred square feet.  
40 If you look at your second page of your second
41 picture, you’ll see that’s the building that I currently
42 own and the lot that I’m asking for is to the left of
43 those vans.  There’s a manhole that sits just to the
44 left of those vans.  And the lot actually borders that
45 fence line.  But the sewer actually borders that fence
46 line, comes across at an angle right there.  
47 Your third photo gives you a view of the lot looking
48 straight on.  And I’m standing about not even where the
49 front of that building will be.  I mean it’s on back a
50 little bit because it’s only thirty feet deep, basically
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1 off that fence line.  And then that’s another view. 
2 That’s a view of your manhole looking back out towards
3 the entrance is what the last page is.
4 And that’s -- those are the reasons I was asking for
5 a zero variance is just to keep it off of that easement
6 and that sewer line that comes in.  I’ve already slid it
7 about as far as I can slide it just to get the twelve
8 hundred square feet.  And like I said, it’s just
9 personal use.  It’s just basically I need to put some
10 tools in my car that’s currently sitting in the
11 driveway.  I’m going to put some of that kind of stuff
12 in there.  Put some shelving in that thing.
13 MIKE MILLER:  All right.  I’ve got
14 several questions ---
15 SCOTT MILLER:  Okay.
16 IKE MILLER:  --- on the plat.
17 SCOTT MILLER:  Yes, sir. 
18 MIKE MILLER:  The proposed metal
19 commercial building that’s shown, a thirty by forty,
20 which is twelve hundred square feet.
21 SCOTT MILLER:  Yes, sir. 
22 MIKE MILLER:  That is the building
23 that you’re requesting; correct?
24 SCOTT MILLER:  That’s correct. 
25 That is correct.
26 MIKE MILLER:  The other two
27 commercial buildings that’s on the plat belongs to
28 someone else or either one of those is yours?
29 SCOTT MILLER:  Yes, sir. 
30 MIKE MILLER:  All right.  Who owns
31 the common area?
32 SCOTT MILLER:  The whole --
33 everybody who’s in there basically.  It’s just a common
34 area that’s shared by each individual owner that’s in
35 there.
36 MIKE MILLER:  But on your plat to
37 that property does it show you have an easement to that
38 commons area?
39 SCOTT MILLER:  Does it show an
40 easement?
41 MIKE MILLER:  Because if everybody
42 owns it, then your plat or your deed or whatever would
43 show that you’ve got access to the commons area.
44 SCOTT MILLER:  That is correct.
45 MIKE MILLER:  So do you have
46 anything showing that you’ve got access to the commons
47 area and everybody else don’t own it or everybody else
48 does own it besides you.  Have you got any documentation
49 that says I’ve got -- I own part of that commons area?
50 SCOTT MILLER:  I think -- well,
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1 I’ve got some restrictions that’s here as far as the ---
2 MIKE MILLER:  What is the
3 restrictions on the commons area?
4 SCOTT MILLER:  I’m thinking that I
5 turned that in to Brittany, but ---
6 MIKE MILLER:  But does the
7 restrictions on the commons area, does it tell you the
8 feetage that you have to be with the building from the
9 commons area?
10 SCOTT MILLER:  No.  Does it, that I
11 read through the restrictions.  It doesn’t mention
12 anything as far as how many feet that you have to be off
13 of it or anything like that.
14 MIKE MILLER:  And when you’re
15 talking about doing a thirty by forty, which is twelve
16 hundred square feet, are you basing your setback off of
17 the wall or are you basing your setback off of the
18 boxing of the building?
19 SCOTT MILLER:  I’m basing the
20 setback off of the property line.
21 MIKE MILLER:  But you’re putting a
22 thirty by forty and that’s zero restrictions.  And then
23 your building’s going to have a boxing off of it;
24 correct?
25 SCOTT MILLER:  No.  No.  It won’t
26 have a -- you’re talking about overhang off of the
27 building?
28 MIKE MILLER:  Yeah.
29 SCOTT MILLER:  No, sir.  It’ll have
30 a gutter.
31 MIKE MILLER:  But that gutter will
32 be sticking outside the edge of the wall; correct?
33 SCOTT MILLER:  Well, yes.  Yeah.  I
34 mean it ---
35 MIKE MILLER:  So you’re basing it
36 off the wall; not off the gutter.  So actually the
37 gutter will actually be over and beyond that setback
38 area or that commons area?
39 SCOTT MILLER:  Yes, if it’s on the
40 gutter.
41 MIKE MILLER:   Because that’s part
42 of the building.
43 SCOTT MILLER:  Right.
44 MIKE MILLER:   I mean the building
45 isn’t in your gutter.  So really you’re going to a
46 negative six inches into the commons area?
47 SCOTT MILLER:  Right.  And I can --
48 I do have a little room, if you notice, on the back
49 corner.  I can move it back six inches if need be on
50 this back corner.  See that back corner on that plat, on
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1 that initial big plat that I gave you.
2 MIKE MILLER:   And then outside of
3 the commons area -- and I don’t know if this has been
4 picked up -- your front easement on the sewer right-of-
5 way, which you may own, you’re showing 1.5 feet off the
6 sewer right-of-way.
7 SCOTT MILLER:  That is correct.
8 MIKE MILLER:   And then the right
9 property line, you’re showing only 5.3 feet.  Is that
10 within the requirements to the county?
11 SCOTT MILLER:  Yes.  I think that’s
12 five feet.  Five foot as far as ---
13 MIKE MILLER:   But what does
14 restrictions show on that property line?  How many feet
15 do you have to be off of that property line?
16 SCOTT MILLER:   I think it’s five
17 feet off the property line.  And then he’s got five feet
18 off of his building to the property line.  So there’s
19 ten feet in between the buildings themselves.  And he’s
20 got -- and I think as far as ---
21 MIKE MILLER:    It becomes a fire
22 issue.
23 SCOTT MILLER:   Yeah.  And I’ve
24 covered that.  He told me that once -- so I would have
25 to have a firewall -- if I’m within so many feet I would
26 have to have a firewall ---
27 MIKE MILLER:    Three hour
28 firewall?
29 SCOTT MILLER:   That’s correct. 
30 And I’m willing to do that.  I mean, you know, as long
31 as I’ve got enough room here to build the building, as
32 far as the firewall and the regulations on being the
33 distance, I mean, I don’t have a problem with it.  And I
34 know that’s coming.  I know that’s going to be a little
35 more expensive to build that firewall as opposed to just
36 a metal hull building.  But I mean that’s basically what
37 I’ve got.  So you’ve got -- and I can -- if six inches
38 is an issue I can -- I do have a foot and a half, so I
39 can back it off of that common area at least a foot or
40 six inches on the front.
41 MIKE MILLER:   Does anybody on the
42 board have any other questions?  With no one else having
43 any other questions, I will now close the public
44 hearing.  Alesia.
45 ALESIA HUNTER:   Mr. Chairman, just
46 to be clear.  Is he asking for a side yard setback, as
47 well?  Mr. Miller, are you asking for a side -- because
48 the side setback has to be eight feet on the side
49 because it’s on sewer.  It’s normally ten feet on the
50 side, but since they have access to sewer it drops down
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1 to eight feet.  Because his application only requested a
2 reduction on the front.
3 MIKE MILLER:   That’s what I was
4 thinking.
5 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah.
6 MIKE MILLER:   That’s why I was
7 going to the five foot setback off on that property
8 line.  I thought it had to be eight.
9 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yes.
10 SCOTT MILLER:  But is this
11 grandfathered from 1998?  I was thinking that you guys
12 issued something from Freddie Zink, maybe, that was
13 grandfathered from when that sewer was installed to keep
14 it at that five foot?
15 JOHN FARR:  Sewer may be
16 different.  I don’t know about the sewer.
17 MIKE MILLER:   But even if it was
18 grandfathered for him, it wouldn’t be grandfathered for
19 you.
20 SCOTT MILLER:  Okay. 
21 BRAD SWILLEN:  Where is Freddie’s
22 building?  I keep hearing that.  Where is ---
23 SCOTT MILLER:  If you’re going in,
24 it’s to the left right there, the metal commercial
25 building on that left hand corner.
26 BRAD SWILLEN:  Is that MFZ
27 Properties, is that ---
28 SCOTT MILLER:   No, that’s me.  The
29 MEE Properties is on the right.  If you’re going into
30 the property going straight in -- so in other words ---
31 ALESIA HUNTER:   That’s right.  Yeah.
32 SCOTT MILLER:  --- if you’re coming
33 from here, this is Freddie’s building you’re looking at. 
34 This is my building right here.  I’m trying to build
35 this twelve hundred in between those.
36 BRAD SWILLEN:  You’re saying he got
37 a variance ---
38 ALESIA HUNTER:   He was the old
39 master plan prior to us even having these guidelines. 
40 So he was grandfathered in for the entire master plan
41 that he had submitted.
42 MIKE MILLER:   Any other questions? 
43 I know I’ve closed, but we still doing this?
44 DAN HARVELL:  This is off the
45 record.
46 OFF THE RECORD
47 MIKE MILLER:   All right.  What is
48 the pleasure of the board?
49 ALESIA HUNTER:   Mr. Chairman, if
50 he’s needing a request on the side then we’ve got a ---
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1 MIKE MILLER:   Can you tell us he’s
2 got to have that?
3 ALESIA HUNTER:   Because we haven’t
4 advertised for a reduction on the side yard setback. 
5 We’ve only -- the variance is only for the front.  So
6 you could vote on the front.  He would have to come back
7 for the side because he didn’t request the side.
8 MIKE MILLER:   Would it be just
9 easier for me to go ahead and table it then until he
10 does this?  Is he going to have to ---
11 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah, because he’ll
12 have to reapply.  But if he’s needing to get started on
13 the -- you know, for the front, then you could go ahead
14 and act upon that.
15 MIKE MILLER:   Can’t do the front
16 without doing the side.
17 SCOTT MILLER:  No.  Because I’ll
18 have to pour a slab.  I mean, it’s a metal building.  It
19 comes as a ---
20 MIKE MILLER:   What she’s saying
21 is, where you’re showing the 5.3, by county ordinance
22 you’re going to have to be at eight feet.  That’s what
23 I’m understanding from staff.
24 ALESIA HUNTER:   Let’s see here.  Let
25 me check this ---
26 MIKE MILLER:   Ms. Alesia, I’m
27 assuming, will try to explain it to us.
28 ALESIA HUNTER:   Hold on one second,
29 Mr. Chairman.  
30 Mr. Miller, what number is this building on this? 
31 Are these your buildings?
32 SCOTT MILLER:   No, I just have ---
33 ALESIA HUNTER:   Okay.
34 SCOTT MILLER:  Right here is the
35 building proposed.  That’s me right there.  But Freddie
36 had -- that was the proposed site, right there.  That
37 was the original -- how that thing was originally laid
38 out prior to sewer coming in there.
39 ALESIA HUNTER:   You’re at number 5
40 or ---
41 SCOTT MILLER:  I’m at that one is
42 where I’m ---
43 ALESIA HUNTER:   This one?
44 SCOTT MILLER:  --- adding for the
45 building to be built.
46 ALESIA HUNTER:   This one or this
47 one?
48 SCOTT MILLER:  No.  That one on
49 your back property line.  See, this is your entrance
50 that comes in.
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1 ALESIA HUNTER:   Right.
2 SCOTT MILLER:  I’m asking for the
3 twelve hundred square feet building to be built right
4 here, as opposed to the -- this shows twenty-four
5 hundred.
6 ALESIA HUNTER:   This building that’s
7 shown here.
8 SCOTT MILLER:  Right.  That’s
9 actually -- the spec called for twenty-four hundred and
10 I’m going down.
11 ALESIA HUNTER:   Okay.  Mr. Chairman,
12 ---
13 MIKE MILLER:   Yes.
14 ALESIA HUNTER:   Okay.  So according
15 to this we could go ahead and use this master plan
16 because he’s showing this building inside this actual
17 master plan.  So we could move forward with just the
18 front.
19 MIKE MILLER:   It’s in compliance
20 with Anderson County?
21 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah.  It’s under
22 the old five feet.
23 MIKE MILLER:   Okay.
24 ALESIA HUNTER:   So we can go ahead
25 with that because that was -- oh, gosh, what’s the date
26 on this?
27 SCOTT MILLER:  Probably 1998,
28 maybe.
29 ALESIA HUNTER:   --- nineteen ninety
30 ... it’s cut off there, but ‘97 or 1998.  So since that
31 building is shown there and shown at that footprint,
32 then we can move forward with just the front.
33 MIKE MILLER:   Okay.  So what is
34 the pleasure of the board?  I’ve got a motion from Mr.
35 Ashley to accept.  Do I have a second?
36 DAN HARVELL:  Second.
37 MIKE MILLER:   Mr. Harvell seconds. 
38 All in favor, raise your right hand.  All opposed like
39 sign.  
40 Staff report.
41 HENRY YOUMANS:   This is item (d) on
42 your agenda.  
43 SCOTT MILLER:  Thank you.
44 HENRY YOUMANS:   This is an
45 application for a variance to allow ---
46 ALESIA HUNTER:   Mr. Chairman, I’m
47 sorry.  What was -- for Mr. Miller?
48 MIKE MILLER:   Approval.
49 ALESIA HUNTER:   Approval for zero?
50 MIKE MILLER:   Zero is what he was
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1 after.
2 ALESIA HUNTER:   Okay.
3 DAN HARVELL:  With the allowance
4 of the six inches.
5 MIKE MILLER:   With allowance of
6 the six inches at the rear.
7 DAN HARVELL:  Right.
8 MIKE MILLER:   It’s right on it
9 with the gutter.  So it’s got to be in play.
10 HENRY YOUMANS:   This is an
11 application for a variance to allow the reduction of the
12 front setback for construction of a single-family
13 residence and an eighteen by thirty-two workshop.  The
14 applicant’s name is Lisa R. Martinez.  She is the owner. 
15 The property is located at 1234 Pine Lake Drive in
16 Townsville.  It is Council District 4.  You have the tax
17 map information available to you.  It is unzoned.  And
18 the land use is residential.  
19 The applicant is requesting a variance to allow the
20 reduction of the front setback requirements from ten
21 feet to six feet from the right-of-way of Pine Lake
22 Drive to allow the construction of a single-family
23 residence and an eighteen by thirty-two workshop.
24 This is her application that was submitted.  This is
25 a letter from Thomas Hood.  He is a -- from Tommy Hood
26 Engineering.  He stated that the front is capable of
27 supporting twenty-five hundred pounds per square foot
28 and is suitable for a building being constructed.  The
29 footer is able to support the given -- the road as
30 indicated on that report.  The lot is an existing non-
31 conforming lot of record of fourteen thousand two
32 hundred forty-six feet.  A single-family home
33 construction and attached garage meets the rear
34 setbacks.  The proposed construction of the 18.32
35 workshop would meet the setbacks as an accessory
36 construction.  There’s a natural outcropping of granite
37 located on the property of the proposed construction. 
38 Topography limits the placement and location of the
39 building.  The applicant has demonstrated a hardship and
40 the proposed construction would not be a detriment to
41 the area.  
42 This is a diagram of the proposed garage, the layout
43 of the single-family residence, a diagram of the
44 residence indicating the granite outcropping
45 incorporated into that build.  Another view of that
46 build showing that outcropping.  This is an overhead
47 view of the property.  
48 Staff recommends the approval of the variance
49 request allowing the setback to be moved from ten feet
50 to six feet.
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1 MIKE MILLER:   Thank you, staff. 
2 I’ll go ahead and open us up into public hearing.  Are
3 there anyone speaking against?  Are there anyone
4 speaking against?  Hearing no one speaking against, are
5 you Ms. Lisa?  
6 LISA MARTINEZ:  Yes, sir. 
7 MIKE MILLER:   All right.  Come to
8 the mic and tell us who you are.
9 LISA MARTINEZ:  I’m Lisa Martinez. 
10 I designed that little house, by the way.  I’m very
11 proud of it.  I’m actually -- the shop is already there. 
12 So I don’t need a variance for the shop.  Just the six
13 feet on the back side.  It’s supposed to be ten, I think
14 it is, but I need six.  
15 On the front roadway, it’s supposed to be forty-five
16 feet from the center of the road before you start your
17 construction of your home.  And I’m asking for a
18 variance of thirty-five because of the shop being there.
19 MIKE MILLER:   So the information
20 that we’ve got here does not match what you’re asking
21 for?
22 LISA MARTINEZ:  It should. 
23 Everything was written down.
24 MIKE MILLER:   We’ll get Alesia ...
25 ALESIA HUNTER:   Let’s see here. 
26 Application is -- this is Whitaker?  No, Pine Lake. 
27 Let’s see.  Okay.  The application is at six feet and
28 ten feet.  Six feet for the shop and ten feet reduction
29 for the construction of the house.  This is what her
30 application says.
31 LISA MARTINEZ:  On the shop it needs
32 to be ten feet, if I can get a variance; instead of ten
33 feet, six feet on the back. 
34 ALESIA HUNTER:   Well, you’ll have to
35 come back, because we advertise exactly what’s on your
36 application here.
37 LISA MARTINEZ:  I don’t -- okay.
38 DAN HARVELL:  We don’t see a shop
39 on any of this plat work.
40 ALESIA HUNTER:   Well, she ---
41 LISA MARTINEZ:  That was what the  
42 ---
43 ALESIA HUNTER:   The application was
44 ---
45 LISA MARTINEZ:  --- engineer had to
46 come out and look at for the footings and everything. 
47 That was what that letter was about.
48 MIKE MILLER:   I don’t.  Because
49 the way I looked at it was the shop was being built and
50 the house was sitting on top of it, the way I looked at
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1 it to start off with.
2 BRAD SWILLEN:  So the shop is
3 already built.  Is that what you’re telling us?
4 LISA MARTINEZ:  Yes, sir.  It’s
5 already there.
6 DAN HARVELL:  Does it show in this
7 aerial photograph?
8 LISA MARTINEZ:  You see the rock
9 wall in the back?  It’s actually ---
10 BRAD SWILLEN:  Excuse my ignorance,
11 but how was it built if it required a ten-foot setback
12 and it was built with a six-foot setback?
13 LISA MARTINEZ:  So I got the permit
14 and they did have the setback and everything on the
15 permit.  But the guy that built it didn’t -- I don’t
16 know what happened.
17 MIKE MILLER:   So it’s not -- the
18 shop that’s built now is not in compliance to Anderson
19 County codes?
20 LISA MARTINEZ:  Exactly.  It should
21 be -- the way the property is shaped like a pie at the
22 back.  That’s actually -- the corner of the building is
23 actually six feet instead of ten on the property --
24 toward the property line.
25 BRAD SWILLEN:  When was that shop
26 built?
27 LISA MARTINEZ:  Last year.
28 MIKE MILLER:   So the inspector did
29 not pick that up when he was out?
30 LISA MARTINEZ:  Yes, he did.  That’s
31 why we’re here.  We asked for that to be fixed and ---
32 MIKE MILLER:   So why has it taken
33 that long to get to us, since it’s in non-compliance?
34 LISA MARTINEZ:  I don’t know.  I
35 mean like I didn’t know that it needed -- like I knew it
36 needed to be inspected once they got it done.  It took
37 them a while to get it done.  And then when they come
38 out to inspect it is when he let me know that it was too
39 close to the property line on that back corner.  So then
40 I had to take care of that.
41 MIKE MILLER:   Is the shop stick
42 built or is it a metal building or ---
43 LISA MARTINEZ:  It’s a metal
44 building.
45 MIKE MILLER:   So it was actually a
46 fab building that was brought in, poured a concrete slab
47 and then put it up on it?
48 LISA MARTINEZ:  It wasn’t brought
49 in.  It was built onsite, welded and everything.  It was
50 still not -- like aluminum.
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1 MIKE MILLER:   Okay.  Can you help
2 us out, Alesia?
3 ALESIA HUNTER:   Mr. Chairman, it
4 looks like -- well, the report -- Mr. Henry, you’ve got
5 on the report here, single-family residence and an
6 eighteen by thirty-two square foot workshop.  But then
7 in the body here, it’s ten feet for the single-family. 
8 Well, he’s got single-family and that.  So how much does
9 she need, because the request was from ten to six.
10 MIKE MILLER:   And it’s already in
11 place, so we need to grant that variance because she’s
12 using the building.
13 LISA MARTINEZ:  Right.  There’s
14 actually two variances I’m asking for.  I’m asking you
15 to please grant the mistake that my builder did on that
16 shop.  And then for me to build the house in front of
17 the shop there.  It’s supposed to be forty-five feet
18 from the center of the road.  But because of the way the
19 property is, I could only do thirty-five feet from the
20 center of the road to start the house.
21 MIKE MILLER:   So does she need to
22 come back and reapply to the county?
23 ALESIA HUNTER:   We can give her --
24 do what we call a lot average on the front, Mr.
25 Chairman.  It would take a lot average from the nearest
26 house there, within two hundred feet, so we could grant
27 her that in-house.  And then we would have to deal with
28 the workshop.  So she needs to tell us exactly how much
29 she needs, because it’s a lot of confusion, because her
30 application has got two different things down.
31 LISA MARTINEZ:  It’s two different
32 variances I’m asking for.
33 MIKE MILLER:   Does she need to
34 come back and reapply?
35 ALESIA HUNTER:   She needs to tell us
36 ---
37 MIKE MILLER:   We’re going to try
38 to do this tonight?
39 ALESIA HUNTER:   I think we need to
40 just table it and then we’ll sit down with her and then
41 work it out and then come back.
42 MIKE MILLER:   All right.  We’ve
43 got a recommendation from staff to table.  And I will go
44 ahead and make that motion to table.  Do I have a
45 second?  I got a second.  All in favor raise your right
46 hand.  All opposed like sign.  So it has been tabled.  
47 You will need to go back and talk to Alesia or
48 whoever with the county.  It doesn’t mean that we’re
49 throwing it away, but the way it’s set up now we can’t
50 vote on it because of the way it’s been written up.  And
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1 so we need to change some verbiage to this of what
2 you’re wanting.  And then once we do that, then next
3 month we can vote on it.  And we’ll bring it back
4 because it’ll be a tabled item that will automatically
5 be put back on the agenda as long as you meet with her.
6 LISA MARTINEZ:  Will I need to be
7 here?
8 MIKE MILLER:   Yes.
9 Staff report.
10 HENRY YOUMANS:   This is item (e) on
11 the agenda.  It’s an application for a variance to allow
12 the reduction of a setback for construction of a twenty-
13 eight by forty garage on Lakewood Drive and Whitaker
14 Road.  The applicant’s name is Collin Nikkila.  He is
15 also the owner of the property.  The property is located
16 at 137 Whitaker Road in Townville.  Council District 4. 
17 It is currently unzoned and the land use is residential.
18 The applicant is requesting a variance to allow the
19 reduction of the setback requirements from twenty feet
20 to .5 feet of the right-of-way of Lakewood Drive and
21 from the right-of-way of Whitaker Road to allow the
22 construction of a twenty-eight by forty garage. 
23 Finding of facts:  The Anderson County Code of
24 Ordinance under Chapter 38, Section 38-374, requires
25 that the front setback shall be twenty feet from local
26 roads.  The parcel -- the lot is a parcel hook with the
27 majority of the land across Whitaker Road.  The parcel
28 hook is between two roads, Whitaker Road and Lakewood
29 Drive.  Lakewood Drive is a collector, requiring a
30 forty-foot setback which the applicant intends to meet. 
31 His application is listed there.  This is a diagram of
32 the property.  The main residence sits at the lower part
33 of the survey.  The proposed construction is in the
34 upper part of the survey between Whitaker Road and
35 Lakewood Drive.  
36 This diagram shows the proposed construction of the
37 garage.  This is a letter from DOT stating that there
38 are no required changes as far as expansion on Lakewood
39 Drive as it now exists, and that the right-of-way for
40 Lakewood Drive is showing in our plans -- their plans as
41 thirty-three feet from the center line of the roadway. 
42 And there could be no building constructed within the
43 DOT -- South Carolina DOT roadway -- right-of-way.
44 The lot has two hundred and one feet of road
45 frontage with the road positioning at the angle of the
46 parcel.  The lot is the existing non-conforming lot of
47 record.  The property where the proposed garage will be
48 is located approximately on approximately four thousand
49 four hundred and fifty-four square feet.  The lot ranges
50 from 44.46 feet to 12.87 feet in width, according to the
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1 survey.  Both SCDOT and Anderson County Roads and
2 Bridges has stated the reduction of the setback is
3 allowed as long as it does not encroach into the right-
4 of-way.  
5 The applicant has demonstrated a hardship and the
6 twenty-eight by forty garage structure would not be a
7 detriment to the area and does not encroach on
8 neighboring properties.
9 These are exhibits from the DOT report.  This shows
10 an aerial of the actual property with Whitaker Road
11 going between both upper and lower parcels.  This is
12 another diagram showing the proposed construction of the
13 garage.  This is an example of the proposed garage as
14 being presented.  This is the aerial from Anderson
15 County showing both parcels.  
16 The board has granted other variances similar to
17 this request and would be consistent with its approval. 
18 And the staff is seeking the board’s guidance for a
19 reduction of the setback to .5 feet.  This is consistent
20 with previous variances requesting less than a one-foot
21 setback.
22 That’s the report.
23 MIKE MILLER:   Thank you, staff.  I
24 will now open us up in public hearing.  Are there anyone
25 speaking against?  Are there anyone speaking for it?  
26 Since there’s no one here speaking against or for
27 it, I will now close the public hearing.  Have you got
28 any questions, board, to the staff?  I’ve got some
29 concerns.  
30 On the little drawing that we’ve got, I’m assuming
31 that that building has been set on that .102 acres and
32 the little black box that’s right there is where they’re
33 trying to put that building?
34 HENRY YOUMANS:   That’s correct.
35 MIKE MILLER:   And which corner is
36 the six-inch setback?  And since we have no one here
37 speaking for it, we can’t get answers.
38 HENRY YOUMANS:   It would be off of
39 Lakewood.  
40 MIKE MILLER:   I mean, I’ll make a
41 motion, but my motion is to deny.
42 BRAD SWILLEN:  I second that.
43 MIKE MILLER:   All in favor raise
44 your right hand.  Three to two?
45 DAN HARVELL:  Yep, three/two.
46 MIKE MILLER:   Three/two. 
47 Staff report.
48 HENRY YOUMANS:   The final item on
49 the agenda for this evening is item (f).  This is an
50 appeal of the parking regulation for proposed
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1 subdivision on the provisions of outlining Chapter 38,
2 Section 38-37 et al.  The appellate is J. Scott
3 Seagraves.  The property is located at 119 Cely Lane,
4 Piedmont.  Council District 6.  It is currently unzoned
5 and land use is residential.  
6 The applicant is requesting a variance appealing the
7 staff’s report recommendation for the parking
8 requirements for townhouses.  
9 Findings of facts is that Anderson County Code of
10 Ordinance under Chapter 38, Section 38-37, which defines
11 townhouses, 38-208 defining off-street parking, 38-209
12 purpose of off-street parking, 38-210 a dwelling unit
13 requires 1.5 spaces for each one-bedroom unit and two
14 more spaces for each unit with two or more bedrooms, and
15 section 38-214 under design standards.  In his attached
16 letter that came with the application he cited all of
17 these sections as being his concern in determining -- of
18 the staff’s determination of the recommendation of the
19 parking standard.  
20 The appellate is seeking separate definition
21 classification for townhouses as described in Section
22 38-37.  The request for appeal isn’t proper.  The
23 appellant has failed to demonstrate the existence of
24 undue hardship for the proposed construction.  
25 The staff’s report recommendation clearly states the
26 intended purpose of the ordinance and the requirement to
27 provide off-street parking.  The appellant’s
28 consideration that the staff’s recommendation somehow
29 influences the price of housing in Anderson County is
30 not applicable and not to be considered in this
31 proceeding before the board.  The board has approved the
32 staff recommendations of similar projects to this
33 request and would be consistent with denial of this
34 appeal.  
35 The BZA does not have the authority or subject
36 matter jurisdiction to adhere to this appeal.  This is
37 something that should be brought before the Planning
38 Commission and it will require changes in the ordinances
39 which this body does not have the authority to do.
40 The staff recommends that the board upholds the
41 staff’s interpretation of the off-street parking as
42 defined in Chapter 38, Section 38-209.
43 This is the report and recommendation.
44 MIKE MILLER:   Thank you, staff.  I
45 will now open us up into public hearing.  Are there
46 anyone speaking against?  Are there anyone speaking for
47 it?  Mr. Wesley.
48 WESLEY WHITE:  Thank you.  Wesley
49 White, Ridge Water Engineering.  I represent the
50 applicant, Mr. Seagraves.  The letter was pretty
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1 detailed.  I don’t know if many of you had a chance to
2 go through it.  Do you have our PDF of the site plan on
3 there at all?
4 HENRY YOUMANS:   All that I received
5 was the letter that was attached with the appeal.
6 WESLEY WHITE:  Okay.  So in essence
7 there’s two different standards in Anderson County,
8 alone; one for zoned and one for unzoned areas.  In
9 unzoned areas townhomes are considered under a
10 regulation that requires each townhome to only count the
11 garage and parking space -- or garage and driveway as
12 one parking space.  
13 And in doing that, to meet the requirement of this
14 one, we have to have forty-seven parking places
15 somewhere on the site.  And so what we’re asking for is
16 a reduction down to only eleven additional parking
17 spaces to allow us to count the garage and the driveway
18 as two parking spaces.  
19 In zoned areas this is not an issue.  Staff and I
20 have had this discussion.  I’ve had this discussion with
21 the council chairman, as well.  It’s -- in my opinion
22 this is the only county that this interpretation in the
23 ordinance is written this way.  Greenville County,
24 Spartanburg, city of Greenville, all -- city of
25 Anderson, all have -- they allow a parking space -- two
26 parking spaces to be counted as a driveway and a garage. 
27 So we’re simply -- in addition, we would have had the
28 option had we waited probably another six months to go
29 through the conservation ordinance that’s now in place
30 with the county.  Obviously we were trying to pursue and
31 get out grading permit ahead of time.  So conservation
32 easement, you know, asks for lower impact, you know,
33 lower stormwater runoff, lower green space -- or more
34 green space requirements.  So that’s all we’re doing. 
35 We’re not actually changing anything other than taking
36 the approved plan that we’ve got and removing about
37 sixteen thousand square feet worth of asphalt.
38 MIKE MILLER:   I’ve got a question.
39 WESLEY WHITE:  Uh-huh
40 (affirmative). 
41 MIKE MILLER:   The owner of the
42 property is shown as Palmetto Baptist Church ---
43 WESLEY WHITE:  That’s correct.
44 MIKE MILLER:   --- of the Upstate.
45 WESLEY WHITE:  That’s correct. 
46 That’s who Mr. Seagraves is purchasing it from.
47 MIKE MILLER:   So right now it
48 still belongs to the church.
49 WESLEY WHITE:  As of today.  I
50 think they close tomorrow actually.
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1 MIKE MILLER:   Okay.  And then the
2 second thing that I’m worried about being on the board
3 is looking at the ordinance that’s through Anderson
4 County, and me being as vice chairman and representing
5 the chairman tonight, that we do not have the ability to
6 overrule the -- our bylaws or either down to the
7 ordinance of Anderson County.
8 WESLEY WHITE:  What about a
9 variance?  I mean are y’all allowed to do a variance
10 from it?
11 MIKE MILLER:   Well, I don’t really
12 know ---
13 WESLEY WHITE:  Because we weren’t
14 instructed that way.
15 ALESIA HUNTER:   Mr. Chairman, his
16 letter says he is requesting a reduction, right here. 
17 To be clear we are not requesting a reduction.  But he
18 says here that -- he just said a reduction of eleven. 
19 WESLEY WHITE:  Reduction to eleven.
20 ALESIA HUNTER:   To eleven.  
21 WESLEY WHITE:  Down to eleven.
22 ALESIA HUNTER:   But his letter says
23 that they are not asking for a reduction of parking
24 spaces.  His whole thing is for an appeal of the
25 interpretation.
26 WESLEY WHITE:  All right.  So when
27 we initially ---
28 ALESIA HUNTER:   Because then we
29 can’t -- we have to stop the meeting because we haven’t
30 advertised for a reduction of parking.  The public
31 hearing is for an interpretation because his document
32 clearly stated that he is not requesting a reduction,
33 and he just said he is, of eleven spaces.  And we
34 haven’t properly advertised that.
35 MIKE MILLER:   So ---
36 WESLEY WHITE:  Your interpretation
37 was that we were required to have forty-seven parking
38 spaces; one space -- that the garage and the driveway
39 only count for one parking space.  That was your
40 interpretation.  That’s the way we went forward with the
41 design.  
42 We’re asking for -- we were instructed to, and
43 that’s why we’re here today, was we were instructed that
44 we had to appeal her decision.  And there’s actually an
45 application for appealing her decision as the
46 administrator of development standards.  That’s why
47 we’re here.  We’re appealing her decision.  It doesn’t
48 matter what -- you know, we’re asking for something
49 different than her opinion.  And her opinion of the
50 ordinance was forty-seven spaces.
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1 MIKE MILLER:   But when you say her
2 opinion, you mean Anderson County’s opinion?
3 WESLEY WHITE:  No, it’s her
4 position.  Her position’s opinion.
5 ALESIA HUNTER:   And we’ve had
6 several projects that we’ve done with him that comply
7 with our interpretation of what the ordinance is.  So he
8 has designed projects to meet the ordinance.
9 WESLEY WHITE:  Right.  That doesn’t
10 -- but that’s just because those clients chose now to
11 appeal them -- or appeal her decision.  We’ve had this
12 discussion before.  But I mean I think our application
13 is correct.  I don’t think we have to re-advertise
14 anything.  
15 And I’m a little confused on why we would get to
16 this point and just now be instructed that we can’t do
17 this because it’s -- you know, we’ve got to go somewhere
18 else.  So I’m a little ---
19 ALESIA HUNTER:   His appeal was that
20 he didn’t agree with the way we were interpreting the
21 ordinance, is what ---
22 MIKE MILLER:   And that’s the way I
23 read it and that’s the way I took it.
24 WESLEY WHITE:  Right.
25 JOHN FARR:  Question.  In the
26 townhouse construction in Anderson County -- my son just
27 bought one. 
28 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yes.
29 JOHN FARR:  And he has a
30 driveway that has two parking places.
31 ALESIA HUNTER:   Two spaces per unit;
32 yes.
33 JOHN FARR:  Two places to park
34 and that’s it.
35 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yes.
36 JOHN FARR:  Where is all these
37 other parking places coming in?
38 ALESIA HUNTER:   They’re supposed to
39 have two -- so they don’t park on the road.  That’s why
40 we have it that way.  They have to have their own -- two
41 parking spaces per unit to keep the cars off of the road
42 and off of the right-of-way.
43 JOHN FARR:  His townhouses do
44 not?
45 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah.  And he’s
46 saying he doesn’t agree with that.
47 WESLEY WHITE:  Well, we have a
48 garage and a driveway.
49 ALESIA HUNTER:   But the garage
50 doesn’t count as off-street parking.
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1 JOHN FARR:  Oh, I’ve got you. 
2 Okay.
3 WESLEY WHITE:  But it does in
4 single-family residences, it counts as two spaces.
5 ALESIA HUNTER:   See, we don’t even
6 do parking for single-family.  They’re exempt.
7 WESLEY WHITE:  But if you read
8 through the ordinance -- you know, and that’s the
9 confusion of this whole thing.  And I have talked to
10 county council about trying to -- basically you’re just
11 forcing people in unzoned areas to put parking that
12 nobody uses.  You know, they end up having boats stored
13 there.  You know, cars go bad and sit there.  So it kind
14 of goes against every other ordinance that they have. 
15 And it’s in our opinion that townhomes should be allowed
16 to count both the garage and driveway as two parking
17 spaces and not be required -- because it’s the same
18 interpretation in zoned areas.  Zoned areas has the same
19 verbiage but just -- it’s not required to be -- not
20 required to have an extra parking space.
21 BRAD SWILLEN:  So just to make sure
22 the math adds up in my head here.  So we’re talking
23 about forty-seven ---
24 WESLEY WHITE:  There are forty-
25 seven townhome units.
26 BRAD SWILLEN:  --- townhome units.
27 WESLEY WHITE:  And forty-seven
28 parking spaces.
29 BRAD SWILLEN:  Okay.  So all forty-
30 seven townhome units have a garage; right?
31 WESLEY WHITE:  Correct.  And a
32 driveway.
33 BRAD SWILLEN:  Okay.
34 JOHN FARR:  But that garage is
35 not considered a parking place.
36 ALESIA HUNTER:   No, it’s ---
37 WESLEY WHITE:  According to her
38 interpretation of the ordinance.
39 ALESIA HUNTER:   --- not -- for the
40 homeowner it’s considered that, but the off-street
41 parking is required so that people don’t -- because most
42 people have two cars or three cars, and if they have
43 teenagers they have more than that.  So that means that
44 people that come to visit don’t have a place to park. 
45 That’s the reason it’s set up that way.  
46 In zoned areas it is different because the lots are
47 smaller.  So they do give them that benefit of having
48 the garage used as off-street parking because the lots
49 can go down to eight thousand square feet, and some of
50 them smaller than that.  So they do allow that in zoned
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1 areas, but not unzoned areas.  And even there, Mr.
2 Swillen, in Powdersville, we just did one, a townhome
3 development and they’ve had to provide that off-street
4 parking, the two spaces.
5 MIKE MILLER:   But getting back to
6 what you just said a few minutes ago, Alesia.  We don’t
7 even really need to be discussing this based off of the
8 information that was given to Anderson County?
9 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah.  The way that
10 I understood it was he was appealing the way we were
11 interpreting the ordinance.  It was never about any
12 reduction of that.  
13 WESLEY WHITE:  We say that
14 throughout the letter.
15 ALESIA HUNTER:   To be clear, we are
16 not requesting a reduction in the number of required
17 parading spaces for our forty-seven unit townhome
18 development.
19 WESLEY WHITE:  I think you’re --
20 where are you reading from?
21 ALESIA HUNTER:   It’s on page four of
22 seven.  It was just my ---
23 MIKE MILLER:   So at the
24 recommendation of Anderson County that we’re being told
25 that we do not need to discuss this.  Do I need to table
26 this or what do we need to do until we get better
27 clarification?
28 ALESIA HUNTER:   Well, you can act on
29 what staff -- what we reported to you.  That it is our
30 interpretation that providing two off-street parking
31 spaces is consistent with what the Planning Commission
32 and county council has approved by ordinance.  That’s
33 what we’re asking the board to -- because the board
34 doesn’t have the authority to change the numbers.
35 MIKE MILLER:   So if we approve the
36 ordinance and approve this, then we just changed the ---
37 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah, and you don’t
38 have the authority ---
39 MIKE MILLER:   I don’t have the
40 authority to do that?
41 ALESIA HUNTER:   Right.  So you’re
42 here to uphold or not uphold what our interpretation is
43 in terms of what off-street parking is considered.
44 WESLEY WHITE:  So they can vote on
45 your interpretation?
46 MIKE MILLER:   Well, first of all
47 it’s not her’s.  It’s Anderson County’s.
48 WESLEY WHITE:  Well, the way the
49 statute reads is that the -- what’s your title? 
50 Development Standards Administrator.
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1 ALESIA HUNTER:   Yeah, he keeps
2 saying me individually.  It’s not -- it’s the way the
3 ordinance is written.
4 WESLEY WHITE:  I’m not attacking
5 Alesia at all.  This is -- for me it’s been an issue
6 with design that I’ve done on numerous projects, but
7 this just happens to be one where the client is like,
8 you know, hey it would really help if we didn’t have to
9 do all that extra parking because it’s useless.  And
10 nobody else requires it anywhere else.  So that’s why
11 we’re pursuing -- and I have a little bit of concern
12 with the fact that we were instructed to -- that this
13 was the route we had to take to resolve the issue, but
14 now we’re being told y’all don’t have the ability to
15 address the issue.  So it’s a little ---
16 ALESIA HUNTER:   No, he’s in the
17 right place.  He’s saying that he’s appealing our
18 interpretation.  So he’s at the right board.  He’s been
19 given the correct instructions.
20 DAN HARVELL:  Well, if that’s a
21 process that’s allowed, then we have authority to make
22 the decision; right?
23 ALESIA HUNTER:   We’re giving you
24 this because this is the way that the law is set up for
25 him to have due process to come and tell you all he
26 doesn’t agree with what -- the way we’re interpreting
27 the ordinance.  This gives him this due process to come
28 to the board.  It doesn’t mean that anything has
29 changed.
30 MIKE MILLER:   But we don’t have --
31 being able to do this, the way I read it, was that we
32 don’t have the ability to change the ordinance.
33 ALESIA HUNTER:   Now if he’s asking
34 for the reduction down to eleven, that’s totally
35 different, but that’s not what is -- what that was.
36 WESLEY WHITE:  Part of the reason
37 that was written in there is because originally we
38 thought we had to apply for a variance request to the
39 ordinance.  And that’s kind of the way we -- and then
40 once we did that, we were informed, no, you’re actually
41 probably more likely asking for an appeal of her -- of
42 the decision.  And I didn’t even realize there was an
43 actual form that’s separated out for that specifically. 
44 So that’s the process that we’re trying to follow.
45 DAN HARVELL:  I don’t know where
46 we go with this.
47 MIKE MILLER:   The only thing I can
48 say is based off of the facts and findings of Anderson
49 County ordinance, I do not have the permission to change
50 that.  And if -- I brought it before, we’re going to
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1 either table it or deny it.
2 WESLEY WHITE:  But we’re not
3 changing anything.
4 JOHN FARR:  How does he give him
5 permission to do that?
6 WESLEY WHITE:  Is it a variance? 
7 Because I mean aren’t variances changing -- that’s what
8 a variance is.
9 ALESIA HUNTER:   It’s not a variance
10 because you’re making ---
11 WESLEY WHITE:  Well, we were
12 instructed not to do a variance.
13 HENRY YOUMANS:   Point of order, Mr.
14 Chairman.  I think the board can actually vote on what’s
15 the staff’s recommendation was and uphold that
16 recommendation.  He doesn’t have other legal processes
17 that he can go through with.
18 JOHN FARR:  That was my
19 question.  What is the process?
20 HENRY YOUMANS:   He’s come before
21 this board asking that the recommendation of the staff
22 be changed.  We’ve done similar projects with similar
23 subdivisions in the county that have been approved using
24 the same standard.  He’s asking us to deviate from that
25 standard and create a new standard for this project. 
26 And I think the board’s position should be that it
27 should uphold what the staff’s recommendation was based
28 on the project, which was approved, and if he wishes to
29 pursue other legal processes, he has it on the record
30 how your vote would be and he could pursue whatever
31 actions he wants to pursue at that point.
32 ALESIA HUNTER:   Uh-huh
33 (affirmative).
34 BRAD SWILLEN:  Can I ask one more
35 question.  I guess I’m a little confused here.  But on
36 your request here on page four where it says our
37 request, it says, to be clear we are not requesting a
38 reduction in the number of required parking spaces ---
39 WESLEY WHITE:  Should have said the
40 full number.
41 BRAD SWILLEN:  I’m sorry.
42 WESLEY WHITE:  It should have said
43 the full number of -- or full reduction.  I’m sorry. 
44 That word full should have been in there.
45 BRAD SWILLEN:  That’s sort of
46 critical.
47 WESLEY WHITE:  I understand.
48 BRAD SWILLEN:  Because what you’re
49 asking is completely different than what that says.  And
50 I’m not trying to ---
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1 WESLEY WHITE:  I understand.
2 BRAD SWILLEN:  You know, if we’re
3 going to have a standard then I think we need ---
4 WESLEY WHITE:  Right.  Sure.
5 MIKE MILLER:   So what is the
6 pleasure of the board?
7 JOHN FARR:  I make a motion we
8 deny as staff said.
9 BRAD SWILLEN:  I would second that.
10 WESLEY WHITE:  Hold on.  Are y’all
11 denying their opinion?  Because he talked about -- can
12 you clarify whether you’re denying their opinion or
13 whether you’re denying the applicant’s request to ---
14 MIKE MILLER:   Mr. Farr, do you
15 want to ---
16 JOHN FARR:  We’re denying the
17 fact that you want to count the garage as a parking
18 place.
19 BRAD SWILLEN:  We’re upholding the
20 staff interpretation.
21 JOHN FARR:  We’re upholding what
22 the staff recommended.
23 WESLEY WHITE:  Okay.
24 JOHN FARR:  And to be honest
25 with you, Henry might can tell you, I don’t know where
26 you go with this.  And if I was you, I’d go somewhere
27 but I don’t know where.  But that’s just up to you.  My
28 motion is just to deny the claim as it’s put forth.
29 MIKE MILLER:   So I got a motion
30 from Mr. Farr on denial.  I’ve got a second from Brad. 
31 All in favor.
32 DAN HARVELL:  Discussion.
33 MIKE MILLER:   Any discussion?
34 DAN HARVELL:  Yes.  I’m going to
35 abstain from this because I think this is a -- I think
36 this is almost a double jeopardy situation.  I don’t see
37 this as being fair, necessarily, to us or the applicant
38 based on the odd situation.  I don’t ever remember us
39 getting -- I don’t even remember us getting a request
40 that was worded like this.  
41 MIKE MILLER:   See, I really think
42 that’s the county attorney that needs to be doing that.  
43 ALESIA HUNTER:   Well, they’ve
44 already ---
45 WESLEY WHITE:  I’d love it if they
46 just changed the ordinance.
47 ALESIA HUNTER:   They’ve already
48 looked at that and they have not -- they’ve decided
49 they’re not going to change it because this is what they
50 -- and it’s mainly, Mr. Chairman, it’s to keep people
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1 from parking on the streets.
2 MIKE MILLER:   I understand.
3 BRAD SWILLEN:  Mr. Chairman, just
4 to be clear, do you think it would be a good idea to
5 define exactly what we’re voting on?  I know we said
6 deny, but just to make sure we’ve voting to uphold the
7 staff interpretation.  Would that ---
8 MIKE MILLER:   Do you want to amend
9 that?
10 BRAD SWILLEN:  I’d like to amend
11 that just to be clear.
12 MIKE MILLER:   You amend it.
13 BRAD SWILLEN:  Amend it to we are
14 going to vote to uphold the staff interpretation of off-
15 street parking as defined in Chapter 38, Section 38-209.
16 MIKE MILLER:   So that is the new
17 motion that has been amended.
18 JOHN FARR:  That’s fine.  Yeah.
19 DAN HARVELL:  You have to make a
20 motion to amend.
21 MIKE MILLER:   All right.  Do I
22 have a motion to amend?  I’ll make that motion.
23 JOHN FARR:  Second.
24 MIKE MILLER:   All right.  We
25 second it.  
26 DAN HARVELL:  And then discussion.
27 MIKE MILLER:   All right.  Are
28 there any discussion?
29 DAN HARVELL:  Yeah, I still -- I’m
30 still hanging on this phraseology here of appeal from
31 action of enforcement official application.  I just --
32 I’m not wrapping my brain around that.  And I will not
33 vote for this one way or the other because I -- this is
34 something we’ve never seen before.  I don’t think we’ve
35 ever done this before.
36 JOHN FARR:  I agree with that.
37 MIKE MILLER:   We’ve still got a
38 motion.  We’ve got a second.  Are we through with
39 discussion?  All in favor raise your right hand.  All
40 opposed like sign.
41 DAN HARVELL:  Abstain.
42 MIKE MILLER:   And Dan abstains.
43 WESLEY WHITE:  Thank y’all. 
44 Appreciate it.
45 MIKE MILLER:   Thank you.
46 Okay.  Are there any more old business?  Are there
47 any new business?  
48 Hearing nothing do I have a motion to adjourn?
49 JOHN FARR:  So moved.
50 MIKE MILLER:   Motion.  Second. 
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1 All in favor raise your right hand.  Thank y’all.
2
3 (MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:32 P.M.)



A -Lisa R. Martinez 
1234 Pinelake Drive, Townville  

 
 

Amended Application for a Variance 
Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting 

County Council Chambers 2nd Floor-Historic Courthouse (DISTRICT #4) 
Anderson, South Carolina 

December 9, 2021 
5:00PM 

Amended Staff Report 
 

Application for a Variance – To allow a reduction of side setback from 10’ feet to 5’feet for construction of a 
single family residence and personal workshop. 
 
Applicant:     Lisa R. Martinez 
 
Owner of Property: Lisa R. Davis aka Lisa R. Martinez 
 
Property Location: 1234 Pinelake Dr, Townville 
 
Council District: Four (4) 
 
Tax Map Number (TMS #): 27-03-01-005 
 
Property Description: Lot 81, Pinelake Drive 
 
Current Zoning: Unzoned 
 
Land Use: Residential 
 
Applicant Request: Applicant is requesting a Variance to allow a reduction of side setback from 10’ feet to 5’ 
feet for construction of a single family residence and personal workshop. The proposed construction of the 
single-family home and personal workshop meet the rear setbacks. 
 
Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 38, Section 38-371, item (5) Minimum 
side/rear setback. No residence shall be placed within ten feet of a side or rear lot line. 
  
Staff Recommendation:   
 

1) The lot is an existing, non-conforming lot of record approximately 14,246 square feet.  
2) The proposed construction of the single-family home and personal workshop meet the rear setbacks. 
3) A natural outcropping of granite determines the location of proposed construction. The topography limits 

the placement and location of building. 
4) Applicant has demonstrated the existence of a hardship and the proposed construction would not be a 

detriment to the area. 
5) The Board has granted other variances similar to this request and would be consistent with its approval.  
6) If approved, the applicant will be required to obtain a residential compliance letter from Development 

Standards and a building permit from Building & Codes. 
 

   















B – Colin Nikkila 
137 Whitaker, Townville  

 
 

Amended Application for a Variance 
Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting 

County Council Chambers 2nd Floor-Historic Courthouse (DISTRICT #4) 
Anderson, South Carolina 

December 9, 2021 
5:00PM 

 
Amended Staff Report 

Application for a Variance – To allow a reduction of setback for construction of a 28 x 40 garage on Lakewood 
Drive and Whitaker Road.  
 
Applicant: Colin Nikkila 
 
Owner of Property: Colin Nikkila and Debra Nikkila 
 
Property Location: 137 Whitaker Road, Townville 
 
Council District: Four (4) 
 
Tax Map Number (TMS #): 17-05-04-020 
 
Property Description: Lot 2, Whitaker Road 
 
Current Zoning: Unzoned 
 
Land Use: Residential 
 
Applicant Request: Applicant is requesting a Variance to allow a reduction of front setback requirements from 
20 feet to .5 feet from the right-of-way of Lakewood Drive and Whitaker Road to allow construction of a 28 x 
40 garage. 
 
Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 38, Section 38-374, the required front 
setback shall be 20 feet from local roads and 40 feet from collector roads.  
  
Staff Recommendation:     
 

1) The lot is a parcel hook with the majority of the land across Whitaker Rd. The parcel hook is between two roads, 
Whitaker Rd and Lakewood Dr. 

2) A planned addition to the residence limits the construction of the garage by the residence.   
3) The lot is an existing, non-conforming lot of record, and the property where the proposed garage will be located is 

approximately 4,454 square feet.  
4) Both SCDOT and Anderson County Roads & Bridges have stated that a reduced setback is allowed as long as it 

does not encroach into the right-of-way. 
5) Applicant has demonstrated the existence of a hardship, and the 28 x 40 garage structure would not be a detriment 

to the area and does not encroach on neighboring properties. 
6) The overhang of the proposed garage is included in the variance request for the reduction of the setback, 
7) The Board has granted other variances similar to this request and would be consistent with its approval.  
8) If approved, the applicant will be required to obtain a residential compliance letter from Development Standards 

and a building permit from Building & Codes.   

















C – John Stiles 
1410 Trusler Rd, Anderson, SC  

 
 

Application for a Variance 
Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting 

County Council Chambers 2nd Floor-Historic Courthouse (DISTRICT #5) 
Anderson, South Carolina 

December 9, 2021 
5:00PM 

 
Staff Report 

 
Application for a Variance – To allow a reduction of rear setback for expansion and construction of an existing deck. 
 
Applicant: John H. Stiles 
 
Owner of Property: John H. Stiles and Valerie Stiles 
 
Property Location: 1410 Trusler Rd., Anderson, SC 29626 
 
Council District: Five (5) 
 
Tax Map Number (TMS #): 49-02-01-009 
 
Property Description: .679 acres, Lots 5 and 4A, Trusler Rd 
 
Current Zoning: Unzoned 
 
Land Use: Residential 
 
Applicant Request: Applicant is requesting a Variance to allow a reduction of rear setback requirements from 10 feet to 1 
feet from rear property line to allow construction and expansion of the existing deck. 
 
Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 38, Section 38-371, Minimum side/rear setback. 
No residence shall be placed within ten feet of a side or rear lot line. 
  
Staff Recommendation: Staff makes No Recommendation for the Variance request for the reduction of the front setback 
to 1’ and seeks the guidance of the Board. This is consistent with previous variances requesting 1’ setback. Building and 
Codes Department has been notified and does not have an issue with the placement due to the encroachment being in the 
rear of the COE property. 
 

1) (1410 Trusler Rd) the corner of house is 6.7’ from COE line (see green string). The existing deck corner is  4.5’ 
from the line. 

2) The position of the septic tank requires placement of the deck to be shifted back. 
3) The existing house meets the side and rear setbacks of 10’. 
4) Applicant has demonstrated the existence of a hardship and the deck construction would not be a detriment to the 

area. 
5) This request is in line with the spirit and intent of the ordinance to grant a variance when a hardship exists. 
6) The Board has granted other variances similar to this request and would be consistent with its approval.  
7) If approved, the applicant will be required to obtain a residential compliance letter from Development Standards 

and a building permit from Building & Codes. 
 

















D – YMCA 
1939 Evergreen Road, Anderson, SC 

Application for a Special Exceptation 
Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting 

County Council Chambers 2nd Floor-Historic Courthouse (DISTRICT #4) 
Anderson, South Carolina 

December 9, 2021 
5:00PM 

Staff Report 

Application for a Special Exception – To expand the existing Ducworth-Tucker Sports Fields to include a cross country 
trail on adjacent property. 

Applicant: Seamon Whiteside 

Owner of Property: Joe Drennon 

Property Location: 1939 Evergreen Rd., Anderson, SC 29621 

Council District: Four (4) 

Tax Map Number (TMS #): 144-00-06-008 

Property Description: Evergreen Road, 35.01 AC 

Current Zoning: R-20 (Residential Single Family) 

Land Use: Vacant and Residential 

Applicant Request: Applicant is requesting a Special Exception to expand existing facilities to include a cross country trail 
with amenities open on Evergreen Road adjacent to the Special Exception approved in the spring. 

Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 70, Section 7.6 1-4: a private recreation area or 
country club may be permitted in R-20 district subject to the following requirements: shall be located on a site no less than 
two acres in area, all buildings, courts, pools, and similar structures shall be set back from front, side and rear property 
lines a minimum of 50 feet, all food and entertainment for members and guest may be permitted provided that such 
provision shall not cause a nuisance in the residential district in which it is located and is permitted by special exception 
by the Board of Zoning Appeals. 

Staff Recommendation:

1) The use is not detrimental to public health or general welfare.
2) The appearance and primary function of the park shall remain as is located on the adjacent parcel.
3) The use will not violate neighborhood chrematistics nor adversely affect surrounding land uses.
4) The Board has granted other special exceptions similar to this request and would consistent with its approval.
5) A Commercial Land Use Permit will be required in addition to Stormwater Approval and a grading permit.















E – Anderson County
Nunnally Road, Anderson, SC 

Application for a Special Exception 
Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting 

County Council Chambers 2nd Floor-Historic Courthouse (DISTRICT #4) 
Anderson, South Carolina 

December 9, 2021 
5:00PM 

Staff Report 

Application for a Special Exception – To allow for construction of pump station for utility development in R-20 Zoning 
District. 

Applicant: Anderson County Wastewater Department 

Owner of Property: Lola B. Wermager as Trustee 

Property Location: Nunnally Road, near Interstate 85, Exit 14, Anderson, SC 29625 

Council District: Four (4) 

Tax Map Number (TMS #): 27-00-01-031 (portion of) 

Property Description:  Nunnally Rd, Anderson  62.01AC (portion of) 

Current Zoning: R-20 (Single Family Residential) 

Land Use: Residential 

Applicant Request: Applicant is requesting a Special Exception in R-20 zoning to allow construction of pump station for 
utility development purposes. 

Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 70, Section 7:2. - Public utility buildings and 
uses. Public utility buildings and uses such as sewage lift stations pump stations, electrical substations, and telephone 
equipment buildings which are not detrimental to other uses permitted in the district may be permitted in any district. 
Such uses shall be enclosed within a building or by a suitable fence providing protection and screening against light, 
noise, fumes, or unsightliness. Open area on the premises shall be appropriately landscaped.. 

Staff Recommendation: 

1) Pump station is needed for current development and for future development capacity.
2) The use is not determinential to the public health or general welfare
3) The use will not violate neighborhood character nor adversely affect surrounding land uses.
4) A commercial land use permit and building permit will be required pror to commencing with the  development of

the project.
5) A stormwater/grading permit approval will be required for land disturbance with SCHEC.
6) The Board’s granting of the approval for this Special Exception is in keeping with similar requests previously

granted.
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F – Renee Bailey
219 Seagull Lane, Anderson, SC 

Application for a Special Exception 
Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting 

County Council Chambers 2nd Floor-Historic Courthouse (DISTRICT #4) 
Anderson, South Carolina 

December 9, 2021 
5:00PM 

Staff Report 

Application for a Special Exception – To allow the use of a Multi-Family Residence as a short-term rental/host home. 

Applicant: Renee Bailey 

Owner of Property: Christopher L. Bailey and Renee C. Bailey 

Property Location: 219 Seagull Lane, Anderson, SC 29625 

Council District: Four (4) 

Tax Map Number (TMS #): 46-02-01-048 

Property Description: Lots 16B + Lot 17 Seagull Lane 

Current Zoning: RM-7 (Multi Family Residential District) 

Land Use: Residential 

Applicant Request: Applicant is requesting a Special Exception to allow the use of residence as a short-term/rental home. 

Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 70, Section 7:17, establishments are permitted 
uses by special exception – Bed and breakfast, homestays, host homes and guest homes provided that they meet the 
following: 1. The applicant does not reside on the property and leases the home on a daily basis.  

Staff Recommendation:  Staff recommends APPROVAL of the Special Exception request for the following reasons and 
with following conditions 

1) The use meets all of the requirements in Section 5:7.2. Uses permitted by special exception. The following uses
may be permitted by special exception by the board of zoning appeals in accordance with the provisions in article
7. Bed and breakfast homestays, host homes, guest homes, inns, lodges, and cottages.

2) Use parking is allowed to the 2-car garage and park in the driveway. There is no allowance for any street parking.
3) The 1,500 sq. ft distance requirement between bed and breakfasts has been met.
4) The use is not detrimental to public health or general welfare.
5) The use will not violate neighborhood character nor adversely affect surrounding properties.
6) Applicant must meet all tax, fire and building code requirements, pertaining to the residential structure.
7) The Board’s granting of the approval for this Special Exception is in keeping with similar requests previously

granted.
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