Anderson County Board of Zoning Appeals

Hubert McClure, Chair, District #5 Mike Miller, Vice-Chair, District #2
John Farr, District #1 Russ Brown, District #3
Tony Cirelli, District #4 Vacant, District #6

Debbie Chapman, District #7

Special Called Meeting

AGENDA
April 14, 2026
1:00 PM
Annex Courthouse-Development Standards Conference Room
401 E. River Street
Anderson, South Carolina

1.) Call to Order: Mr. Hubert McClure, Chairman
2.) Invocation: Mr. Hubert McClure

3.) Approval of Minutes: May 08, 2025 and January 08, 2026
4.) Public Hearings:

A. Variance Request: To build a detached garage on the side other than the
rear of the property. Located at 210 Altamont Court. / TMS 120-03-03-029
(Council District 1).

5.) New Business: None

6.) Old Business: None

7.) Public Comments, non-agenda items - 3 minutes limit per speaker
8.

.) Adjournment.
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HUBERT MCCLURE: We'll call
this meeting to order of the land use board. And today
is May the eighth. Let us pray.

INVOCATION BY HUBERT MCCLURE

HUBERT MCCLURE': First thing
on the agenda is approval or additions to minutes.

Does anybody have a motion? Or does anybody want to
change the minutes?

MIKE MILLER: I make a
motion to approve as mailed.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Make a motion
to approve. Do I have a second?

TONY CIRELLT: Second.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Second. All
those in favor. And that takes care of that.

First is public hearings. Special exception, Lake

Grove Road (verbatim). Staff report.

HENRY YOUMANS: Thank you,

Mr. Chair. This is an application for special
exception to allow for part time use of short term

rental in R-20. The applicants are Robert and Melissa
Thompson. They are the owners. The property is
located at 201 Lake Grove Lane in Townville. It
consists of two lots, lot 15 and 15-A, on Lake Grove
Lane. Current zoning is R-20. Land use is
residential.

This is a tax map aerial representation of the
property. This is the R-20 zoning map showing that the
property is zoned R-20. This is a layout sketch of the
house showing the additional lot at the time the
property was purchased.

This is the front picture of the residence. This
is a rear picture of the residence. This is an overall
aerial of the property. And this is the sign we put on
the property as notice for this meeting today.

Finding the facts: Under Anderson County Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 48, Section 5:3.2, use is permitted
in R-20 by special exception. That would be bed and
breakfast, host homes and guest homes. And if -- no
other short term rentals will be allowed within 1500
feet of this property if it is approved. So anything
less than 1500 feet is not going to be allowed in this
area.

The staff assessment is this meets all the
requirements of section 5:3.2, uses by special
exception. The applicants have indicated and certified
there are no private covenants or restrictions. The
use is not detrimental to the public health or general
welfare. The use will not violate the neighborhood
characteristics nor adversely affect surrounding



Anderson County - Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals - May 8, 2025

O 001NN B~ WK —

properties. The applicants also own the adjacent lot,
180701016, next to the proposed short term rental.

And if this is approved, the applicants must meet
all state, fire and building code requirements
pertaining to the expansion, and obtain all necessary
permits.

This is your report, Mr. Chairman.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
Henry. At this point, I’'m going to ask a question of
staff. 1Is there any restrictions, homeowners
association, or anything having to do with this
property?

HENRY YOUMANS: The only thing
that exist are old deed restrictions back in 1982,
when the deed was recorded, but is not self-renewing.
And the owners are using the residents to stay in as
part of one of those requirements, as use for
residential purposes only.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, but as
far as the homeowners associations or subdivision
restrictions, or anything like that, is anything on
that piece of property?

HENRY YOUMANS: No, sir.

HENRY YOUMANS: All right. At
this time, we'll open a public hearing for this special
exception. I lost it, whatever Road, Lake Grove Lane.
Is there anyone speaking against? Okay, go ahead and
address the mic, please. Let us know where you live
pertaining to the property.

GERRITT BEATTY: Good evening.
My name is Gerritt Beatty, District Four, and I am
located -- my property line is about 960 feet away from

201 Lake Grove Lane.

In the email dated March the 25th, 2024 at 2:16
p.m., the zoning administrator authorized the property
owner of 1408 Cherokee Road, County of South Carolina,
to operate as an Airbnb. This authorization has never
been rescinded. 201 -- excuse me -- Lake Grove Lane is
1146 feet from the 1408 Cherokee Road STR as measured
in the GIS.

Chapter 48, Section 717.3 of the Anderson County
Code of Ordinance states: Bed and breakfast facilities
and residential zoning districts shall not be located
within 1500 feet of another STR; boarding house,
rooming house, inn or hotel.

On line 49, page 17 through line four, page 18 of
the March 24, 2024 meeting minutes of the county Land
Use Board of Appeals regarding a similar request -- I
think it was in Hunters Trail -- the zoning
administrator advised the board, if this is approved,
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the way the ordinance states, there can be no other
Airbnb operation within that area. The requirement is
1500 feet. So if there are houses adjacent to this
property, if it is approved, no one else will be
allowed to open up that type of operation in the area.
The zoning administrator just repeated what he told the
board on the 24th of March.

We already have an approved STR which is within
the 1500 foot legislative requirement. Records
indicate that this prohibition has been included in
many others STR cases before the board. We believe the
board is bound by the legislative intent of the 1500

TIM CARTEE: Time, Mr.
Chairman.

GERRITT BEATTY: -——-
prohibition and should deny the application in
compliance with the zoning ordinance.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. Thank
you.

Mr. Henry, would you address that please? 1Is it
within 1500 feet of another Airbnb?

HENRY YOUMANS: The property
that he’s talking about is 1408 Cherokee Road. I
cannot certify that it is within that distance. I'm

assuming that the properties that are around that
current proposal for this Lake Grove Lane to see if
anything had been approved and ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: So we do not
know if it's within 1500 feet?

HENRY YOUMANS: Yes.

MIKE MILLER: Put the tax
map back up.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Can we put

the tax map back up here? Okay, Alesia, do you know is
that enough, right off the cuff?

ALESIA HUNTER: Mr. Chairman,
I didn't work on that application. Mr. Youmans worked
on it, so I'm not familiar with that case at all. If
we go to the zoning map, the other one.

MIKE MILLER: One guestion.

Is this based off of (unintelligible) or is this based
off of the --—-

HUBERT MCCLURE: They don’t
know. So ---

FEMALE: (Unintelligible).

MIKE MILLER: I'm looking at
it on GPS.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. Next

person that’s speaking against? You said you were
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speaking against?

ANDY DORSKI: Yes. Good
evening. My name is Andy Dorski, and I live at 211
Lake Grove Lane. There's one house between me and the

subject property.

This is a small neighborhood with a dead end, with
only 13 homes, two are vacant, leaving 11 active
neighbors. My wife and I purposely chose this
neighborhood in July of 2020 to raise a family due to
the dead end road, lake front and the rural quietness
that we felt would (unintelligible) before we purchased
it.

We have a four and a five year old that are now
spending more and more time outdoors as the years pass.
We recently got them a three wheeled scooter, bicycles,
and they often ride in the road in front of our
property because we have a stone driveway, and in front
of the subject property as well. It's all right there
together.

And also, there's a -- on one street you can see
the big curve and a lot of traffic in and out.

Anything can happen, and we worry about an accident.
All the neighbors are aware of our kids, but you know,
extra traffic in and out, people unfamiliar with the
area, we just worry about what could happen.

Also, we live on the lake, and as you can see, the
subject property is in the back of a narrow cove. If
the short term renters bring a boat, you know, it's
extra traffic in and out of the lake. I mean, my kids
are always out there learning to swim and all that.

And obviously it's, you know, anybody can be in the
lake at any time, but that's just additional traffic
if, you know, somebody's renting that out.

Lastly, no matter what you decide, someone will be
upset here. But we like our gquiet neighborhood like it
is. And I know if you guys were raising kids, you
wouldn't want this going on two doors down from you.

And I do have a map, as well, showing the 1500
feet in a straight line if you want to see it.

HUBERT MCCLURE: That's okay,
because it's not going to matter. We’re going to have
to get somebody to officially make sure before we do
anything.

ANDY DORSKT: Okay.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
sir. And I'm saying Mr. Boyle. And if the owners are
here, I'd like to speak with them also. Mr. Boyle, do
you want to speak?

DAVID BOYLE: Uh, I think
everything's (unintelligible). I think everything's
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been sort of clarified for me already, but I was
thinking about the, you know, 15 lot and the 16 lot.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Where do you
live?

DAVID BOYLE: Sorry?

HUBERT MCCLURE: Where do you
live in ---

DAVID BOYLE: I live
directly across, yeah, 206.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay.

DAVID BOYLE: And I was
thinking about the -- it's like two -- lot 105 is here

and 106 is here. They got all of that. And I would
have a concern if there was going to be, like, more
building and more renting on the other lots, but I
think the 1500 rule would just prevent that. So I
think that's kind of been clarified for me already, but
if anyone has any ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: So you're not
for it?

DAVID BOYLE: I'm kind of
neutral, but I was thinking about the effect of, you
know, precedence and other things happening.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Oh, Lord, he
knows the precedent. We know that.

DAVID BOYLE: Yeah, thank
you. But that's my comment on that. Just don't want a
campground basically across from me. You know, one
thing is one -- if there were two buildings or

something like that, that was split and there was
another building over there, that kind of thing, that
would be a bigger concern for me.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, thank
you, sir. Do we have any property owners here?

ROBERT THOMASON: Yes, sir.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, y’all
can address the microphone, please. I'm not going to
ask you where you live, because you live there.

I would like to ask you, how far is the -- I mean,

I could -- i1if I wanted to, I could scale it. But could

you tell me about how far it is off the road, your
house? Or does staff know that?

MELISSA THOMASON: Two hundred
feet.

HUBERT MCCLURE: About what?

MELISSA THOMASON: Two hundred
feet.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. Go
ahead and -- we just have some questions for you. One,

could you address the -- I mean, you said something
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about the distance awhile ago. So that's why I'm
asking. Because no matter 15 people, or we're going to
have 15 different distances, so we're going to have to

go out there with measure wheel and measure it. So go
ahead.

ROBERT THOMASON: (Inaudible.)

HUBERT MCCLURE: What did you
say about the distance?

MELISSA THOMASON: Oh, well,

when you do the maps, it's 1.2 miles, like if you were
driving ---
INAUDIBLE COMMENT

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, we're,
we're going to -- tomato, tomato, we're going to split
fine hairs there. Go ahead. You say it's about -- the
way the crow flies, how much?

MELISSA THOMASON: One point two
miles.

HUBERT MCCLURE: One point two
miles?

MELTSSA THOMASON: Yes, sir.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Y'all go
ahead and ask questions if you got any for the owners.

How many, how many -- percentage-wise, I mean, how

much are y'all going to spend time out there, living
there? You said something about ---

MELTISSA THOMASON: So, it's our
-—- 1t is our second home. We only live 1like 25, 30
minutes. I work remote, so I'm going to try to go over
there as much as I can. Can you hear me? So it's,
it's a part-time. We're not planning on renting it out
that much. We just -- when we found out that we had to
apply for this, we just want to make sure we're doing
the right thing and the right steps, we follow the

rules. So that's kind of why we're here. If we decide
to, you know, rent it out every once in a while.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. When

y'all say, rent it out, what do y'all think renting it
out every once in a while, what would your scenario
be?

MELTISSA THOMASON: Maybe like
twice a month, at the most. Long weekends. That kind
of thing.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, the
staff -- does the board have any questions for the
owners?

RUSSELL BARTON: For staff.

Do we know if the 1500 foot rule is from the residence
to the residence or property line to property line?
HENRY YOUMANS: It's from the
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property line.

RUSSELL BARTON: Okay. Thank
you.

JOHN FARR: So we don't
know that now?

HUBERT MCCLURE: No, we have
three different people gonna say three different
things. So we're gonna have to ---

MELTSSA THOMASON: I have to
say that other property -- I tried to search. There's
no active listing, like it's listed to rent out right
now. He’s a neighbor. I'm sure he's not going to rent
out for a while. But if it is ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: Well, we will
-— I'm going to make a -- okay, thank you. I want to
go ahead and make a motion now, if you would -- we’re

finished. Thank you.

All right, at this time I'm going to make a
motion. I know you usually don't have a chair with a
motion, but I know this is going to -- this is not
going to work. So I'm going to table this -- make a
motion to table this until we get two things. I want
to know the status of the other bread and breakfast.
And then I want somebody to go out there and either I
want a (unintelligible) from Road and Bridges to go to
property line to property line, because I know it's
within eight feet of the GPS. I know that's within
eight feet. And I want to -- I want it done --
however, it’s done, maybe ask the county attorney how
it's supposed to be, if you have to.

Because when you come back next month, I want to
make sure when you say so many feet, I don't want
anybody to say, well, that's, that's not right. I
want, I want that taken care of. And find out about
the other bed and breakfast.

Okay. So I'll make a motion to table. Do I have
a second?

RUSSELL BARTON: I second.

HUBERT MCCLURE: All in
favor. That passes. Well, the tabling passes. And
we're going to table that because we don't want it to
come back to bite us and the county or you. We want to
make sure we got all our -- if it is 1500 or more, then
so be it. If it's not, then, you know, we can't go
against our own rules. Okay, thank you.

Next is variance to reduce size setback, 601
Clement Road. There's no comments on this one. So be
a public hearing. Staff report.

HENRY YOUMANS: Mr. Chair,
this is an application for a variance to reduce the
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side yard setback from 50 feet to 13 feet for the

construction of a garage for storage purposes. The
applicant is Garritt Geary. He is the owner and lives
at 601 Clement Road in Belton.

This is Council District Three. This is a 1.5
acre tract located there. It is currently zoned R-A,
residential agricultural, and the land use is
residential. This is the tax map representation of the

property. This is the zoning matching the R-A
designation. This is a side view of the applicant's
house where the proposed garage is to be placed. This
is our notification of variance.

Under the facts under the Anderson County code of
ordinances, Chapter 48, 5:2.6, side yard, the minimum
width of residential side yard should be 50 feet. This
is a non-conforming parcel. The topography of the lot
limits the remaining use of the lot because it
significantly slopes off, so that it would provide --
it would require significant grading to correct that.

The applicant has already demonstrated a hardship
from the previous variance that was granted April 11,
2024 to reduce the side yard setbacks for the placement
of his mobile home and that was provided to you in your
packets. Placement of the garage will fit the existing
home site if the variance is granted. The applicant
will need -- also meets all other setback requirements.
There would be no adverse effects on the adjacent
properties. And if approved, he will be required to
get a compliance, a residential compliance and a
building permit in order to proceed with construction.

This is your report.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
Henry. It says tract 3C to be deeded to tract 4.
Tract 4, i1s that to the left? Can you tell me? I
can't read that because it's so small a font. That
strip that I'm asking about -- is the owner here?
Could you come up? I want to ask you one question.

See the problem, but I just want to ask a couple
of questions. On the left hand side of the property,
west side of the property, it says lot 3C to be deemed
(inaudible) tract four.

ROBERT THOMASON: Yes, sir.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Where is
tract four? I'm looking for it.

ROBERT THOMASON : I'm not sure.

Are you talking about the left side, like if you're
looking at my house from the road?

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yeah.

ROBERT THOMASON: I think a
woman named Carolyn (unintelligible) that, that little
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tiny strip that ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yeah.

ROBERT THOMASON : Yeah, she
owned the land on the left.

HUBERT MCCLURE: That's what I
was asking. That's probably hers.

ROBERT THOMASON: Yes, sir.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. So as
far as -- has she got houses behind you and to the
right?

ROBERT THOMASON: I have one to
the right.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay.
They're not here.

ROBERT THOMASON: No, sir.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. And
you said their terrain is like yours?

ROBERT THOMASON: Yes.

HUBERT MCCLURE: So it must be
sloping off on that right hand side?

ROBERT THOMASON: Yes.

HUBERT MCCLURE: It is. Okay.
Anybody —-- what's your name?

GERRITT BEATTY: Gerritt
Beatty.

HUBERT MCCLURE: All right.

Anybody got any questions for Mr. Gerritt?
All right. Thank you, sir.
ROBERT THOMASON: Thank you.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Now we'll
close the public hearing. What's the motion of the
board? What's the feeling of the board?
RUSSELL BARTON: I move to
approve.
HUBERT MCCLURE: I'll second.
All those in favor. And it's approved.
All right. ©Next on the list, I'm trying to get

there, eventually. Okay, here we go. This is Leader
Drive; right? Leader? Staff report. My notes got
mixed up. I'm sorry.

TIM CARTEE: Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Changed
horses in midstream, huh?

TIM CARTEE: Here we go.
The applicant is Patty Ables. Property owner is Connor
Enterprise 24 LLC. Property Description: Location is
at 129 Leader Drive, Piedmont. Council District Six.
The tax map number is there for your viewing. It is

currently unzoned. And the land use is commercial.
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And the applicant is requesting existing pavement
creates peculiar and exceptional practical difficulties
to planting the required buffer plants.

Request to eliminate bufferyard requirements or
install fence instead of required plantings. Property
is within a commercial/light industrial area, the
street is surrounded by commercial/light industrial
buildings. Surrounding buildings do not have
bufferyards. Anderson County Roads and Bridges require
installation of a three foot apron along the entire
road frontage because the great quality of water
traveling down Leader Drive. Additional parking:
additional parking was needed due to employees added
since the site plan was created, which incorporated the
difference between the planned paved area to the
required three foot apron.

Mr. Henry, would you assist me on this?

MR. HENRY: Sure.

TIM CARTEE: Go back one
more. All right. This is the plat showing the layout
for the building. Here’s the aerial showing the

property. Here's another view, street view. And
here's the sign posted for notification.

Finding of facts: Anderson County Code of
Ordinances, under section 24-119 - bufferyards.

Proposed: The purpose of the bufferyard is to
eliminate nuisances between adjacent land use and
promote compatibility. Additionally, the bufferyard
offers the developer several options, each of which is
calculated to buffer to an equivalent degree through
distance (setbacks) and/or density (mass). The unique
feature of the bufferyard is that it is flexible. It
may vary in distance and density based on what is
proposed, what is existing on the adjacent property,
and the type of bufferyard selected from one of the six
prescribed options shown on appendix D (section 24-
253).

Definition: A bufferyard is an area within a
parcel, together with plantings, fences, berms, walls,
and other screening devices required thereon.

Location of bufferyards: Bufferyards shall be
located on the outer perimeter of a lot or parcel,
extending to the lot or parcel boundary line.
Bufferyards shall not be located on any portion of an
existing public or private road or right-of-way,
however, they may occupy part or all of any front, side
or rear yard setback required by article III of this
chapter. Where required, bufferyards and/or bufferyard
structures shall be developed as a integral part of the
proposed use.
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Staff assessment: commercial land use permit 24-
072 was approved and signed by the applicant with the
bufferyard requirements in place before any land
disturbance was conducted. See attached aerial photo.
And that’s what you saw prior to the wooded area.

The Board will need to determine if the applicant
has demonstrated a hardship for the variance to remove
the bufferyard requirements and if there is no
extraordinary or exceptional conditions pertaining to
this piece of property.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, for
staff, I’'ve got a question right quick. And the reason
I got a question is these last -- you got one, you got

one picture with the two power poles and the stop sign
right at Leader Road. You see that? Why does that one
not have a buffer? And another question is, when was
the ordinance of the bufferyard, when did that come
about round?

TIM CARTEE: April 15,
2003.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, were
some of these properties out there before 20037

TIM CARTEE: I am unaware
if they were or not.

HUBERT MCCLURE: The reason
I'm asking is I want to go ahead and get this in the --
address the elephant in the room. Why is the -- why is
that one -- I would assume because of utilities. But
I'm asking.

TIM CARTEE: I'm not aware
of that. If you continue on down, you'll see another
bufferyard a little further down in that same section.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yeah, I see

the bufferyard with the three trees. That looks very
nice. I like that.
What about the one with the fences and -- the
fence?
TIM CARTEE: That I don't
have any information on that, and that may have been
before.

HUBERT MCCLURE: You see where
I'm going with this, right?

TIM CARTEE: Because that,
that road has been there for a very long time.

HUBERT MCCLURE: I know it
has. That's why I was wondering about those buildings.

Because if they were before 2003, which I don't know
whether they were or not, then we could, you know, say
that's why.

Okay, 1is there anyone speaking against? I know
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there's somebody probably speaking for. Is there
anyone speaking against this special exception?

Okay, I'll close the public hearing and let Mr.
Pruitt come up. I would assume Mr. Pruitt is for,
since he didn't say anything against it.

Yes, sir, tell us why, besides those two places
that I mentioned, tell us why y'all -- y'all knew it
was there. Why aren't y'all putting it. That's what I
want to know.

CLAYTON PRUITT: Well, my name
is Clayton Pruitt. I work for (unintelligible)
construction. We are the tenant for Connor
Enterprises. We worked with Roads and Bridges on this
all through. And our understanding with them in the
process was by tapering all the way to the road that we
have satisfied what they need to see working back, that
they did not see that we needed the bufferyard in a
commercial space. Seeing that you drive down Leader
Drive, it is full commercial. I mean, the ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: Well, let me
ask you this. Right here in the plans, I see where it
says a certain class bufferyard that has two or three
trees. Did y'all not see that? Did Road and Bridges
ignore that, or what?

CLAYTON PRUITT: That was a
misunderstanding on our part, as we proceeded with
contractors. We do have a contractor and engineering
here.

HUBERT MCCLURE: What was the
confusion? Because right here, and I'm not trying to
back you in a corner or anything. I mean, we used to
run into several builders long time ago, 20 years ago,
that would build over the property line. And we would
say, why did you do that? And we have to ask. On this
package right here -- can you go back to the plat or
the engineering with the legend on the bottom, Anderson
County on the bottom. Right there, it is circled. Has
the number of trees, or the, you know, has the classes.
And then on the next page are two pages. Go to the

next couple of pages. The one that has little trees on
it. 1It’s this -- this right here. Do you have that on
slides.

TIM CARTEE: That's on --
that's the application that signed off on.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Now what I'm

asking is this, you got one page on engineering that
says you need to put it, and then you got another page
that says you need to put trees. So my question is,
again, why do y'all think y'all don't need to put it?
I'm just asking.
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CLAYTON PRUITT: Our
understanding was that a fence would act as that buffer
between the roadway and the warehouse space there, in
working with Roads and Bridges.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, do you
have -- do you know who told you that?

CLAYTON PRUITT: Andrew Morton
with Roads and Bridges.

HUBERT MCCLURE: We need to
research this.

MIKE MILLER: Do we have a
picture of what it looks like after ---

CLAYTON PRUITT: I have a
picture here of this morning.

HUBERT MCCLURE: I mean, y'all

done a great job. The slogan looks good. I’d just
throw some trees in there, and let's get on with it.
But the slogan looks good. You did a good job with
that.

CLAYTON PRUITT: Our thought
is that we really need every bit of space that we have
there. Our neighbors have expanded to the limits, and
we really need every bit we can get. And that's why
our request is to do this variance.

HUBERT MCCLURE: I thought, I
thought it was ---

MIKE MILLER: So this is the
new building.

CLAYTON PRUITT: That is the
new warehouse.

MIKE MILLER: And then the

slope that you were talking about is where the straw
netting is, right here?

HUBERT MCCLURE: Go to, go to
the picture where it says Leader -- go where it's got
the tire tracks on the mud and straw on the road. Go
back. Go back. No. One more. ©No. It's this one
right here. You see that one? Do you have that one?

MIKE MILLER: Go back one
more. That's the one you're looking at right there.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, this

one’s a different color. Okay. Now, now you got, you
got the buffer on the left hand side. So is there
property right there where those dirt tracks are on the
right?

CLAYTON PRUITT: No, sir, I
think that's further on, further on down.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay.

CLAYTON PRUITT: If you’ll

look at the permit that was permitted for this building
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HUBERT MCCLURE: So they've
already put asphalt on the ground?

TIM CARTEE: Only six
parking spaces was granted for this building ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: I hate to

table this one, but I think we need to table this one
to find out about the Roads and Bridges. Don't you
think so, staff?

TIM CARTEE: Roads and
Bridges doesn’t -- it doesn’t fall in their category.
It falls outside of Roads and Bridges.

HUBERT MCCLURE: But what I'm

saying is, if he was told by Roads and Bridges, I mean
we need to find out if that's true or not, and if he
was told that, then we need to talk. Do you see what
I'm saying?

TIM CARTEE: Oh, yeah.

HUBERT MCCLURE: And say it
again, the name of the person?

CLAYTON PRUITT: Jason Morgan
(verbatim) .

HUBERT MCCLURE: Do you all
know who that is?

TIM CARTEE: He's the
supervisor —---

MIKE MILLER: Okay, so based

off of what I'm looking at now, was a photo that was
taken in the last 24 to 48 hours based off of the civil
drawings here that Mr. Hipsher did. That doesn’t even
match the civil drawings.

TIM CARTEE: Correct.
That’s what was approved with a signed permit.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Any questions
for staff, because I know what -- I know what I want.

RUSSELL BARTON: I do have a
question. Is your plan to put nothing there, or to put
a fence there?

CLAYTON PRUITT: Put a fence

there so that we can shift equipment behind the fence
line to create an even flow in our yard that is across
the street. We're pinched up with employee parking at
the moment, until we can get this moving forward and be
able to put a fence or some sort of protective barrier

for our equipment and trucks. And we are in an area
that sees a good bit of crime.
HUBERT MCCLURE: We

understand that.
UNINTELLIGIBLE COMMENTS
HUBERT MCCLURE: My problem
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is this, you got one county official telling you this,
and you got another county official telling you this.

MIKE MILLER: So i1f you do
put a fence, then what type of fence are you putting
up?

CLAYTON PRUITT: As far as
the height or ---

MIKE MILLER: The height?

CLAYTON PRUITT: I think our
current fence is eight feet and then a barbed wire
fence topper with -- we have a back -- backing
electrical fence on the current yard. I believe the

plan would be to move forward with a similar fence
setup at that yard, as well.

TIM CARTEE: Mr. Chairman,
if more asphalt has been placed, what was originally
approved, that increases the impervious surface. So
that has limitation on that also, as well, because you
have to have so much open space percentage and
impervious space percentage.

HUBERT MCCLURE: So you're
basically talking about a bufferyard that's the width
and about three or four feet wide, but it's about the
width of the building, correct?

TIM CARTEE: The buffer
should be a 10 foot wide buffer.

HUBERT MCCLURE: It's 10 foot
wide, but it's the width of the building?

TIM CARTEE: Width of the
building there.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yeah, pretty
much. But the plans are a little bit -- actually it's
a little bit wider than the building.

TIM CARTEE: But what has

been approved has been altered from what was originally
approved.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Any questions
for anybody? All right. I make a motion we table this
because we need to do some research on what this man
was told. Because I'm not -- whatever -- I'm not going
to put this board in a position to where we set a
precedent based off of two county officials telling the
man this or that. Okay? I know what the plans say,
and I know what the engineer said, put it -- I meant
this plan said put it. And the one with the trees, the
application said put it. And then you got another

county official telling him not to put it. You see
where I'm going? Anybody?
So I make a motion we table. And we need staff to

find out what actually went on here based on what you
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say, please. If you would give them the information,
because we can't make a decision on two county
officials telling them two different things.

MIKE MILLER: One question,
Mr. Chair. So what are we getting into with them
placing more asphalt than what's on the design?

TIM CARTEE: This will
increase the runoff, plus the impervious requirement by
the county. You have to have a certain amount.

MIKE MILLER: Now, I'm

assuming this site does not have its own retention or
detention.

TIM CARTEE: It does not.

MIKE MILLER: It does not.
So all —---

TIM CARTEE: The way the
permit states, it has 72% on the space, and impervious
surface is 28. So if they added more paving and more

parking that was not originally approved on this, then
they're in violation of this permit.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Go ahead. Go
ahead.

CLAYTON PRUITT: Clarification
on part of with the Roads and Bridges was them saying
that if we brought that taper all the way to that that
would actually help with that flow across.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Well, again,
we got, we got problems. And I don't -- I'm not trying
to tell people how to do their job. It sounds like to
me you're damned i1if you do and damned if you don’t. It

appears that way. But also that's what you're telling
-- right now, I believe that you should put a buffer.

RUSSELL BARTON: As a point of
clarification for our understanding, the the buffer’s
intent is for blocking the view of this warehouse, or
is it -- because ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: I guess I was
looking for a clarification. I think, I personally
think, and that's why I'm putting it in the motion.

I'm putting it into a motion because I think there's
some communication that needs to go on here, because we
need to find out what actually happened here, because
I'm not going to make a ruling -- I mean, not a ruling,
but I don't think this board needs to make a ruling
until we find out what actually went on here, why
there's extra asphalt, and why one person is saying you

don't need this, and one person is saying -- one entity
is saying you do.
So I'm going to make it as a motion to table. Do

I have a second?
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MIKE MILLER: I'll second
it.

HUBERT MCCLURE: All in favor.
And that passes. So we're going to table. We’re going
to get to it. We're going to try to do what -- I don't

want to say what's correct, because what's correct is
to put the buffer. That's what's correct. But
something happened, and we're going to find out what

happened before we rule on this. Okay.

JOHN FARR: That's the
whole thing (inaudible).

HUBERT MCCLURE: I know. But
somebody said not to. And you know, if you got a

county tag, somebody tells you not to do something,
well, we got a problem.
Any old business or new business from staff,
anything?
HENRY YOUMANS: Mr. Chair, I
just want to introduce Ms. Quaneshia Hammond. She's
going to be taken over the responsibilities of doing

HUBERT MCCLURE: Is she going
to take your place?

HENRY YOUMANS: She might.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. I want
to see you here next time; right?

HENRY YOUMANS: All right.

HUBERT MCCLURE: So welcome.
Thank you. Where's the other girl? She left too?

ALESTA HUNTER: No, she's
working in Planning. Yes, she's doing some more
technical work.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. Well,

do we have a motion? Second? All in favor, and we’re
good. Thank y’all for coming, and hopefully we can get
that straightened out for y'all.

MEETING ADJOURNED AT APPROXIMATELY 5:54 P.M.
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HUBERT MCCLURE: Let’s go
ahead and call this meeting to order. And I'm not
going to do the gavel thing. I'm sorry. But let's go
ahead and -- trying to find my agenda. There it is.
Approval of minutes; forthcoming.

Let's go ahead and do the invocation. Let us
pray.
INVOCATION BY HUBERT MCCLURE

HUBERT MCCLURE: Second thing,
Executive Session, legal matter. Do we need to do
anything there, staff.

ALESIA HUNTER: Yes, sir, you
need to ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. Do we
need to go back? Do I need to make a motion?

ALESIA HUNTER: Make a
motion.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay, I make
a motion we go into Executive Session for a few minutes
and meet with legal. And do I have a second?

RUSSELL BARTON: Second.

HUBERT MCCLURE: All those in
favor show by uplifted hand. And we'll go ahead and do
that right quick. Be back in a few minutes.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

HUBERT MCCLURE: Sometimes we
have to do that, not all the time, but sometimes we
have to do that. We’ll wait for everybody to come back
in.

Do we have a -- do we have a motion to resume?

JOHN FARR: So moved.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Do we have a
second?

RUSSELL BARTON: Second.

HUBERT MCCLURE: All in favor.

Okay, first on the agenda. Staff report. This is
a —-- this is 218 Maret Road, Townville. Staff.

HENRY YOUMANS: Thank you, Mr.
Chair. This is an application for a variance. The
applicant is Josh Davis. Property Address is 218 Maret
Road in Townville. Council District Four. Tax map
number is there for your reference. It is a
combination of three lots totaling .91 acres. Current
zoning is R-M, multi family district, and its land use
is residential.

The applicant is requesting the side yard setback
be reduced by 15 feet, from 40 feet to 25 feet, for the
construction of a garage for storage purposes only.

Finding of facts: Under Chapter 48, section



Anderson County - Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals - January 8, 2026

O 001NN B~ WK —

5:7.4-4, side yard, the minimum side yard with -- for a
single family or two family dwelling shall be 10% of
the total lot width, or eight feet, whichever is
greater. The minimum for a non-residential side yard,
it would be 15 feet from the measured property line.
For residences, non-residential uses, accessory
buildings, corner lots, the minimum side yard width
will be measured from the street right of way, it shall
be 20 feet from the service street, 30 feet from a
collector street, and 40 feet from an arterial.

Staff assessment: The property in question is a
hook parcel fronting on Maret Road and Oak View Drive.
The applicant has placed a concrete pad too close to
the right of way and measured 24 feet at the time of
inspection. The applicant can meet all other required
setbacks. There are no adverse possessions for -- on
adjacent properties if the variance is granted. And if
the variance is approved, the applicant will be
required to apply for a residential compliance and
building permit to complete its process.

This is a tax map aerial view of the parcel. You
can see it is in three portions, and there are hook
parcels in regards to the property. The diagram shows
the position of the residence and for the proposed
building. This is another aerial view of that. This
is the zoning aerial view showing that it is zoned R-M.

On the packets that you have up on your desk, you
can see where the concrete pad is placed, and the
measurement showing on the third page shows that it
meets the -- all other distances, except for the 24
foot marking where the Building and Codes inspector
said it was too close.

This is the sign that was posted for the variance

request. The variance request meets the requirements
in Chapter 48, Mr. Chair, and this is your report.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Did he say --

is that the staff report? I'm sorry. I didn't hear
that last part. I'm sorry.

Okay, so we'll open up the public hearing at this
time. The way I open up a public hearing is I always
ask for those that are speaking against first, and then
we will save the rest of the time for those that are
speaking for. We reserve questions -- we close the
public hearing, and we reserve questions for both sides
if needed.

I do ask that people be very civil and very

professional and brief. We all know if you're speaking
against it, we all know you're speaking against it. We
don't have to, you know -- we don't want to get into

any personalities. We don't want to get into any he
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said, she said. All we want is the facts and what you
believe and what you, you know, want. That's it. Real
brief.

Okay. So at this time, we'll open the public
hearing. Anybody here speaking against Mr. Davis and
special exception. Okay. No one's speaking against,
so I'll close the public hearing and reserve questions
for Mr. Davis. Mr. Davis, I figured you were here. If
we have any questions, we'll address you. You can use
the microphone if we have any questions.

Any questions for staff or Mr. Davis from the
board?

JOHN FARR: Motion to
approve.

HUBERT MCCLURE: We have a move
-- we have a motion to approve. Do we have a second?

DEBBIE CHAPMAN: Second.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Second. All
those in favor. And that passes.

Okay. Next on the agenda, and I'm going to make a
motion that we listen to these two at the same time,
since they both are in the same place within area of
each other. Staff, is that okay? We listen to these

HENRY YOUMANS: Yes, Mr.
Chair, that’s fine.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. This is
the B and C. I make a motion that we listen to them
together. Do I have a second?

JOHN FARR: Second.

HUBERT MCCLURE: All those in

favor? Okay. So we'll listen to them kind of
coherently, if that's okay with you, Henry?

HENRY YOUMANS: Yes, sir.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Go ahead.
HENRY YOUMANS: Okay. Both of

these properties are in the same subdivision, and the
-- whatever decision affects both.

So beginning with the first one is an application
for special exception. The applicant is John Berger.
Property address is 1021 Arrowhead Point. It’s Council
District Four. Tax map number is there for your
reference. The lot 21 of Arrowhead Point is the
property description. Current zoning is R-20, and the
land use is residential.

The applicant is requesting a special exception to
allow the use of a short term rental for the indicated
property at Arrowhead Point, 1021.

Finding of facts: County Code of Ordinances,
Chapter 48, section 5:3.2, uses under special exception
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in R-20 or in zoned areas, bed and breakfast, host
homes and guest homes are allowed by special exception.
Restrictions were recorded in February 25, 1975, deed
book 18-D, page 342. Those restrictions are still in
place.

The staff assessment is that the applicant
presented a short term rental permit at the time of
requesting the special exception. The use meets all
the requirements as permitted by ordinance. The
applicant has indicated use for part-time purposes.
The applicant's attorney stated that the restrictions
and covenants do not prohibit the short term rental
use. The use will not violate the character of the
neighborhood, if approved, but any violations can be
addressed through public safety ordinances.

The board must determine the restriction of the --
if the restrictions prohibit the use. And if it is
approved, the applicant has requirements that are
needed.

Mr. Berger has been paying accommodation fees for
the property since August of 2024. This is as of
December 2025, what has been paid.

This is the aerial view of the property. This is
the zoning map showing it is R-20 zoning. And this is
the special exception sign. In the packets that you
have, Mr. Berger sent me an email on December 23 of
2025, and presented this short term rental permit
stating that this was sent to him. It was sent to him
September 15 of 2025. The policy for special
exceptions are that they are heard through the board.
The board produces a signed letter stating the
conditions thereof, and that is how it's done. Being
the zoning administrator who issues all of these
permits, this is not an official permit of Anderson
County.

HUBERT MCCLURE: You say it is
not?

HENRY YOUMANS: It is not. We
do not have a short term rental permit at this time.
And if you, 1if you look at it, that's correct. And if
you, if you look at the email he submitted to me
stating that he felt that he already had a permit and
didn't need to do the special exception, my response to
him in my email was because of -- we were having
problems with scammers sending out false information.
I asked him to please submit the email that forwarded
him the permit, his receipt, if he -- whatever fee he
paid, and so that we could investigate it. And I did
not get a response in regards to that.

The second special exception is for 226 Indian
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Trail. The property owner and applicant is Rankin
Jolly. It is also zoned R-20, residential, and it is
in the same neighborhood, same restrictions apply. And
this basically is a mirror of the previous property
that we discussed.

This is a picture of the front of that property on
Indian Trail. This is the zoning map showing the
property. The point down near the -- midway of the
bottom is the actual property in question for Indian
Trail.

This is a tax map aerial. And this is the sign
that was posted for the special exception request.

Mr. Chair, this is your report on both properties.
And I yield the floor.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
Henry. Before I open the public hearing, I'd like to
ask Henry or Alesia or Tim, how many Airbnbs have we
listened to, would you say, round about? Just an
estimate.

HENRY YOUMANS: Listened to or
approved?

HUBERT MCCLURE: Either. Just
listened to.

HENRY YOUMANS: I think
somewhere in the neighborhood of 40.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Forty?

HENRY YOUMANS: And half of
those were approved.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yeah. I just
want the -- I want everybody to know before you start

making your comments, we've heard everything there is
to hear. Okay, we know that the traffic is not good.
We know that the roads are not good. We know that, you
know, people are going to go crazy at night and howl at
the moon, and we all -- we've heard all of that. Okay.

So I want to kind of narrow it down to, you know,
just the bare bones, because, you know, we've got quite
a bit of people speaking against, probably, or for, I
don't know. It doesn't say. So let's try to keep it
very brief. Okay. So at this time ---

HENRY YOUMANS: Mr. Chair?

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yes.

HENRY YOUMANS: Before you
proceed forward. There's a representative that's
representing the applicant, who is not here. And ---

HUBERT MCCLURE': Okay, I know

that. We'll do that when we

Okay. For those that are speaking against, I've
got a list. When we do the -- I'll open up the public
hearing at this time. When we do the, when we do the
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speaking against, we ask that you come up to the
microphone and speak and tell us your name and —--
ALESIA HUNTER: Mr. Chair?
HUBERT MCCLURE: Yes. Yes,
sir.
INAUDIBLE COMMENT FROM AUDIENCE
HUBERT MCCLURE: Yes, we can
add you to the list, but it'll probably be last. Okay?
INAUDIBLE COMMENT FROM AUDIENCE

HUBERT MCCLURE: What's your
name”?

WALT LIGON: Walt Ligon.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Oh, Ligon.
okay. Are you speaking -- I guess you're speaking
against. Walt Ligon, because your name is not on the
applicant. Walt Ligon.

All right. First I see -- I'm assuming Mr.
Draisen is for. So the first person speaking against,
Karen Johnson. If you would speak and remember civil,
professional and brief. Thank you.

KAREN JOHNSON: Thank you. My
name is Karen Johnson. I live at 1019 Arrowhead Point

in Anderson, in the neighborhood of ---
INAUDIBLE COMMENT
KAREN JOHNSON: Sorry. I
wanted to ask Mr. Youmans, does the county vote for or
against? I thought in the first one, you said that you
saw no reason why they couldn't have their cement pad

placed at a certain distance. Do you advise the same
on this particular ---

HENRY YOUMANS: Those are two
totally different issues. Variances differ from
special exceptions.

KAREN JOHNSON: Okay. All

right. I would like to ask the committee if they
received a letter that we drafted and sent on January 2
in your packet? Went to Mr. Youmans’ attention.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yeah.

KAREN JOHNSON: It is not in
there. 1I'll very briefly highlight it. It is also a
letter that the neighbors in the association received.

We speak to zoning and use compatibility. We

speak to the impact of rentals on the neighborhood. We
speak to traffic, parking and safety. We speak to
noise, quality of life. And we speak to the covenants.
Cateechee Shores has a covenant that have been in
effect for many years. In the late 70s. Our
neighborhood has 25 homes. Our road has one access
point in and one access point out. And it is Jjust over
a half a mile.
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1 The short term rentals that operated with or

2 without permission in the neighborhood at one point

3 were five of the 25 properties, or 20% of the

4 neighborhood. It was when 226 Indian Trail had asked

5 for this special exception, and we do appreciate that

6 they tried to go through the proper channels to get the
7 special exception, that the neighborhood gathered and

8 said, time out. This is getting carried away. The

9 noise and the other things you're all well aware of.

10 We believe the covenants to be in effect, and the

11 covenants, according to the documentation, run with the
12 land. They prohibit noxious and offensive activity,

13 annoyances, nuisances, and they prohibit commercial

14 property. It is my understanding that a short term

15 rental in Anderson County is, in fact, commercial

16 property. The residents that are in-house today, I've
17 been there probably about the average 22 years. I
18 think Rette and Sid have been there ---

19 TIM CARTEE: Time, Mr.

20 Chairman.

21 KAREN JOHNSON: 1979; 40

22 years. Chris 33, Cindy 31, Kate 29; you get my gist.
23 There are eight homes that have been there over ---

24 TIM CARTEE: Time, Mr.

25 Chairman.

26 KAREN JOHNSON: --- 20 years.

27 That's it? Time? 1It's overwhelmingly apparent that
28 the community on a whole request we remain residential.

29 HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you.
30 KAREN JOHNSON: Thank you.
31 HUBERT MCCLURE: Next on the

32 list, Rette Stokes. I think that's Rette Stokes. O0h,
33 I'm sorry. Okay. Oh, say it again. Says Rette

34 Stokes, I'm sorry. Okay. Okay. All right, go right

35 ahead. Just if you would address the

36 RETTE STOKES: As stated I

37 am Sid Stokes and I live at 1010 Arrowhead Point. And
38 we have been there since 1979.

39 The beauty of our neighborhood is that it is a

40 close knit group, and we have -- when we moved out

41 there, we were one of four houses out there, and on

42 Arrowhead Point, we were the only house. So we've had
43 a lot of instances out in our neighborhood of crime

44 coming off the boat ramp on 18 Mile Creek, or the

45 houses that are what we refer to as Triangle Pines,

46 where my house has been jimmied on the front door once,
47 the back window has been broken out and the side door.
48 My wife actually caught two gentlemen trying to break
49 into our house in the middle of the afternoon before

50 the other houses were built.
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My concern is the fact that we have no idea of who
comes in and goes from our neighborhood. We have no
way of realizing what cars belong and what cars are not
there for good purposes. My daughter knows —-- they had
to install a light and camera on the end of their road
to try to keep people from going in and parking at
night for whatever purposes, you know, and we have no
way of doing that. We've had to run them out of there.

They've had people that have been from the rentals
to show up on their property, on their paths, through
their woods, thinking it was an open trail for

everybody.

But we have no way of controlling any of that. I
don't have any issues with our owners of the
properties. I've met them all. We've invited them to

our get-together on Labor Day weekend. Everything's
fine. 1It's just the fact that, mainly, the transient

part of it ---

HUBERT MCCLURE: You have
concerns about it?

SID STOKES: -—-—- that we
can't -- that I have a problem with. I woke up at

three and four in the morning having people trying to
break in my truck in my driveway. My company truck was
broken into. So by not having any kind of clear idea
who belongs and who doesn’t belong, there's no way of
policing our own neighborhood. That's my major
concern.

HUBERT MCCLURE: All right,
sir.

SID STOKES: And you know,
I'm not affected by the noise because I'm not close
enough, you know, and that kind of thing.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you for
being honest there.

SID STOKES: But that was
our, our major concern.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
sir. Ms. Heslin or Heston. I'm saying Heslin.

EUGENIA HESLIN: Thank you. I

appreciate your comments about you've heard it all, and
I expect I can echo what my neighbors have said so far.
And I'd also like to echo what my neighbor Sid just
said. I've met my neighbors at 1021. I consider them
friends. And if all STR owners operated the way they
did, perhaps we wouldn't need these ordinances. And I
know I probably have neighbors who disagree with that,
but like Sid and Rette, we don't hear the noise;
however we hear the transient. We have people who
bring their boats and their jet skis. We're frequently
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calling DNR on violations on our cove. And those are
not my neighbors doing that. Those are the STR people.

But mainly my point here today for you is to
emphasize the fact that the Cateechee Shore subdivision
is subject to those restrictive covenants and easements
like section one says that all lots shall be used
exclusively for single family dwellings. So far so
good. Article three, no lot, or any part thereof,
shall be used for any business or commercial purpose or
for any public purpose.

The fact that these applications apparently say
that they're not subject to covenants is simply an
error. The fact that they say that STR use is in --
not in violation of a covenant is also simply an error.

The -- I don't know why somebody would say these
covenants and restrictions don't apply. They've been
in effect since 1978. It's a principle of American

real estate law for far longer than that.

The only time covenants need to be reviewed,
challenged, recorded, etcetera, that I have found has
been under the South Carolina Homeowners Association
Act. We do not have a homeowners association at
Cateechee Shores. We have never had a homeowners
association at Cateechee Shores, and our covenants
don't even comply with the definitions of that. We
don't collect any money. We don't run any common
property.

We also know the other, the other section of South
Carolina law that allows for ignoring or not enforcing
covenants is section 31-21-160, which really speaks to
covenants that are illegal; for example, not being --
restricting a sale of property to people of a different
race.

Now, 1it's understood, of course, that a covenant
and restriction such as ours is not enforceable by the
county. That is something that we as the homeowners
could do. And to my knowledge, no one has brought an
action against these people. These people have not
brought an action in court to interpret or say that the
covenants do not apply to this particular, to this
particular use.

TIM CARTEE: Time, Mr.
Chairman.

EUGENIA HESLIN: Okay, just --
I just wanted to say that those statements, which are
apparently in that form that was required for them to
be filed by 6-29-11 SC, 6-29-1145, which I have not
seen, clearly contains errors, and if it does not
contain errors, I would expect that you would look into
a little further and challenge those comments.
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Thank you.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
ma'am. I think this is Heerwagen. Okay, and it says

yes or no, and I don't know exactly what that says, but
you can explain it.

CHRIS HEERWAGEN: Good evening,
Chris Heerwagen, 236 Indian Trail. The yes and no, one
of the -- the question on the sign-up sheet says, are

you within 1000 feet of the properties? One of the
properties, I am absolutely within a thousand feet.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Okay. I see.
CHRIS HEERWAGEN: The other

property, I'm close to 1000 feet, give or take, is what
the intention was there.

I've been in that neighborhood for 32 years now.
And the reason I moved into that neighborhood was
because of the covenants. It's exactly what I wanted.
I did not want to live off of Clemson Boulevard. I
didn't want to live next to hotels, gas stations, bars,
you name it. I wanted to live in a quiet neighborhood.
Period. I met the owners, the owners that own the land
that created this -- these covenants, and I have a copy
of them here. None of us would have a house in this
neighborhood if they didn't decide to be nice and sell
it off and allow us to have a piece of the lake life.
But they wrote covenants. They wrote them for a
reason. They wrote them to be followed. They could
have put an expiration date in there, but they didn't,
because they wanted the neighborhood to be residential,
non-business use.

I am asking this team, this county, to please
uphold the covenants that were written and adhere to
the wishes of the people that owned the land before the

lake was even made. Thank you, everybody.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
sir. Mr. Donar.

DAVID DONAR: Yes, I'm
David Donar. I live in 170 Indian Trail.

And like my neighbor, I came to Clemson 20 years
ago. I worked at Clemson. And the first thing I did
was I wanted to live near work. I lived right in
Clemson, and I lived in a residential stated
neighborhood. But again, pressures like student
rentals, temporary rentals, party rentals, football
parties. And I love Clemson football. I mean, I love
it all, but I have to work. I have to get up in the
morning and go to work.

So after five years, I decided I need a place
that's close but still in a place that I can sleep and
have a good rest. And my neighbor next to me sold me
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that house they built. And I asked them, I said, my
realtor and I are looking for a place that is clearly
protecting of residential family neighborhood. And
that is what I love about my neighbors and my
community, is that we look out for each other.

And I can't tell you how I couldn't sleep at night
when I was in Clemson, trying to get to work the next
day, and I wasn't going to fight 20 college students.
But this is a place that I truly believe that is a home
and a community first.

And finally, as you said, the traffic is always an
issue, but now I don't even like to walk Saturdays. I
used to walk down this narrow one road just to get some
relief, and I'm worried I'm going to get run over.
Because there have been rentals that are in there that
have massive traffic that people don't know where
they're going. So that's affected me directly. And
then other things are residuals, like trash. I pick up
trash on my side of my house because people are
throwing stuff out.

So all that said and done, I do appreciate my
neighbor, because that's exactly how I feel, is that
this is a community, and I want to be able to be there
and not worry about transient or commercial intentions
that will compromise the value and integrity of the
neighborhood. Thank you.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
sir. And Mr. Ligon.
WALT LIGON: Thank you.

The main reason I'm standing up here was right after --
oh, by the way, my name is Walt Ligon. I'm sorry. And
I live at 230 Indian Trail, which is the house right
next door to the one in question on Indian Trail.

And when that first move-in happened, there was a
party that was loud outside and went on past midnight.
And I wasn't real happy about it. But I've since
learned, after talking to the owners, that it was --
this was their son, and they had a, they had a party
there, and it was a one off kind of thing.

Look, all the stuff everybody's talked about, as
far as, you know, the traffic and all these things, I
can say them again, but like you said, you guys pretty
much know that. You've heard, you've heard a million
of these, of these things.

You know, what Mr. Jolly told me is that, you
know, they want to rent it part-time for a year and
then live there. What I want is for them to live in
the house and become our neighbors and be, you know,
friendly and whatever. So I'm not real inclined to
come up here and yell at you; don't, don't do this. I
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don't know what I want. I'm kind of on the fence back
and forth. What they say sounds all right to me. On
the other hand, what my neighbors are saying is, we've
already got a bunch of them in there, and if we keep
letting more in there, it's just going to get worse.
And I can understand that, too.

And as far as the covenants, I think the only
reason to have a covenant is so that a buyer looks at
it and goes, yes, this is where this neighborhood is
going. And to say that it would end some time would
be, I would think ridiculous, if it doesn't say so in
there.

So those are my feelings on these things. I think
everybody else has done a pretty good job. I don't
want to, I don't want to repeat it. So thank you.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
sir.

Okay, as I, as I move on, I want to, I want to
stress, we've already heard from those that are
against. So when we get people up here speaking for, I
don't want to hear anything from those that are
speaking against. You've had your time to talk. Okay.
Just want to reiterate that, because we have had
people, oh my gosh, act like children. And I Jjust --
and I'm just going to say that.

So at this time, I'm going to ask those that are
speaking for to address the microphone. And again, I
don't want to hear anything. Please don't mess this
up. Okay? So those speaking for go right ahead and
stand and address.

DANIEL DRAISEN: Thank you, Mr.
Chairman, board members. My name is Daniel Draisen.
I'm an attorney here in Anderson, and I am here
speaking in a representative capacity. Let me be clear
that I don't live in the neighborhood, but I have been
dealing with dirt law cases for more than about 30
years now.

I'm from Anderson, South Carolina. I grew up
here, went to Westside High School. Some of you have
had dealings with me in the law. And I practice fairly
specialized in real estate dirt law, and I know and
understand the emotional side and components, and I've
been on both sides of this issue. So let me say it's
always emotional. One of the reasons why I practice
dirt law is because people's homes are their biggest
investments, and I understand. But I've also been to
the Court of Appeals and Supreme Court on these issues,
and I've tried many, many of these issues, and I've
helped resolve many of these issues through the years
in numerous subdivisions in Anderson County.
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I think it's an interesting position to be in for
you as the board members, because if you are assessing
whether or not restrictive covenants restrict or apply
to the, to the situation here, that, to me, is a
judicial action. That's something to be tried by a
court.

As one of the against folks mentioned, this isn't
a court of law, but it appears to me to be that we're
arguing whether or not the restrictive covenants would
prohibit my clients from using the property for short
term rentals. So I'll speak to that, although I think
this is an odd forum to be addressing that, considering
this isn't a court of law.

And I've written a letter, and if you guys -- I
know it’s in your pocket, but I wrote a letter on
November the 14th, 2025, and I cite the applicable law
regarding restrictive covenants. Now understand that
restrictive covenants are contractual in nature.
There's a case in South Carolina called Taylor versus
Lindsey, which is a primary case on covenants that says
that covenants will be given their common, ordinary
meaning attributed to them at the time of their
execution.

Why is that important? Because you just heard
numerous people tell you these covenants are 1976
variety. I was born in 1972 and I can tell you that I
don't think short term rentals in South Carolina were
an issue in 1976. So if you're going to interpret
these restrictive covenants to say that they prohibit
short term rentals, I challenge you that that wasn't an
issue in 1976 and there's no way the drafters wrote
this with the intention of prohibiting short term
rentals. In fact, these restrictive covenants don't
use the word rental, renting, leasing. That's not
mentioned in the covenants at all. So the covenants do
not restrict rental. They do not restrict anybody from
leasing the property. This is all a made-up scenario
here to try to fit it into a business use of the
property, as opposed to it being short term rental use
of the property.

And unfortunately, because you have to look at the
time of the execution of the covenants, and that being
1976, we know you're construing these covenants that
they didn't, they didn't, they didn't think about short

term rentals being an issue. May have been going on at
the beach back then if people were trying to get --
maybe not even at the beach in '76. But obviously it's

now tailed off to lake properties where they want to
use them for short term vacation rentals.
Also, under the law, a restriction on the use of
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property must be created in express terms or by plain
and unmistakable implication, and all such restrictions
are construed strictly with all doubts in favor of free
use of the property. What that means is our courts in
South Carolina said we don't like restrictions. We
favor your free ability to use the property.

Now obviously the covenants in this case could
have said, we are going to define short term rentals as
a business purpose, a business use. And in fact, we
write modern covenants because short term rentals are
an issue. The modern covenants that we draft often
define using your property, renting it for less than 30
days, to be, to be a business use of the property.
Their covenants don't say that. Their covenants don't
specify anything about what constitutes a business use.

So then what are you going to look to? You're
going to go to the arguments that we make in court,
which is, well, what does the tax code say? What does
the, what does the Department of Revenue say? You
know, what are your arguments going to be about whether
or not this constitutes a business? Is it because
you're taxable on accommodations tax, that you're a
business? Is that how you fall -- how you regulate
this?

The issue is that that's not what's before you.
The issue before you is, do these covenants prohibit
it? Fortunately, in this case, they don't prohibit
short term use. Because they don't, they don't
prohibit rental.

So these folks would have you say it's okay if you
rent it for six months or 12 months, but it's not okay
if you rent it for one week. Where is that distinction
made in the covenants? Because it's not restricted one
way or the other. There's no time limit placed on

these in terms of rentals. So if you earn income more
than 14 -- if you, if you rent your unit for more than
14 days in a year, income is taxable. So if you, if --

if any of these owners rent their place for six months
or a year, they still have to report the income as
taxable income.

Well, if a short term renter rents their place for
more than 14 days in a year, they have to report the
income as rental income. There's no difference.
There's no distinction in the law, because it's the 14
days that cause whether or not you have to pay tax on
it or not.

So the other point I want to make is, is that
these folks, again, have said, well, the covenants have
been in place since 1976. They got a problem they
don't know about. South Carolina has a rule against
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perpetuity. The rule against perpetuity says that you
can't restrict something's use for more than 99 years
plus 21; it's life in being plus 21 years. And when
you have a covenant or restriction that has no term,
the South Carolina courts have held in many cases that
those are void because they violate the rule against

perpetuities. Not voidable. The covenants are void.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Mr. Draisen,
let me interrupt you just for a minute. We're being

lenient because there were six people that talked and
I'm saying, how much did you give them? Three minutes,

six times three is 18 minutes. So we’re being lenient.
Just go ahead.

DANIEL DRAISEN: I'm not going
to go that long.

HUBERT MCCLURE: I know you're
trying -- I know what you do. You're trying, I know,

and I agree with you. That's not a place to do this.
But go ahead and, go ahead and finish, please.

DANIEL DRAISEN: Yes, sir.
And I don't -- I'm not going to belabor it, but I don't
know that y'all have ever heard these points
specifically. I haven't been here.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yes, we've
heard them.

DANIEL DRAISEN: So then if

you've heard them, and you know them, but I'm applying
these specific covenants. And I get asked to do this
on a regular basis for -- I represent 55 homeowner
associations in Anderson County. So, you know, don't
think I read them and review them and give comments or
opinions on whether or not they're applicable or not
applicable. I do it on a regular basis.

I stated my legal opinion to you about the fact
that I don't believe these covenants are applicable to
this because it's a 1976 set of covenants. If we were
here looking at a 2025, 2023 set of covenants, I might
be making an entirely different argument today.

But if that's what you're charged with today, and
your staff in their recommendation says that's the only
real issue that the board has to decide, is whether or
not the protective covenants in this case (inaudible).

else is met under the staff guidelines, staff
opinion in the, in the packet that I saw.

So I'm limiting this to talking about the

applicability of the covenants. Happy to answer any
questions that you have about this. If you have any, I
would ask if you need to to look at this -- not address

the rule against perpetuity’s issue, but I think that's
for litigation for another day if we want to have the



17

Anderson County - Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals - January 8, 2026

O 001NN B~ WK —

covenants tossed entirely. I don't necessarily think
that's beneficial to the neighborhood to try to get
them tossed entirely, but that's

HUBERT MCCLURE: Thank you,
sir.

Okay, at this time I'll ask to close the public
hearing. We've heard from both sides. 1Is there
anything that the board needs to say before I say what
I'm going to say?

JOHN FARR: I don’t think
we can make this decision. I think you need to table
it like we discussed.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Well, I think
that with what we’ve got, we do just like we did
before. I make a motion we table this and let the --
because I agree with Mr. Draisen -- right, Draisen?
This is not the place. And plus, we do not, we do not
have the -- this is not in our wheelhouse. So at this

time, I feel like we need to table it and maybe revisit
it after maybe the attorney and the applicants meet
with the subdivision and see if something can be worked
out.

Okay, I'd make a motion. I know the chairman is

not supposed to make a motion, but he can. So I'm
going to make a motion that we table this and meet at
another -- when's the next time we could meet if we
table it? Alesia?

ALESTA HUNTER: Yes, sir.
We could meet in 30 days.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Yeah. So I

make a motion, we table it based on it’s outside of our
wheelhouse and see if the applicants and the

subdivision can come to a consensus. You second?
JOHN FARR: Two seconds.
HUBERT MCCLURE: Two seconds.
And all in favor. And thanks a lot.

Next on the agenda -- can't find the agenda. I
never can. There we go. Any new business or old
business from staff?

ALESIA HUNTER: No, sir.

HUBERT MCCLURE: Do I have a
motion to adjourn?

JOHN FARR: So moved.

HUBERT MCCLURE: And a second.

All in favor. Everybody have a good night.

MEETING ADJOURNED AT APPROXIMATELY 6:08 P.M.



Application for Variance
Anderson County Land Use Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting
401 E River St.
Anderson, South Carolina
April 14, 2026
1:00 PM

Applicant: Daryl Lewis

Owner of Property: Same

Property Location: 210 Altamont Ct. Anderson

Council District: One (1)

Tax Map Number (TMS); 120-03-03-029

Property Description: 0.86 AC

Current Zoning: R-20

Land Use: Single Family Residential

Applicant Request: Requesting variance to build a garage on the property other than in the rear of the property
that is zoned R-20, due to underground power line running diagonally from power pole to house which would
prohibit locating garage in the rear.

Findings of Fact: Anderson County Code of Ordinances, Under Chapter 48, R-20, 5:3.3 Accessory building
setback. Accessory buildings may be located in the rear yard, provided that they are set back not less than five
feet from any lot line and occupy not more than 20 percent of the rear yard.

Staff Assessment:

1) There is no room in the rear of the property and the overhead electrical line prohibits the placement
of a accessory building of this size, 1600-2200 Sq Ft.

2) There will be no adverse effects on adjacent properties, if the variance is granted.

3) If'the variance is approved, the Applicant will be required to apply for a residential compliance and
building permit in order to proceed with construction.



3/17/26, 1:34 PM

Variance Application Applicant

1 Daryl Lewis

VA-26-4 L 864.376-0727

Submitted On: Feb 26, 2026 del7317@att.net

Project Information

All variance applicants are required to go before the
Anderson County Board of Zoning Appeals and must
attend the live scheduled Board of Zoning appeals meeting
when their request is to be heard. Applicants may be
exempt from attending the scheduled meeting for the
following reasons only: an unexpected iliness or passing of
oneself or a loved one or if an applicant is on active military
duty or deployed. :

Is The Property Zoned?

Zoned

School District

5

Please check Which is Applicable
Other

If Other, Explain

Requesting variance to build a garage on the property other than in the rear of property that is zoned R20. Due to underground

about:blank

Primary Location

210 Altamont Ct
Anderson, SC 29621

Please Indicate the Current Use of the Property

Residential

Project Address
210 Altamont Ct

Tax Map Number (TMS)
120-03-03-029-000

Is the Applicant the Property Owner?

Yes

County Council District?

1

Total Acreage
.86 acre 37747.87 Sq Ft

power line running diagonally from power pole to house which would prohibit locating garage in the rear.

Purpose of Variance?

To locate a 1600-2200 Sq Ft residental garage adjacent to the house.

Have you researched your Private Covenants/Deed restrictions
at the Anderson County Register of Deeds Office?

Yes

about:blank

Date visited Register of Deeds or Date searched on-line?

02/24/2026

Private Covenants or Deed Restrictions on the Property?

Yes

12



3/17/26, 1:34 PM about:blank

If you indicated yes, please provide a copy of your
covenants and deed restrictions with this application —
pursuant to State Law (Section 6-29-1145: July 1, 2007) —
determining existence of restrictive covenants. Copies may
be obtain at the Register of Deeds Office. It is the
applicant’s responsibility for checking any subdivision
covenants or private covenants pertaining to the property.

Comments:

Covenants and deed have been researched and are attached

For a variance to potentially be considered for approval by the Board of Zoning appeals the applicant must
establish a hardship.

Hardship: A hardship relates to the physical characteristics  The applicant hereby request a variance to the Board of
of the property, not the personal circumstances of the Zoning Appeals for the following reasons::

owner or user, and the property is rendered unusable

without the granting of a variance.:

What are the extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular piece of property:

Due to underground power line ruuning diagonally across the rear of the property from power pole to the house and setback
requirements the building can not be located in the rear yard.

Conditions do not generally apply to other properties in vicinity, as shown by:

Yes, zoned R 20

Reasons why property is prohibited or limited in its uses:

Zoned R 20, underground power line prevents building in rear.

Application of the variance will not be of detriment to adjacent properties or to the public good and the character of the district will
not be harmed by the granting of the variance for the following reasons:

there would be no detriment/harm to the adjacent property, public good or the district.

Acknowledgement

As the applicant, | hereby confirm | have reviewed all
information and the materials for this application are authentic
and have been submitted to Planning/Development Standards.

The Development Standards Staff will recommend approval
or denial to the Board of Zoning Appeals at a scheduled
Public Hearing . Applicants are notified of the date, time,
and location of this meeting, and must attend in case true
questions arise. The Board of Zoning Appeals will make the
final decision.:

Date
02/26/2026

Applicant Signature

true

about:blank 2/2
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