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Horry County

Committed to Excellence

VI.

HORRY COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
Agenda

February 13, 2023
Call to Order — 5:30 p.m.
Invocation/Pledge of Allegiance

Communications

Minutes

January 9, 2023— Regular Meeting MinULES ................cocooiiiviiieieeeceeee e, 1-18
Old Business

2022-10-013 - Danny Allen — Reconsideration .................ccccccocoooevivovieiosecieee, 19-33

193 Demo Place, Galivants Ferry (County Council Member Allen)

2022-12-010 — Venture Engineering, agent for Princefield, LLC .................. 34-35
Located on Hwy 747, Loris (Council Member Causey) Deferred

New Business

Variances

1.

2023-01-001-Nakita Stevens, agent for Issac Brown Sr. and Issac Brown Jr. .36-44
6298 Hwy 66, Loris (Council Member Causey)
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11.

2023-01-002—-Bertha Georgina BIENIS .............c.cccoooiviviiioeeeceee e 45-57
3951 Evens Estate Drive, Little River (Council Member Causey)

2023-01-003-Debbie Jenkins/Tyson Sign Co., agent for

ANderson Brothers Bank ..o, 58-68
International Drive & McLeod Health Blvd., Myrtle Beach

(Council Member Hardee)

2023-01-004-Sierra Abbott/Inlet Trade Center ... 69-79
Inlet Square Drive, Murrells Inlet (Council Member Servant)

2023-01-005-Robert Guyton, agent for CCC-Myrtle Beach LLC .......................... 80-92
388 Hinson Drive, Myrtle Beach (Council Member Hardee)

2023-01-006—-Ken Hayes, agent for Richard Edwards ............... WITHDRAWN........ 93-95
2061 Deerfield Ave., Myrtle Beach (Council Member Loftus)

2023-01-007-Mike Kinsey/Carolina Pro Exteriors, agent for
Don and JOYCE VOGIEE ..ot 96-106
515 Whiddy Loop, Conway (Council Member Hardee)

2023-01-008-Kenneth Moss, agent for Highway Ninety Investors
EWaterfall POA . ..o 107-123
101 — 425 (Odd) Waterfall Circle, Little River (Council Member Causey)

2023-01-009-Palmetto Architecture/Robin Roberts, agent for
128 East Main Street DuNcan LLC ... 124-134
1571 Hwy 544, Conway (Council Member Masciarelli)

2023-01-010-Tarr Group, LLC, agent for WMG Exchange 1 LLC ... 135-145
9608 Hwy 707, Myrtle Beach (Council Member Crawford)

2023-01-011-Thomas and Hutton, agent for Lennar Carolinas, LLC ................. 146-158
1503-1607 (Odd) Swing Bridge Way, Myrtle Beach (Council Member Crawford)
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13.

14.

2023-01-012—Venture Engineering, agent for Carl Meares Jr. ..................cccocceo.... 159-170
1568 Watson Ave., Little River (Council Member Dukes)

2023-01-013-Venture Engineering, agent for Carl Meares Jr. ..................ccccc....... 171-181
1568 Watson Ave., Little River (Council Member Dukes)

2023-01-017-The Earthworks Group, agent for Ronaldo Nogueira ..................... 182-195
4127 Jeremy Loop, Myrtle Beach (Council Member Masciarelli)

Special Exceptions

15

16.

17.

VII.

2023-01-014-Chang Yan Lin, agent for Myrtle Beach Dining, LLC ................ 196-205
124 Loyola Dr., Myrtle Beach (Council Member Loftus)
2023-01-015 —Erikka Parlin, agent for Ralph Pandure ... 206-216

4311 Mineola Ave., Little River (Council Member Dukes)

2023-01-016 — Omar Satavia, agent for Hickman Road LLC ........................... 217-228
6100 Red Bluff Road, Loris (Council Member Hardee)

Adjourn










STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) HORRY COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

)
COUNTY OF HORRY ) MINUTES — January 9, 2023

The Horry County Zoning Board of Appeals held its scheduled meeting on Monday, January 9,
2023 at 5:30 p.m. in the Horry County Government Center, Multi-purpose Room B, located at
1301 Second Avenue in Conway, South Carolina.

Board Members present: Kirk Truslow, Bobby Page, J. Marshall Biddle, Neal Hendrick, Drew
Parks, Jeffrey Miller, Blake Arp and Jody Nyers

Staff present: Marnie Leonard, Stewart Miller, David Jordan, Jordan Todd, Stevie Brown,
Brandon Gray and Taylor Jones

In accordance with the SCFOIA, notices of the meeting were sent to the press (and other
interested persons and organizations requesting notification) providing the agenda, date, time and
place of the meeting.

Chairman Drew Parks called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. There was a valid quorum for
voting purposes. Jody Nyers delivered the invocation and Blake Arp led in the Pledge of
Allegiance.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in staff.

PUBLIC INPUT

Danny Allen (Case - 2022-10-013) stated that he applied for a variance in November of 2022, for
the December 12 2022 meeting. Mr. Allen explained that he missed the meeting and that his
variance was denied, and he would like the board to reconsider his case.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to reconsider the case. Kirk Truslow seconded
the motion. The board unanimously voted to reconsider case number 2022-10-013 on February
13,2023.

COMMUNICATIONS

2022-12-010 — Deferred

REGULAR MEETING MINUTES - December 12, 2022

Chairman Drew Parks asked if there were any additions, deletions or changes to the minutes.
Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to accept the minutes as amended. Neal
Hendrick seconded. The motion carried unanimously. The minutes for December 12, 2022

were approved.

OLD BUSINESS



The first case number was 2022-11-009 Attorney Shep Guyton, agent for BCWW
Partnership. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 312-05-02-0063 identified the
parcel located at 1381 Hwy 17, Little River. The applicants requested a variance from Article V,
Section 505 C in regards to the removal of live oak specimen trees in the Highway Commercial
(HC) zoning district. The applicants requested a variance to remove two (2) specimen live oak
trees from this parcel. The existing structure was constructed in 1948 according to the Tax
Assessor's records. The applicants proposed to remove the existing structure and construct a new
commercial use on the site. The live oak trees were inspected by the Zoning Department on
November 10th. Our inspection exhibited Tree 1 was a 45" DBH and Tree 2 was a 32.3" DBH
for a total of 78" DBH which would require 47 replacement trees at 2.5" caliper or a $7,050 fee
in lieu. The fee in lieu could increase after the County Council meeting on January 24th. The
applicant provided a Tree Risk Assessment from a Certified Arborist. (Please refer to the
January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. The removed tree shall be replaced according to the mitigation and planting requirements
or a fee in lieu as outlined in the Zoning Ordinance.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Attorney Shep Guyton explained that at last month’s meeting they did not have the letter from
the arborist, they have since then obtained such letter.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle asked if the variance was for three trees or two. To which
Shep Guyton answered, only two trees were being removed, one was not a live oak.

There was no public input.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as
stated by staff. Blake Arp seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The
variance was approved with conditions.

NEW BUSINESS

The second case number was 2022-12-001 Tyler Thomas McGalliard. David Jordan
presented the case to the Board. PIN 470-03-04-0025 identified the parcel located at 355 Oak
Ave, Murrells Inlet. The applicant requested a variance from Article II regarding the setback
requirements in the Residential (MSF 10) zoning district. The applicant requested a side and rear
setback variance to construct a 24' x 65' (1560 sq. ft.) detached garage on the rear of the property.
The proposed detached garage would be located 5' from the left and right-side property lines
instead of the required 10' for a variance of 5', and 5' from the rear property line instead of the
required 15' for a variance of 10'.  (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further
information.)



Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Tyler McGalliard who explained that he planned to build a 24” X
36’ garage. He also stated that he wanted to be able to pull into the garage, meaning that the
structure would have to shift toward one side or the other if he was denied the variance on the
rear of the building. Mr. McGalliard said that his neighbors were in agreeance with the requested
variance.

There were no board or staff comments.
There was no public input.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as
stated by staff. Jody Nyers seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The
variance was approved with conditions.

The third case number was 2022-12-002 David Inman. David Jordan presented the case to the
Board. PIN 344-14-01-0003 identified the parcel located at 5300 Hwy. 90, Conway. The
applicants requested a variance from Article II regarding setback requirements in the
Commercial Forest Agriculture (CFA) zoning district. In May 2022 the applicants received
Permit #147199 to construct a two story Barndominium single family home with a garage on this
site. There was 2,614 sq. ft. area that would be used for the single-family home with an attached
garage area of 4,120 sq. ft. for a total area of 6,734 sq. ft. The post foundation survey revealed
that the structure did not meet the required 40' front setback in the CFA zoning district. The
proposed structure would be located 29' from the front property line instead of the required 40’
for a variance of 11'. Zoning would only allow the garage to be used for personal use storage.
Any home occupation business would be required to adhere to the requirements of Section 927
and could not use over 35% of the total square footage of the dwelling or 2,356 sq. ft. area.
(Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in David Inman who explained that he needed an 11” variance
because the post foundation unveiled that they had measured from the center line of the road
instead of the property line.



Chairman Drew Parks asked for a show of hands of the audience who was in favor of this
request. Three people raised their hands. No one was in opposition of the variance.

There was no public input.

Jody Nyers made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as stated by staff. Blake Arp
seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The variance was approved with
conditions.

The fourth case number was 2022-12-005 Venture Engineering, agent for Pinnacle Storage
Hwy. 9 LL.C. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 216-14-02-0015 identified the
parcel located at located off of Hwy 9 in Longs. The applicants are requesting a variance from
Article V, Section 505 C regarding the removal of live oak specimen trees in the Black Bear
PDD. This is a commercial tract located within the Black Bear PDD. The applicants are
proposing a Storage Facility on the property with a total of 5 buildings. The applicants are
requesting to remove five (5) specimen live oak trees from this site. The live oak trees were
inspected by the Zoning Department on November 30th. Our inspection shows each trees DBH
as follows: Tree 2 is 25", Tree 3 is 30.2" , Tree 4 is 24", Tree 70 is 27.5" and Tree 71 is 24.3"
for a total of 131" DBH which will require 80 replacement trees at 2.5" caliper or pay the
required fee in lieu. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. The removed tree shall be replaced according to the mitigation and planting requirements
or a fee in lieu as outlined in the Zoning Ordinance.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Jake Powell, with Venture Engineering, who stated they were
requesting to remove 5 oak trees. Mr. Powell stated that the fire access around the buildings
would be impacted, and his client has agreed to plant 80 trees or pay a fee in lieu.

Jody Nyers asked if the trees were damaged or diseased in any way, Jake Powell answered, to his
knowledge, no, they were perfectly fine, they were just in the way.

Chairman Drew Parks asked if they had looked at changing the site plan to not have to remove
the trees. Jake Powell stated that he personally had not but he was sure that his office had looked
at making the existing site work without moving the trees.

There was no public input.
Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as

stated by staff. Bobby Page seconded the motion. The motion failed with a 7 — 1 vote, with
Chairman Drew Parks voting in favor. The variance was denied.



The fifth case number was 2022-12-006 Thomas and Hutton, agent for Eagle South, LLC.
David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 400-00-00-0017 identified the parcel located
at 787 Myrtle Ridge Dr., Myrtle Beach. The applicants are requesting a variance from Article I1
Table 2-2 regarding building separation requirements in the General Residential (GR-5) zoning
district. The applicants proposed to develop this 80.78-acre parcel (Ascend at Myrtle Ridge)
which is within the Ridgefield Master Plan Development. This parcel had 62 acres of
jurisdictional wetlands leaving 18.6 acres available for development. They proposed 90 duplex
buildings with 180 units total. Art. II, Table 2-2 required a minimum 20’ building separation
between individual buildings in the GRn zoning district. The applicants were requesting a
variance to allow a 10' building separation instead of the required 20’ for a variance of 10'".
(Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in John Danford with Thomas and Hutton who explained that this
parcel had extraordinary and exceptional conditions, including 62 acres of wetlands that were
undevelopable and various types of easements.

Chairman Drew Parks verified with John Danford and staff that the density was based off of
gross acreage and would allow for 400 apartments if the applicants wanted to go that route.

John Danford confirmed that was correct, but that was not the avenue that the applicants wanted
to go because it would not match the characteristic of the community.

There was no public input.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as
stated by staff. Blake Arp seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. 7The
variance was approved with conditions.

The sixth case number was 2022-12-007 Kelly Reighard. David Jordan presented the case to
the Board. PIN 469-06-02-0001 identified the parcel located at 11202 Lee Circle, Murrells Inlet.
The applicant requested a variance from Article II regarding setback requirements in the
Residential (SF20) zoning district, the applicant proposed to construct a new single-family home
on this parcel. The SF20 zoning district only allowed one dwelling on the 22,582 sq. ft. lot. The
existing home was constructed in 1988 per the Tax Assessor's records. Before a certificate of
occupancy can be given on the new home the existing home would need to be converted to a
storage building or garage. This lot was originally split in 1997 (PB 151-132) with a two (2)
story frame dwelling and a wood storage bldg. located on the site. A survey was approved in
September of 2022 to move the property lines and move the shared private driveway and cul-de-
sac from the left to the right side. Art. II, Section 205 stated, when a shared private driveway



easement is utilized for access, the required setback shall be measured from the easement line.
The home is required to meet a 40" front setback off the cul-de-sac which pushed the home
further to the rear. The proposed single-family home would be located 20' from the rear property
line instead of the required 25' for a variance of 5'. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet
for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Kelly Reighard who stated that the small shed pictured on the
site plan had since been moved, and her newly proposed home would encroach into the setbacks.

There was no board or staff comments.
There was no public input.

Jody Nyers made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as stated by staff. Kirk
Truslow seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The variance was approved
with conditions.

The seventh case number was 2022-12-009 Glenn Ashley. David Jordan presented the case to
the Board. PIN 462-14-03-0146 identified the parcel located at 351 A Seabreeze Dr., Murrells
Inlet. The applicants requested a variance from Article I1 and Article IV, Section 412 regarding
setback and fencing requirements in the Residential (MSF6) zoning district. The applicants
proposed to construct an 8' x 58.8' raised deck and lift to make the house handicap accessible for
the owner. The deck would be located 7' from the right corner side instead of the required 11.25'
for a variance of 4.25'. There was an existing 9.5' x 7.7' shed located on the right corner side that
had not been permitted. The shed was located 3.5' from the right corner side instead of the
required 11.25' for a variance of 7.75"' and 1.8' from the rear property line instead of the required
15' for a variance of 13.2". A 9.7' x 11.6' gazebo/lean to roof was located 1.2' from the right
corner side instead of the required 11.25' for a variance of 10.05'. Section 412 required privacy
fences in a front or corner side yard to meet a 10’ setback. The privacy fence was located 0' from
the right corner side property line instead of the required 10' for a variance of 10'. (Please refer
to the January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. Any replacement of the shed and/or gazebo/lean to roof will need to meet the required
setbacks.



4. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Glenn Ashley who explained that they purchased the home 12
years ago. He was retiring soon and wanted to make this his primary residence. Mr. Ashley
explained that he needed to install an ADA ramp which fell within the setbacks.

There were no board or staff comments.
There was no public input.

Blake Arp made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as stated by staff. Neal
Hendrick seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The variance was approved
with conditions.

The eighth case number was 2022-12-011 Daniel Ben-Yisrael, agent for James E. Daniels.
David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 457-11-01-0022 identified the parcel located
at 4701 Holmestown Rd., Myrtle Beach. The applicants requested a variance from Article IV,
Section 408 and Article VIII, Section 804 B regarding dumpster and parking requirements in the
Hwy. 707 overlay zoning district. The applicants proposed a Parkers Kitchen Convenience store
on this site. The parcel was located within the Hwy. 707 overlay district at the corner of Hwy.
707 and Holmestown Rd. The Zoning Board denied a previous variance (Case 2020-07-006) on
August 10, 2020 for this site. Article IV, Section 408 required dumpsters to be stored on the
property behind the front building line of the principal structures. The applicants requested a
variance to allow the dumpster to be forward of the principle structure on Holmestown Rd. Art.
VIII, Section 804 B of the Hwy. 707 overlay required no more than 50% of total parking to be
located in front of the principal building. The applicants requested a variance to allow all parking
to be forward the principal building. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further
information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Daniel Ben-Yisreal who explained that Parker’s Kitchen had 73
stores throughout SC and GA, and planned to add 10 to 20 stores in the area within the next 4 to
5 years. Mr. Yisreal explained that the parking in front of the store was not uncommon to the
nature of the other Parker’s Kitchens.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Emma Herndon, who explained the site constraints including the
double overlays and being on a corner lot made developing this site tough. Mrs. Herndon
explained that if they were to move the building forward the parking and a drive isle would not
fit behind the building. She also stated that this site plan fit the character of the surrounding



properties, with two other convenience stores being located on two of the other corner properties
of the intersection.

Brandon Gray stated that this property was located in two overlay zones and had a double front.

Jody Nyers asked if the store was a standard size, or did they have a smaller building footprint
they could use for this location.

Mr. Ben-Yisreal explained that they had just approved a smaller design for a different location
and was willing to look at the smaller building for this property.

Jeffrey Miller asked if the smaller building was used, would they still need a variance for the
parking and the dumpster. He also asked were they using underground retention.

Mr. Ben-Yisreal stated that they would probably still need the parking variance, but they could
possibly move the dumpster closer to the residential lot.

Chairman Drew Parks stated that the dumpster {urther away from the neighboring residential
property may be beneficial.

Mrs. Herndon stated that they were using underground retention, and they were placing a privacy
fence closer to the neighboring residential lot, with plantings and vegetation on the outside of
that fence.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle asked if the applicant would like to defer the case or would he
like the board to go ahead and vote on the variance as it was requested.

Mr. Ben-Yisreal stated if the board was leaning towards denying the variance, he would rather it
be deferred.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Richard L. Knox III who expressed deep concerns about the
consumer related business proposed to go on the parcel neighboring his home. Mr. Knox was
concerned about traffic problems, toxic chemicals in the air and ground, children’s safety, unfair
competition, and the protection of the residential character of this area.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Rafael Carr who stated that he was a resident of the area for 50
years and adding another business at the intersection would just add to the traffic and impact the
safety of the families trying to access their homes.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Bob Zigler who explained that he represented the Greater
Burgess Community. He stated that there were already two gas stations in this area, and it would
only increase traffic issues. Mr. Zigler said that the dumpster needed to be screened, but the
biggest concern was traffic.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Jim Daniels who stated that he had been paying taxes on the
property for 30 years and it was already zoned to allow the business.



Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to go into executive session. Jody Nyers
seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. Executive Session began at 6:50 pm.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to end executive session. Blake Arp seconded
the motion. The motion carried unanimously. Executive Session ended at 6:57 pm.

County Attorney Stewart Miller stated that during executive session, the
Board/Commission/Council met with its attorney for the purpose of obtaining legal advice in
relation to procedural questions and the bylaws or other matters covered by the attorney-client
privilege. No decisions were made or votes were taken during that time.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to defer the case for 60 days, to give the
applicant a chance to reach out to the community. Bobby Page seconded the motion. The
motion carried unanimously The variance was deferred.

The ninth case number was 2022-12-012 James Moore, agent for City of Myrtle Beach.
David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 460-00-00-0001 (Lot 2016 — PIN 460-01-02-
0170) identified the parcel located at 2016 St. James Way, Myrtle Beach. The applicants
requested a variance from Article V, Section 505 C regarding the removal of a live oak specimen
tree in the Destination Park (DP) zoning district. The applicants requested a variance to remove a
protected live oak tree from a parcel within Pirateland Campground. The live oak tree was
inspected by the Zoning Department on October 12th. The City of Myrtle Beach was the owner
of the property and have given permission to James Moore, who lived on the site, to handle the
request. The protected live oak is 29.7" DBH and would require 18 replacement trees at 2.5"
caliper or a $2,700 fee in lieu. The fee in lieu could increase after the County Council meeting
on January 24th. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. The removed tree shall be replaced according to the mitigation and planting requirements
or a fee in lieu as outlined in the Zoning Ordinance.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in James Moore who stated that going through the porch was a tree
that was damaging the foundation and the Carolina room of the home, and he wished to remove
the tree.

Jody Nyers asked if the tree was damaged or diseased in any way. Mr. Moore confirmed that to
his knowledge it was not damaged or diseased it was just causing damage to the structure of the

home.

There was no public input.
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Kirk Truslow made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as stated by staff. Blake
Arp seconded the motion. The motion failed with a 4-4 vote, with Vice Chairman J. Marshall
Biddle, Neal Hendrick, Blake Arp and Jody Nyers voting in opposition. The variance was
denied.

The tenth case number was 2022-12-013 Dozier D. & Susan Miller. David Jordan presented
the case to the Board. PIN 363-08-01-0013 identified the parcel located at 3246 Wildhorse Dr.,
Conway. The applicants requested a variance from Article 11 regarding setback requirements in
the Residential (SF40) zoning district. The applicants proposed to construct a 30" x 35' (1,050 sq.
ft.) garage on this parcel. The proposed garage would be located 10' from the left side property
line instead of the required 20' for a variance of 10" and 15' from the rear property line instead of
the required 30' for a 15' variance. The adjacent property on the left side was zoned Commercial
Forest Agriculture (CFA) which would have allowed for a 10' side and a 15' rear setback. The
applicant stated they need to move the building further to the rear to safely maneuver a 44' boat
and trailer around an underground propane tank and generator located on the side of the home.
(Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Dozier Dale Miller who stated that they were proposing a garage
and removing the existing shed. Mr. Miller explained that he was trying to keep the garage in-
line with the existing home and needed room to back the boat into the garage without having to
maneuver around the existing propane and generator.

Chairman Drew Parks asked if Mr. Miller had an HOA. Mr. Miller stated that they had no HOA
at this time and that his neighbors were in agreeance with his request.

There was no public input.

Neal Hendrick made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as stated by staff. Jody
Nyers seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The variance was approved with
conditions.

The eleventh case number was 2022-12-014 Venture Engineering, agent for Lakeside
Investments LL.C. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 420-16-03-0052 identified
the parcel located at the intersection of Church Street & Chaucer Lane, Myrtle Beach. The
applicants requested a variance from Article II and Article V, Section 504 C regarding setbacks,
minimum lot area per unit and perimeter landscape buffers requirements in the General
Residential (GR) zoning district. The applicants proposed four (4) multi-family buildings with
twenty-two (22) townhomes on the site. Planning had only reviewed a sketch plan on this site
and are not sure if there would be more variances. General Residential (GR) requires a 30"
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setback along all three roads. Buildings 1 and 3 would be located 20' from Old Bryan Dr.
instead of the required 30' for a variance of 10". Buildings 2 and 4 would be located 20' from
Chaucer Ln. instead of the required 30" for a variance of 10'. The density limit in GR was
configured using a minimum lot area per unit, the proposed development would require 3,175 sq.
ft. per unit for 3 bedroom/ 2 story units x 22 units = 69,850 sq. ft. The applicant requested to
provide a minimum lot area of 58,783 sq. ft. (18 units) instead of the required 69,850 sq. ft. for a
variance of 11,067 sq. ft. A 25' Type C streetscape buffer was required along all roads. The
applicants proposed a 20" streetscape buffer on Old Bryan Dr. and Chaucer Ln. instead of the
required 25' for a variance of 5'. The applicant stated they would plant the required number of
trees and shrubs for a 25' buffer. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further
information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Jake Powell, with Venture Engineering, who explained that the 3
fronts limit the development of this site, and they had requested variances in regards to the
dimensional standards, density and the buffer requirements.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Jimmy Sessions who stated that the choice to add 22 townhomes
would just add traffic to this area. Mr. Sessions explained that he owned the adjacent vacant lot
and his nephew was planning to build a home on this property.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Joseph Hyde who explained that there was too much traffic and
too many pedestrians in that area for the current infrastructure. Mr. Hyde explained that there
were no sidewalks and his issue was more with the density variance than with the setbacks.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Catherine Powell who voiced that she was the third generation to
own the property across the street and she didn’t want to see her property value decrease with the
stroke of a pen.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Melody Russell who explained that there were already two
churches and two housing developments in this area, and the small piece of property before them
would not hold 22 units. Mrs. Russell stated that the church down the street already had to obtain
offsite parking to accommodate them.

Jake Powell stated that the sidewalks and infrastructure was not his job to install and the complex
across the street was almost identical to what he was looking to build.

Blake Arp made a motion to defer the case for 60 days to let the applicant meet with the adjacent
property owners. Jeffrey Miller seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The
variance was deferred.
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The twelfth case number was 2022-12-015 Venture Engineering, agent for Molee Land
Company. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 389-13-04-0020 identified the
parcel located at 9712 N. Kings Hwy., Myrtle Beach. The applicants requested a variance from
Article II regarding setback requirements in the Highway Commercial (HC) zoning district. This
was the proposed location of Dunkin Donuts at Magnolia Center. In June 2022 construction was
started on the Dunkin Donuts (Permit # 148570). In December 2022 a post foundation survey
revealed that the building was encroaching into the setbacks, and a stop work order was issued.
The building would be located 49.4' from the front property line instead of the required 50' for a
variance of .6'. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Jake Powell, with Venture Engineering, who explained that the
post foundation revealed the building was 6’ into the setbacks. Mr. Powell said that the building
was assembled in North Carolina, delivered to and set on the site. Mr. Powell stated that for
Dunkin Donuts to have the building moved 6’ it would cost them double what they had already
spent in the project.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Mark Chestnut who explained that he owned the adjacent
property and business. Mr. Chestnut said that the building was brought in and set there, but if
they had to move it, they needed to move it. Mr. Chestnut told the board that his building sat at
45’ back and it looked to him that Dunkin’s building sat closer to the road than his. Mr. Chestnut
felt that the pins had been moved by someone, before the survey had been done. Mr. Chestnut
asked the board if Dunkin were to add canopies or awnings would those have to meet setbacks as
well.

Mr. Jake Powell stated that he wasn’t aware of the animosity between the neighbors, and he
wasn’t sure about awnings. Mr. Powell stated that the surveyors did go back out there again,
what started out as almost 7’ into the setbacks turned out to be 7°” into the setbacks.

Brandon Gray stated that the roof overhang could be up to 18’ into the setback but no awnings
could be in the setbacks.

Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as
stated by staff. Jody Nyers seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The
variance was approved with conditions.

The thirteenth case number was 2022-12-017 Seth Rabon, agent for Rabon Land Holdings,

LLC. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 367-14-04-0032 identified the parcel
located at 1094 E. Hwy 501, Conway. The applicants requested a variance from Article 11
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regarding setbacks, Article V, Section 504 regarding landscape and buffer requirements, Article
VII, Section 701 regarding parking and Article VIII, Section 801 regarding requirements in the
Hwy 501 Overlay. This was the location of Rabon's Mobile Home Sales that had been operating
since 1976. The applicant wanted to replace the existing office building with a larger office
building in the same location. The cost of modifications required the applicant to come into full
compliance with the Hwy. 501 overlay. Due to the operation of the business and maneuverability
on the site, the applicant has requested the following variances: Setbacks - The proposed sales
office would be 33' from the front property line instead of the required 50' for a variance 17"
Right (West) Side of Parcel - Type B Spatial Buffer - Applicant was required 137" buffer along
the west side of the parcel, applicant has requested 100% relief from this requirement. Rear
(South) Side of Parcel - Type C Streetscape Buffer - Applicant was required a 380" buffer along
the south side of the property adjacent to Causey Rd, they requested 100% relief from this
requirement. Left (East) Side of Parcel - Type B Spatial Buffer- Applicant was required a 392
buffer along the east side of the property, they requested 100% relief from this requirement.
Front (North) Side of Parcel - Type C Streetscape Buffer - Applicant was required a 96' buffer
along the north side of the property adjacent to Hwy. 501, they requested 100% relief from this
requirement. Foundation Landscaping - The applicant requested to retain the existing foundation
landscaping area 2.5' in width instead of the required 5' buffer for a variance of 2.5'. Parking -
Depth of 70° angle parking - The applicant wanted to retain the existing parking spaces. The
existing 70° angle parking spaces were 17' in depth instead of the required 21" for a variance of
4'. These parks were located within the highway right of way and would need approval from
SCDOT to continue to use them. Parking - Aisle Width of 90° angle parking - The applicant
wanted to retain the existing parking spaces. The existing 90° angle parking spaces had a 15'
aisle width instead of the required 22' for a variance of 7'. Internal Pedestrian Walkway -
Applicant did not want to establish an internal pedestrian walkway. (Please refer to the
January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. Need approval from SCDOT to continue to use existing parking located in the right of
way.
4. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Seth Rabon who reiterated that the business had been there since
1976 and they were looking to upgrade their office to make it ADA compliant and to give them
more office space.

There was no board of staff comments.

There was no public input.
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Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as
stated by staff. Jeffrey Miller seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The
variance was approved with conditions.

The fourteenth case number was 2022-12-018 John Danford with Thomas and Hutton,
agent for RL Bell, Inc. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 313-08-04-0005 and
313-00-00-0005 identified the parcel located at 180 E. Hwy 9, Little River. The applicants
requested a variance for Article V, Section 504 regarding perimeter buffer and landscaping
requirements in the Highway Commercial (HC) and Commercial Forest Agriculture (CFA)
zoning districts. The applicants proposed to develop these two tracts of land with a total of 18.95
acres. A rezoning request had been submitted to rezone the property from Highway Commercial
(HC) and Commercial Forest Agriculture (CFA) to Multi-Residential (MRD?3) district to allow
376 multi-family units. The applicant stated that due to existing easements and SCDOT access
management issues they were requesting the following variances for reduction of the required
Type C streetscape buffer widths and plantings; Hwy. 9 - 35' streetscape buffer was required,
they were proposing a 10' for a variance of 25'; SCPSA 50' easement (East) - 25' streetscape
buffer is required they were proposing a 5' for a variance of 20'; SCPSA 50" Easement (West) -
25" streetscape buffer was required they were proposing 5' for a variance of 20'; Pecan St. (North)
- 25" streetscape buffer was required they were proposing a 10' for a variance of 15"; Pecan St.
(South) - 25' streetscape buffer was required they were proposing 0' for a variance of 25'; All
roads listed above - Reduction in plantings as indicated on chart above.  (Please refer to the
January 9, 2023 packet for further information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in John Danford, with Thomas and Hutton, who explained they had
also submitted for a rezoning. Mr. Danford stated that there was a powerline easement on the
property, Hwy. 9 had a 140" Right-of-Way and was required a 35” streetscape buffer. Mr.
Danford said there was a list of easements that were on this property, and also a billboard that
they had to work around. He explained that if all the setbacks were followed as required, in
consideration with the easements that they were not allowed to be in; there would be 170,000 sq.
ft. that would be undevelopable.

There were no board or staff comments.
There was no public input.
Blake Arp made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as stated by staff. Robert

Page seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The variance was approved with
conditions.
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The fifteenth case number was 2022-12-019 Venture Engineering, agent for Fred Rick
Builders, Inc. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 8350 Hwy 544, Myrtle Beach
identified the parcel located at 429-05-01-0001. The applicants requested a variance from Article
V, Section 504 C and Article VIII, Section 803 regarding landscape buffer requirements of the
Hwy 544 Overlay in the Retail with Accessory Outdoor Storage (RE4) zoning district. This was
the location of Thompson Stone & Marble. The applicants proposed construction of an addition
onto the existing main building. The cost of modification required the applicant to come into a
"significant" level of modification per the Hwy. 544 overlay. The level of modification required
all new & existing walls to adhere to the facade requirements and compliance with landscaping
standards. The applicant requested the following variances: Front (West) side of Parcel - Type C
Streetscape Buffer - Applicant was required a 336" in length buffer along Hwy. 544, applicant
requested to only install 3 Canopy Trees instead of 10 for a variance of 7 and 23 shrubs instead
of 68 for a variance of 45. Right (South) side of Parcel - Type B Spatial Buffer - Applicant was
required a 485' in length buffer along the south property line, applicant requested a variance to
only install 63 of the 97 shrubs for a variance of 34 shrubs. Rear (East) side of Parcel - Type A
Opaque Buffer - Applicant was required a 156' in length buffer along the east property line,
applicant requested 100% relief from the requirement. Left (North) side of Parcel - Type A
Opaque Buffer - Applicant was required a 15' buffer width for 620" in length and a 6’ privacy
fence for the length of the buffer. The applicant proposed a 6' buffer width for a variance of 9'
and asked for 100% relief from the plantings and fencing requirements. Facade - Existing 1,605
sq. ft. enclosed storage building - Applicant requested a variance to not improve the exterior
facade and to retain the prefabricated steel panels on the exterior. Facade - Existing 1,200 sq. ft.
metal shed — Applicant requested a variance to not treat the columns on the existing shed and to
retain the existing metal post. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023 packet for further
information.)

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfied all five required factors and grants
approval of the requested variance, staff recommended the following conditions:
1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Dan Senema, with Venture Engineering, explained that no oak
trees would be affected. Mr. Senema stated that the business had been at this location since 1985
and the overlay requirements and the landscape buffers did not exist then. Mr. Senema explained
that the conex boxes on site had accumulated 30 years-worth of material. He also stated that a
crane would have to relocate the conex boxes and the open-air building, and he did not see the
reasoning behind having to put a stone fagade on a metal carport. Mr. Senema thought that it
would be of no substantial benefit to the site, and would negatively impact the business at this
location.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Luke Rankin who stated that Billy and Andrew Thomson’s
current business complied with the intent of the site, and he wanted them to be able to continue
their successful business.
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There was no board or staff comments.

Jody Nyers made a motion to grant the variance with the conditions as stated by staff. Neal
Hendrick seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The variance was approved
with conditions.

The sixteenth case number was 2022-12-016 The Earthworks Group, agent for RSG Myrtle
Beach LL.C. David Jordan presented the case to the Board. PIN 401-13-04-0041 identified the
parcel located at 2315 Hwy 544, Conway. The applicant was appealing a determination by the
Zoning Administrator that motor freight transportation and warehousing was not a permitted use
within the Highway Commercial (HC) zoning district. (Please refer to the January 9, 2023
packet for further information.)

Pursuant to Section 1402 of the Zoning Ordinance "{t}he concurring vote of a majority of the
members present at a meeting of the Board of Appeals shall be necessary to reverse any order,
requirement, decision or determination of the Zoning Administrator..." Therefore, the Chairman
should ask the Board if there is a motion to reverse the determination of the Zoning
Administrator in this case. Unless such a motion is made, seconded and concurred upon by a
majority of the members present, the determination will stand.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in Daniel Park, with The Earthworks Group, who explained to the
board that Two Men and a Truck had been doing business in the area since 1999. Mr. Park said
that only 3 parcels in the entire county were zoned PA1, the zoning district that he was suggested
to rezone to. Mr. Park read the definition of motor freight/transportation per county ordinance,
and stated that there would be no outdoor storage on this site. Mr. Park also was under the
impression that PA1 would not allow the warehousing and/or retail portion of his client’s
business. Mr. Park proceeded to pass out a handout of other companies, listing their name,
address and zoning district they were located in.

Chairman Drew Parks swore in the Greg Savitski, the owner of Two Men and a Truck. Mr.
Savitski stated that he had 14 or 15 signatures in agreeance of this appeal and believed that he
was no different than any other moving company in the area.

David Jordan stated that a few of the companies on the list that Mr. Park provided the board,
were mini-warehouses/storage facilities with an accessory use of rental trucks; they were not
moving companies. Mr. Jordan read the purpose and definition of PA1; which is what staff had
recommended to the applicant to rezone the property to, to allow the use.

drew | tk slicant why we “dn’t1" 7v  tto follows  T's
lation is =~ erty to PAL.

Mr. Daniel Park stated that they didn’t want to rezone because the neighborhood may not agree
with rezoning. Also, if they were to rezone the property to PA1 it would allow Amazon or
companies like Amazon to utilize that property, and as of now they couldn’t.
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Chairman Drew Parks swore in Mr. Blair Zoll who said Mr. Savitski had worked hard to make
the surrounding home owners happy, he even agreed to re-pave the private road (Meadowbrook
Drive) with his own money. Mr. Zoll explained that the road was in terrible condition, and since
the road was private the county wouldn’t do anything with it.

Mr. Daniel Park mentioned that the idea of repaving a portion of Meadowbrook Dr. was
recommended by a county council member.

Chairman Drew Parks stated that since they were operating at their current location without a
zoning compliance or a business license; would we pursue the warning/ticket if they were

working to get the proposed site in compliance?

David Jordan stated that Planning and Zoning would not pursue the ticket if the new site was
actively coming into compliance.

Kirk Truslow made a motion to approve/uphold the decision made by the Zoning Administrator.
Vice Chairman J. Marshall Biddle seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. The

appeal was denied.

With no further business, a motion to adjourn was made and seconded. The meeting was
adjourned at approximately 8:30 pm.
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Planting's to be
stabilized with No mulch or
Bedding material bedding 100% Relief | bedding for 100%
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material prantings
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. . Opaque 6' fence ) paq )
Art. V, Section 411 Screening . i No fencing fence in 100%
in height height

This is the location of Allen's Demolition & Workhouse Industries. This case was denied by the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Dec.
12, 2023 meeting. The applicant attended the January 9, 2023 meeting and stated that he respectfully asked the board to
reconsider his request because he inadvertently missed the December meeting. The Board made a motion and voted to reconsider
this case at the Feb. 13th meeting. The parcel was rezoned by Council on May 15, 2018 to AG2 to allow a commercial contractor's
office and warehouse. The outdoor storage has not been approved by Planning & Zoning. Before final inspection could be given
to the building and outdoor storage the required landscaping and screening is required. The applicants requested the following
variances of Art V, Section 504 C : 1) Type B spatial buffers on the left side property line variance of 7 understory trees and 64
shrubs; 2) Type B spatial buffers on the right side property line variance of 7 understory trees and 56 shrubs; 3) 100% relief from
the Type C streetscape buffer along the front/cul-de-sac; 4) Foundation landscaping; 5) 100% relief from having all parks location
within 50' of the trunk of a tree; 6) 100% relief from supplemental plantings within 100" of a hose bib or be automatically irrigated;
and 7) Supplemental plantings to be stabilized with a bedding material such as pine straw or mulch. A 100% relief from Art. IV,
Section 411 which required outdoor storage to be screened by a completely opaque fence a minimum 6" in height.

Before a variance can be granted, the Board must first find that the strict application of the provisions of the ordinance would
result in unnecessary hardship. A variance may be granted in an individual case of unnecessary hardship if the Board makes and
explains in writing the following five findings:

1. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular piece of property; (iIs this request special?)

There are none.

2. These conditions do not generally apply to other pronertyv in the vicinity; (Is this request unique?)

These conditions apply to all commercial uses.

3. Because of these conditions, the application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would effectively prohibit or
unreasonably restrict the utilization of the property.

4. The authorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)
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5. Ine board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested variance,
Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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Under the South Carolina Code of Laws 6-29-800 (A) (2), a variance from the requirements
of the Zoning Ordinance may only be granted in an individual case of unnecessary hardship upon
the following findings: (a) extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the property at
issue; (b) the extraordinary and exceptional conditions do not generally apply to other property in
the vicinity; (c¢) because of the extraordinary and exceptional conditions, application of the
ordinance to the property, would, in effect prohibit or unreasonably restrict the property owner’s
utilization of the property; (d) authorization of a variance will not be of a substantial detriment to
adjacent property or the public good or harm to the character of the zoning district; and (¢) a
variance may not be granted which in effect, would establish a use not otherwise permitted in the
zoning district or physically extend a non-conforming use. The statute also provides that the fact
that the property may be utilized more profitably if a variance is granted is not grounds for a
variance.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The property is identified by PIN 207-01-03-0003. It is zoned Agricultural (AG2) and is
located at 193 Demo Place in the Galivants Ferry area of Horry County.

2. This is the location of Allen's Demolition & Workhouse Industries.

3. The parcel was rezoned by County Council on May 15,2018 to AG2 to allow a commercial
contractor's office and warehouse.

4. The outdoor storage has not been approved by Planning & Zoning. Before final inspection
can be given to the building and outdoor storage the required landscaping and screening is
required.

5. The applicants are requesting the following variances of Art V, Section 504 C:

1) Type B spatial buffers on the left side property line variance of 7 understory trees and
64 shrubs;

2) Type B spatial buffers on the right-side property line variance of 7 understory trees and
56 shrubs;

3) 100% relief from the Type C streetscape buffer along the front/cul-de-sac;

4) Foundation landscaping;

5) 100% relief from having all parks location within 50' of the trunk of a tree;

6) 100% relief from supplemental plantings within 100" of a hose bib or be automatically
irrigated; and

7) 100% relief from supplemental plantings to be stabilized with a bedding material such
as pine straw or mulch.

6. A 100% relief from Art. IV, Section 411 which requires outdoor storage to be screened by
a completely opaque fence a minimum 6' in height.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Board finds that the request does not meet the criteria set forth in Horry County Code
§ 1404 (B) and S.C. Code Ann. §6-29-800. Therefore, the variance is denied

Page 2 of 3
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AND IT IS SO ORDERED, this 12" day of December, 2022.

Ay Ppeer
Y jl/V//M

Neal Hendrick BYake Arp ¥

NUUTIL Tagco

g7

AKirk Truslow

T2 ot

Marni€ Leonard / AsmM Zoning Administrator

** All orders may be revised until the following meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals.

Page 3 of 3
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VARIANCE REQUEST

1. Applicant herby appeals for a variance from the requirements of the following provisions of the Zoning

Ordinance:

Article(s): Section(s):

2. Descriptionof Request: T gm  (equesting Pelief fyom Nsct, Sooth, 4 Wit

(s0 foondadion Landscaping ' V

Required Rer--~t~d

Front Setback: Front Setback:

Side Setback: Side Setback:

Rear Setback: Rear Setback:

Minimum Lot Width: Minimum Lot Width:

Min Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: Min. Lot Width @ Bldg. Site:

Max Height of Structure: Max Height of Structure:

Other Variances:

3. South Carolina Law 6-29-800(A){2) required the following findings in order for the ZBA to grant a

variance. The failure to completely answer these questions will render your application incomplete
and your case will not be heard.
a. What extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertain to this particular piece of property?

Ths propecty s Dok of sight oF any other roads byt o poivate deivevay

b. Why do these conditions not apply to other properties in the vicinity?
Thig D(or;e_rq-tl s _surcovnded on 2 sdes b? M;/ f)e(‘Sor\w' prolperl—«,/. Aad the

othec fi-ue 'S /'ta.rm jand

¢. Why do the conditions listed in 2a and 2b along with the zoning ordinance sections cited in 1
prohibit or reasonably restrict the utilization of the property?

mSe bo'Q-Ccr ww(a( CM\‘J‘( Hhe Uater Hon 'trom M;/ Q“"JMH pm{ag—&«/ be&'zlﬁ t“'.

d. Will the authorization of the variance cause a substantial detriment to the adjacent property,
public good or harm the character of the district?

Absoh‘ I'( /UO"’

. Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or ﬁ i%/

conflict with this request?

. Applicant herby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct

and there are no covenants or deed restrictions in place that would prohibit this

req );)est. /

Rppucant s> digndawure vate
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Variance Reauest #

Annlirant

2022-12-010

a Enaoinagri aoant
Ventur ering s

Parcel Identification (PIN) #

Site Location

177-00-00-0011

Hwy 747 & Hwy 66, Loris

Zonin= District MCEIN
Parcel Size 31.72
Single Family
Proposed Use Subdivision

Pranartv Qwner

Princefield, LLC

County Council District #

9 - Causey
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4. The authorization of a variance win not e or supstantual aetriment T0 aqjacent property or o the puplic good, ana the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be

considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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4. The authorizauon or a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) BEFORE THE BOARD OF
) ZONING APPEALS
COUNTY OI' HORRY ) C'ase No.: 2022-02-006
In re: Bertha Georgina Blenis
) ORDER OF THE BOARD

Hearing was held before this Board on March 14, 2022. pursuant to the request of the applicant
for a variance from Article VIII regarding the setback requirements in the Commercial Forest
Agricultural (CFFA) zoning district. The property is identified by PIN 313-16-01-0007 and is
located at 3951 I:vans Estate Drive in the Little River arca of Horry County. The applicant has

requested the following variances from the requirements:

Variance
- o Reguirement | Requested Needed Percentage
Side setback for storage
[ bldg. addition : s L SIS G LR

The applicants and the Zoning Administrator were given the opportunity to offer witnesses
and exhibits and to make argument for the record. A public hearing was held and all interested
partics were invited to comment before the Board.

Under the South Carolina Code of Laws 6-29-800 (A) (2). a variance from the requirements
of the Zoning Ordinance may only be granted in an individual case of unnecessary hardship upon
the following findings: (a) extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the property at
issue; (b) the extraordinary and exceptional conditions do not generally apply to other property in
the vicinity: (¢) because of the extraordinary and exceptional conditions. application of the
ordinance to the property. would. in effect prohibit or unreasonably restrict the property owner’s
utilization of the property: (d) authorization of a variance will not be of a substantial detriment to
adjacent property or the public good or harm to the character of the zoning district: and (¢) a
variance may not be granted which in eftect, would establish a use not otherwise permitted in the
zoning district or physically extend a non-conft ruse. The statute also provides that the fact
that the property may be utilized more profitably it a variance is granted is not grounds for a
variance.

Page 1 of' 3
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FINDINGS OF FACT

—

The property is identified by PIN 313-16-01-0007.

It is soned Commercial Forest Agricultural (CFA) and is located at 3951 Evans Lstate

Drive in the Little river area of Horry County.

3. The applicant is proposing a [2'x16" addition to an existing storage building.

4. On January 4. 2022 Council passed Ord# 153-2021 which increased the side setbacks in
the agricultural zoning districts from 10" to 15°.

5. The addition will be located 10" from the right-side property line instead of the required 15

for a variance of 5'.

19

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

‘The Board finds that the request meets the criteria set forth in Horry County Code § 1404
(B) and 5.C. Code Ann. §6-29-800. Therefore. the variance is granted, provided that the
following conditions are met:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.

All future buildings and building additions must conform to lorry County
regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

| ]
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VARIANCE REQUEST

1. Applicant herby appeals for a variance from the requirements of the following provisions of the Zoning

Ordinance:
Article(s): VI-Sign Regulations Section(s): 608-Signs Allowed In Specifiad Zoning Districts

2. Description of Request: The request Is for a larger sign than the Town Cenire Commons Owners Association's

recorded document aliows. The association has approved the larger sign being requasted due to the fact that I fronts
on intemational Drive and Is comparable in size to all the other signs fronting this road. See approval document

attached.

Reguired Requested
Front Setback: 10’ Front Setback: 10°
Side Setback: 10’ Side Setback: 10
Rear Setback: 10' Rear Setback: 10’
Minimum Lot Width: N/A Minimum Lot Width: N/A
Min Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: N/A Min. Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: N/A
Max Helght of Structure: & Max Height of Structure: 163"

Other Varlances:

3. South Carolina Law 6-29-800{A)(2) required the following findings in order for the ZBA to grant a
variance. The fallure to completely answer these questions will render your application [ncompilets
and your case will got be heard.

a. What extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertain to this particular piece of property?
The pmpeﬂyhafronhgem intemational Drive uniike many of the parcels in this development.

b. Why do these conditions not apply to other properties in the vidnity?
OthefproperﬂeodonottmtonIm.nntbndDﬂvowuma!hrﬂgnlsoffwﬂwMMhdmbprnﬂn.

¢. Why do the conditions listed in 2a ana <o along with the zonmg vrumnance sections cited in 1
prohibit or reasonably restrict the utilization of the property?
The assoclation document was written with the intent for all signs within the deveiopment to be smaller
and similar in size.
d. Will the authorization of the variance cause a substantial detriment to the adjacent property,
public good or harm the character of the district?
The approval will not cause a detriment to adjacent property owners. Instead, the new sign for the benk will be
comparable to other neighboring signs on Intsmational Drive.

(PRI Sy RprY | | S | — e mmmatldanasd mendrmada
** The fact that |‘ M“-Mr ;or a varlance.

4. Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or ﬁ

conflict with this request?
5. Applicant herby certifies that the information provided In this application Is correct

andt—— —— —— ~————-—* -~ “*-—4 ——-~ons in place that would prohibit this
reque

12/8/2022
“Appi Date
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Towae (Centre (Commons PO, Tuc.

MEMORANDUM
TO: Drew Parks — Chairman, Horry County Zoning Board of Appeals
FROM: Roger E. Grigg / President, Town Centre Commons Owners Association
RE: Developer Approval of Monument Signage — Anderson Brothers Bank —

Towne Centre Commons Lot 30 - Horry County - PIN: 39612040018

DATE: October, 22 2022

Please accept this correspondence as certificate of approval by the Town Centre
Commons Owners Association to allow the monument sign shown on the attached
Exhibit A for the Anderson Brothers Bank site located at the corner of McLeod Seacoast
Blvd and International Drive.

Further defined as: Towne Centre Commons Lot 30 - Horry County - PIN: 39612040018

See attached aerial image of the lot & signage exhibit for further clarification.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Thanks!

LEN E/G/uZ@

Roger E. Grigg
President
Town Centre Commons Owners Association
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4. The authorization ot a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

/1
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VARIANCE REQUEST

1. Applicant herby appeals for a variance from the requirements of the following provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance:

Article(s): - . 'A Section(s): ! N -
2. Description of Request: /aaugy.;v\s 1y K{A’p X sk hf} Lopc0 0n_pray L/
. \ AJ +
Link & Serat- -y ntW Lence Lo~ cpdd

Required Requested
Front Setback: hHp Front Setback:
Side Setback: Jl 0 Side Setback:
Rear Setback: ;& Rear Setback:
Minimum Lot Width: '3'\’\3\ E ow Minimum Lot Width: 2. 2~
Min Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: 213 € 4o w5y - Min. Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: _ 2~ [~ .
Max Height of Structure: [(, £J . Max Height of Structure:

Other Variances:

3. South Carolina Law 6-29-800(A)(2) required the following findings in order for the ZBA to grant a
variance. The failure to completely answer these questions will render your application incomplete
J\ C« and your case will not be heard.
lowa’\ a. What extraordinary and exceptlonal conditions pertain to this partncular piece of property?

Tk( WesT side a\«Ppry Shape 402 Rnct ok gorden CaLy Stovagr WY dnd

+1\( fun aﬁ{‘nowl VT;\‘( &bf‘ Suh OPDNYM 4 Shave s blnbt with éMf«( Q{Mt( wa/
—Why dothese conditions not applyyto other properties in the vicinity? -kaP (Y\P LBt Sdat o |

A e A A unifu Locat

c. Why do the conditions listed in 2a and 2b along with the zoning ordinance sections cited in 1
prohibit or reasonably restrict the utilization of the property?
IR w it hwnintgd Rook jn 10 PeT Qrum prop Ui | A
Volmrubly oty TF ae mm + el -
d. Will the authorization of the variance cause a substantial detriment to the adjacent property, O\r{.ﬁ
public good or harm the character of the district?
MO

4. Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or IY:]ES ‘%

conflict with this request?

5. Applicant herby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct
and there are no covenants or deed restrictions in place that would prohibit this
request.

Appﬁ/:«mt s Slg jtu;e/ Date



SPEAR DESIGNS
January 2, 2023

Horry County
Planning and Zoning
Conway, SC

Re: Saw Rite Tree Service
Dear Planners,

This letter is a written response to accompany the revised plan per Horry County
comments on this project dated 11-9-22.

1. Show outdoor storage area with all RV/boat/car spaces.

2. Parking calculations for all buildings/uses.

3. Parking spaces shown for all required uses.

4. Required trees shown within 50° of parking spaces.

5. Show existing 6’ screen fence around entire property.

6. Detail of existing 6’ fence with black mesh screening installed.

7. Label gate as existing.

8. Note to clean existing ditch for positive drainage.

9. Note that the remaining pre-fab storage unit will be removed, one is already removed.
10. Two shipping containers have been sold and will be removed.

Let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you.
Sincerely,

Will Spear

P. O. Box 8804 Myrtle Beach, S.C. 29578 843-450-8769
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|4 The autnorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public gooq, ana tne
iaracter of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) BEFORE THE BOARD OF
: ) ZONING APPEALS
COUNTY OF HORRY ) Case No.: 2022-06-011
In re: William Yandell, Agent
CCC Myrtle Beach, LL.C

) ORDER OF THE BOARD

Hearing was held before this Board on July 11, 2022, pursuant to the request of the applicant for
a variance from Article X, Section 1003 B 6 regarding the sign setback requirements. The property
is identified by PIN 395-00-00-0031 and is located at 388 Hinson Drive in the Myrtle Beach area

of Horry County. The applicant has requested the following variances from the requirements:

Variance
» Requirement Requested_ Needed Percentage
Freestanding Sign_~_- o o L
Right (west) side setback 10' 4' 6' 60%
Right (south) side setbacV 10' 0' 10' 100%

The applicants and the Zoning Administrator were given the opportunity to offer witnesses
and exhibits and to make argument for the record. A public hearing was held and all interested
parties were invited to comment before the Board.

Under the South Carolina Code of Laws 6-29-800 (A) (2), a variance from the requirements
of the Zoning Ordinance may only be granted in an individual case of unnecessary hardship upon
the following findings: (a) extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the property at
issue; (b) the extraordinary and exceptional conditions do not generally apply to other property in
the vicinity; (c) because of the extraordinary and exceptional conditions, application of the
ordinance to the property, would, in effect prohibit or unreasonably restrict the property owner’s
utilization of the property; (d) authorization of a variance will not be of a substantial detriment to
adjacent property or the public good or harm to the character of the zoning district; and (e) a
variance may not be granted which in effect, would establish a use not otherwise permitted in the
zoning district or physically extend a non-conforming use. The statute also provides that the fact
that the property may be utilized more profitably if a variance is granted is not grounds for a
variance.

Page 1 of 3
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FINDINGS OF FACT

—t

The property is identified by PIN 395-00-00-0031.

2. It is zoned MRD?3 and is located at 388 Hinson Drive in the Myrtle Beach area of Horry
County.

3. The applicants are requesting a variance from Article X, Section 1003 B 6 regarding the
sign setback requirements.

4, This is the proposed location of The Cottages at Myrtle Beach an in common development
consisting of single family, duplexes and amenities.

5. Art. X, Section 1003 B 6 requires all freestanding signs to be at least 10 ft. from any front,
side or rear property line.

6. The freestanding sign for this development is proposed to be 4' from the right (west) side

property line instead of the required 10' for a variance of 6' and 0' from the rlght side (south)

property 11ne instead of 10’ for a variance of 10'.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Board finds that the request meets the criteria set forth in Horry County Code § 1404
(B) and S.C. Code Ann. §6-29-800. Therefore, the variance is granted, provided that the
following conditions are met:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement
Department for review and approval and required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County

regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.

Page 2 of 3
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AND IT IS SO ORDERED, this 11" day of July, 2022.

Dre— taks | Chairman

DrevwParks;Viee-Chatrman— Jodf Xyers {/ {

Neal Hendrick

Robert Page / | -
%Z( % 7 2, /
Kirk Truslow T~ Mitshall Biddle, Viee Chaod

** All orders may be revised until the following meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals.

Page 3 of 3
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-01-006

Annlirant

Ken Haynes, agent for Richard Edwards Zoning District SF6
Parcel Identification (PIN) # |458-05-03-0025 Parcel Size 12 104 <q. Ft
Proposed Use Residential

Site Location

2061 Deerfield Ave, Myrtle Beach

Property Owner

Richard Edwards

County Council District #

4 - Loftus
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4. The authorizauon or a variance will not be or sunstantial aetriment T0 agjacent property or to the puplic £00a, ana tne
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

The applicants have provided a letter of approval from The Landing @ Shaftesbury Glen POA.

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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VARIANCE REQUEST

1. Applicant herby appeals for a variance from the requirements of the following provisions of the Zoning

Ordinance:
Article{s): 3 Section(s): 17.7-32

2. Description of Request: The required rear setback is 15' from the rear property line. We are requesting

a 12' rear setback to construct a screen pool enclosure. Screen walls and screen roof. The Landing at Shaftesbury
Glen's HOA has approved the instatlation.

Required Requested
Front Setback: Front Setback:
Side Setback: Side Setback:
Rear Setback: 15' Rear Setback: 12
Minimum Lot Width: Minimum Lot Width:
Min Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: Min. Lot Width @ Bldg. Site:
Max Height of Structure: Max Height of Structure:

Other Variances:

3. South Carolina Law 6-29-800(A){2) required the following findings in order for the ZBA to grant a
variance. The failure to completely answer these questions will render your application [ncomplete
and your case will pot be heard.

a. What extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertain to this particular piece of property?
This property is located in a low lying rural section of Horry County and sits beside a pond. Due to this location,
insect infestation is An axtraprdinary and exceptional condition. The proposed pool enclosure will alse minimize harmful UVA and UVB rays.
b. Why do these conditions not apply to other properties in the vicinity?
The extraordinary and exceptional conditions do not generally apply to other properties in the vicinty due to the pond location.
Also, Mr. Vogler is a Type 1 Diabetic and has previously developed a severe bacterial skin infection from an insect bite.
¢. Why do the conditions listed in 3a and 3b along with the zoning ordinance sections cited in 1
prohibit or reasonably restrict the utilization of the property?
The zoning ordinance prohibits building the pco! enclosure. A variance is required to obtain a permit.

d. Will the authorization of the variance cause a substantial detriment to the adjacent property,
public good or harm the character of the district?
The authorization of the variance will not cause detriment to the adjacent property and will not harm the public

|  ee—
4. Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or [—'j
conflict with this request?
5. Applicant herby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct
and there are no covenants or deed restrictions in place that would prohibit this
request.

. 7 12/15/22
/7 Date




THE LANDING AT SHAFTESBURY GLEN
PROPERTY OWNERS’ ASSOCIATION, INC

Notice of Approval
December 1, 2022

Donald & Joyce Vogler
515 Whiddy Loop
Conway SC 29526

Re: Screen Pool Enclosure
Dear Mr & Mrs Vogler,

The Architectural Request that you submitted on November 29, 2022 to install a screen pool
enclosure by Carolina Home Exteriors has been approved by The Landing at Shaftesbury Glen
POA’s Board of Directors.

You must follow all local building codes and setbacks when making this addition, with the
exception that you have our approval to cross Horry County’s required 15’ rear setback by 3’.

The Board reserves the right to inspect the addition to make sure the Architectural requests are
met. We appreciate your cooperation in submitting the Request for Approval.

LOrenzo Lewis
POA President

The Landing at Shaftesbury Glen
512 Whiddy Loop

Conway SC 29526
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RPN T ey . ey
: . L V"_, B
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ulumance Number__8-99
COUNTYOFHO Y )

AN ORDINANCE TO APPROVE THE REQUEST TO AMEND THE OFFICIAL ZONING
MAPS FOR HORRY COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, SO AS TO REZONE TMS#130-00-01-
009 FROM FOREST AGRICULTURE (FA) TO FOREST AGRICULTURE (FA) &
RESIDENTIAL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (R-2-PUD).

WHEREAS, Ordinance Number 1-87 authorizes County Council to periodically amend the
Official Zoning Maps for Horry County; and,

WHEREAS, a request has been filed to amend the maps for the above mentioned parcel(s) of
land; and

WHEREAS, County Council thinks that the present Forest Agriculture (FA) zone is not
appropriate for the above mentioned parcel(s) of land; and

WHEREAS, County Council thinks that the request to rezone the property from Forest
Agriculture (FA) to Forest Agriculture (FA) & Residential PUD (R-2-PUD) is in compliance
with the Comprehensive Plan and the good of the public welfare and is a reasonable request:

EREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED IN COUNCIL DULY ASSEMBLED that the parce!l of land
identified by tax map number 130-00-01-009 is hereby rezoned from Forest Agriculture (FA) to
Forest Agriculture (FA) & Residential PUD (R-2-PUD) on the Official Zoning Maps for Horry
County, South Carolina.

FIRST READING:__ 1-19-99

SECOND READING: 2-3-99

THIRD READING:__ ;.1 g

Jon Taylor, Agent for James Ellis, etal (98-12-008)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) BEFORE THE BOARD OF

) “DNING APPEALS
COUNTY OF HORRY ) Case No.: 2005-01-006
Inre: Highway Ninety Investors, ) ORDER OF THE BOARD
LLC, )
Property Owner. )
)

Hearing was held before this Board on February 14, 2005, pursuant to the request
of Daryl Crawford, authorized agent of the above-captioned property owner, for a
variance from Article VII, §721.2(C) and Article VIII of the Horry County Zoning
Ordinance regarding perimeter buffer requirements for forty-five (45) lots zoned Pla  d
Unit Development (PUD) and located in the unincorporated portion of Horry County
(Waterfall Circle, Waterfall Subdivision, Little River); TMS # 130-33-01-003 through
-014, -048 through -063, and -066 through -082. Also included are those exterior lots
which were created in Phase II and which were approved by Horry County Planning.

Article VII, §721.2(C) and Article VIII require an exterior planned unit
development buffer width of twenty-five feet (25°) for this property, and the applicant is
requesting an exterior planned unit development buffer width of zero feet (0’), for a
variance of twenty-five feet (25°).

The property owner, its agent, and the zoning administrator were given the
opportunity to offer witnesses and exhibits and to make argument for the record. A public
hearing was held and all interested parties were invited to comment before the Board.
After due consideration of all relevant evidence, motion was made and seconded to grant
the variance requested with conditions, because the five-part criteria set forth in S.C.
Code Ann. §6-29-800 were met by the facts of this case. Motion passed, and the variance

was granted with the following conditions:

Page 1 of 2
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VARIANCE REQUEST

Applicant hereby appeals for a variance from the requirements of the following provisions of the Zoning Ordinance:
AI‘ﬁCIC(S) Article VI, 721.2(c) & Aricle VIl Section(s)

Description Of Request: The applicant request a varlance of 25’ from the PUD buffer requirements for the Watsrfall PUD in order that residenta may construct in ground pools

and concrete masonry unlt (CMU) fences along the rear property linas of the subdivislon In keeping with the scheme of development, and to be consistent with numerous

srmmimmms s memmto 2 5 - 1vs within the Waterfall subdivision.

Required Front Setback: o - Requested Front Setback: e
Required Side Setback: Requested Side Setback:

Required Rear Setback:__ =~ Requested Rear Setback:

Required Bldg. Separation: Requested Bldg. Separation:

Required Minimum Lot Width: Requested Min Lot Width:

Required Min Lot Width/Bldg Site: Requested Min Lot Width/Bldg Site:

Required Max Height of Structure: Requested Max Height of Structure:

Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or conflict with this request? Y N

A variance may be granted in an individual case of unnecessary hardship if the Board makes and explains in writing the
finding as stated below:

1. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular piece of property.

2. These conditions do not generally apply to other property in the vicinity.

3. Because of these conditions, the application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would
effectively prohibit or unreasonably restrict the utilization of the property.

4. The authorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and
the character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance.

5. The Board may not grant a variance the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land, or change the zoning district
boundaries shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, should a
variance be granted, may not be considered grounds for a variance.

To the best of your ability please explain in detail how the aforementioned findings apply to your request: (may

include attachments)
1. The subdivision has been constructed and improved in a manner that is consistent wit #=="===*~ -==--gt, gs gvider~~! f s ~opabintine ~£ oAl

CMU fencing along the property lines of the peremater lots.

2. The BOZA has previously granted variances for tots within this PUD, subject to the requirements that an existing berm bs maintained.
3. All perimeter lots within the Waterfall PUD are required to have a CMU fencing along the rear property lines. )

The following documents are submitted in support of this application: (an accurate legible plot plan prepared by a registered
architect, engineer or surveyor showing property dimensions and locations of all existing and proposed structures may be required)

Applicant hereby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct and there are no covenants

or deed restrictions in place that would é)rohibit this request.
Highway Ninety Investors, LL /J

ey Ll
ig
Waterfall,POA, Inc. .
sy fdl it i Tk by L2

App
David A. Brown, Agent
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2. The Board does hereby authorize and direct Mr. David Brown, as agent for the Waterfall
POA, Inc., to apply for and seek a variance for the entirety of the Waterfall subdivision to
seek an additional variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals in and for Horry County,
South Carolina in order that all perimeter lots within the Waterfall subdivision may be
improved with concrete masonry walls being constructed at or near the perimeter boundary
lines of the development in conformity with the restrictive covenants for the development
and in a manner consistent generally with how the majority of the development has been

constructed.
It is so resolved this i/ day of W ey 2021.
ﬁan McNulty, President Cora Badaghac 1ce Premdent
JWW %m/%,/
Dc@na Williams, Secretary Kinf McKenzie
Crappee Hoake @W %

Colleen Rhodes Ray Sil

David Brown

Page2o0f2
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4. The authorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. {Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. Ali future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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4. The authorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. 1ne poard may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered erounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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2. These conditions do not generally apply to other property in the vicinity: (1< this request uninie?) —_—}

These requirements apply to all privacy fences abutting a right of way.

3. Because of these conditions, the application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would effectively prohibit
or unreasonably restrict the utilization of the property.

4. The authorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. 1ne poard may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the estabiishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. Revised plans to be submitted showing fence instead of previously approved landscape easement.

4. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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January 3, 2023

Horry County Planning & Zoning
1301 2™ Avenue
Conway, SC 29526

Re: Coopers Bluff Phases 4 & 5 — Fence Variance

Please accept this correspondence as authorization to include the following Parcel Identification
Numbers with the Request for Variance on the fence location at Coopers Bluff Phases 4 and 5.

439-06-01-0036 439-06-03-0013 439-06-03-0119
439-06-04-0076 439-06-03-0014 439-06-03-0120
439-06-04-0077 439-06-03-0015 439-06-03-0121
439-06-04-0078 439-06-03-0016 439-06-03-0122
439-06-03-0008 439-06-03-0017 439-06-03-0123
439-06-03-0009 439-06-03-0018 439-06-03-0124
439-06-03-0010 439-06-03-0019 439-06-03-0125
439-06-03-0011 439-06-03-0117 439-06-03-0126
439-06-03-0012 439-06-03-0118 439-06-03-0127

This correspondence shall also serve as verification that there are no restrictive covenants on the
property that prohibit the fence.

Should you have questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact our office at 843-
903-9551.

On behalf of the Board of Directors,

Waccamaw Management,
An Associa® Company
Managing Agent

&J&U«&“‘:“' 1.

Debor Alexander, CMCA
Community Association Manager

Managed by: \‘t O Pawleys Island Office O Carolina Forest Office O Briarwood Office
—- P.O. Box 2308 P.O. Box 51558 605 Briarwood Drive, Suite C
www.waccamawmanagement.com wWACCAMAW Pawlevs Island, SC 29585 Myrtle Beach, SC 29579 Myrtle Beach. SC 29572
infogwaccamaw teom saNAGEMENT £ 551 843, 551 84 8705

AnAsseza Tempany
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THOMAS s HUTTON

61l BURROUGHS & CHAPIN BOULEVARD, SUITE 202
MYRTLE BEACH, SC 29577 |, 843.839.354%
THOMASANDHUTTON.COM

January 3, 2023
Homy County Planning & Zoning
Attn: Pam Thompkins, Zoning Administrator

1301 2nd Avenue
Conway, SC 29526

RE: Cooper's Bluff Phs 4 & 5 - Fence Variance PIN's

Dear Pam:
The following Parcel Identification Numbers are associated with the Request for Variance on
the fence location for Cooper's Bluff Phases 4 & 5.

Please contact our office if you have any questions.

Project Manager
843.315.5906

Danford.jeiandh.com
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Variance Request # 2023-01-012

Applicant Venture Engineering Zoning District RC

Parcel Identification (PIN) # |311-08-03-0086 Parcel Size 8.3 Acres

Site Location 1568 Watson Ave. Little River Proposed Use| Boat Charter/tours
Property Owner Carl Meares Jr.

Cnuntv Coanncil District # 1 . Niikac

The applicants are requesting a variance from Article V, Section 505 C regarding the removal of a live oak specimen tree in the RC

zoning district.

The applicants are proposing to develop this 8 acre parcel for boat charter/tours. Commercial plans for the Intracoastal Fishing
Village were approved for development in December 2019. There is a protected live oak tree located near the location of the
proposed office building. The live oak was inspected by the Zoning Department on Jan. 11, 2023. Our inspection shows the tree
is a 31.5" DBH which will require 19 replacement trees at 2.5" caliper or a $2,850 fee in lieu.

Article V, Section 505 C states that it shall be unlawful to injure, participate in, authorize or cause the removal of any specimen
live oaks 24" or greater. Authorization to do so shall require a variance from the Horry County Zoning Board of Appeals finding
that the tree:

a) Presentation of a safety hazard to pedestrian or vehicular traffic, buildings, structures or utility structures;
b) Removal presented the only reasonable means to comply with appropriate agency requirements including parking, ingress or
egress, or other required infrastructure such as stormwater;

¢) Justification according to good urban forestry practices (i.e., to reduce competition among trees or to remove invasive species)
or presence of dead, dying or diseased trees;

d) A planned grade cut placing the tree protection zone four (4) feet above final grade or introduction of fill twelve (12) inches or
greater elevating the parcel above the required flood protection elevation; or

e) Reasonable use of the property will be significantly impaired.

If approval to remove Live Oak specimen tree is given, the removed trees shall be replaced according to the provisions of these
regulations. Individuals failing to obtain the proper tree permit shall be cited as provided for herein.

Should the Board approve removal of the Live Oak specimen tree, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. The removed tree shall be replaced according to the mitigation and planting requirements or a fee in lieu as outlined in the
Zoning Ordinance.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.
3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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VARIANCE RFOUIFST

1. Applicant herby appeals for a variance from the requirements of the following provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance:
Article(s): V (General Provisions) Section(s): Live Oak Standards

2. Description of Request: Please see attached narrative

Required Requested

Front Setback: Front Setback:

Side Setback: Side Setback:

Rear Setback: Rear Setback:

Minimum Lot Width: Minimum Lot Width:

Min Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: Min. Lot Width @ Bldg. Site:

Max Height of Structure: Max Height of Structure:

Other Variances:

3. South Carolina Law 6-29-800(A)(2) required the following findings in order for the ZBA to grant a
variance. The failure to completely answer these questions will render your application incc—~"'-*2
and your case will not be heard.

a. What extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertain to this particular piece of property?
Please see attached narrative

b. Why do these conditions not apply to other properties in the vicinity?
Please see attached narrative

¢. Why do the conditions listed in 2a and 2b along with the zoning ordinance sections cited in 1
prohibit or reasonably restrict the utilization of the property?
Please see attached narrative

d. Will the authorization of the variance cause a substantial detriment to the adjacent property,
public good or harm the character of the district?
Please see attached narrative

. . _ YES NO
4. Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or D
v

conflict with this request?

5. Applicant herby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct
and there are no covenants or deed restrictions in place that would prohibit this

request.
LD e LT L 12/120/7029
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Horry County
Variance Application
for

Intracoastal Fishing Village

Intracoastal Fishing Village Variance
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Background

The civil engineering plans for Intracoastal Fishing Village were previously approved in 2018.
Since then, the owners and contractors have decided to push off development until recent
months, due to changes in ownership amongst other legal situations. The approved plans
have since then expired, and local governing ordinances have changed, specifically those
addressing landscaping. Intracoastal Fishing Village plans to do deep sea charters, which will
attract more tourism to the Little River area and in return, create more jobs.

Variances R~~uested

e Article rds
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* Due to these reasons surrounding this property, we request a variance
for the removal of the 25” Live Oak colored in orange on the site plan.

Intracoastal Fishing Village Variance
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1. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular piece of property; (Is this request special?)

There are none.

2. These conditions do not generally apply to other property in the vicinity; (Is this request unique?)

These buffers apply to all commercially developed parcels.

3. Because of these conditions, the application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would effectively prohibit
or unreasonably restrict the utilization of the property.

4. The authorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and the
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. (Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. All required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.

2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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VARIANCE REQUEST

1. Applicant herby appeals for a variance from the requirements of the following provisions of the Zoning

Ordinance:
Article(s): V (General Provisions) Section(s): Perimeter Buffer Type Requirements, Streetscape Buffer
2. Description of Request: Please see attached narrative
Do siend Requested
Front Setback: Front Setback:
Side Setback: Side Setback:
Rear Setback: Rear Setback:
Minimum Lot Width: Minimum Lot Width:
Min Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: _ Min. Lot Width @ Bldg. Site:
Max Height of Structure: Max Height of Structure:

Other Variances:

3. South Carolina Law 6-29-800(A)(2) required the following findings in order for the ZBA to grant a
variance. The failure to completely answer these questions will render your application incomplete
and your case will not be heard.

a. What extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertain to this particular piece of property?
Please see attached narrative

b. Why do these conditions not apply to other properties in the vicinity?
Plaaea ene attarhed narrative

c. Why do the conditions listed in 2a and 2b along with the zoning ordinance sections cited in 1
prohibit or reasonably restrict the utilization of the property?
Please see attached narrative

d. Will the authorization of the variance cause a substantial detriment to the adjacent property,
public good or harm the character of the district?
Please see attached narrative

. . - YES NO
4. Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or |—_—]
v

conflict with this request?

5. Applicant herby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct
and there are no covenants or deed restrictions in place that would prohibit this

request.
LD s L T . O . 1219019099

Date
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Background

The civil engineering plans for Intracoastal Fishing Village were previously approved in 2018.
Since then, the owners and contractors have decided to push off development until recent
months, due to changes in ownership amongst other legal situations. The approved plans
have since then expired, and local governing ordinances have changed, specifically those
addressing landscaping. Intracoastal Fishing Village plans to do deep sea charters, which will
attract more tourism to the Little River area and in return, create more jobs.

Variances Requested
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= |he authorization ot a variance will not be or any aetriment to adjacent
properties or to the public good, and the character of the district will not
be harmed by the granting of the variance because there is nothing
¢ rimental being done to tt adjacent properi TI  previous p
were approved with tt 12’ landscape buf | and this buffer remains the
same size, so there will not be any detriment to the adjacent neighbors.
» Due to these reasons surrounding this property, we request a variance
for the reduction of the 25 foot perimeter buffer to 12 feet, without
reducing the number of trees and shrubs required per linear feet.
¢ Article V General Provisions, Table 4, Perimeter Buffer Type Requirements
o This article discusses the different variations of streetscape and perimeter
buffers. In this particular situation, we are focusing on the Type C Streetscape

Intracoastal Fishing Village Variance
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Buffer for non-residential properties. According to Table 4, “Perimeter Buffer
Type Requirements”, the non-residential buffer must be 10’ in width, with 3
canopy trees and 3 understory trees every 100 linear feet. In this streetscape
buffer, shrubs are only required when providing screening from vehicle use
areas. On the previously approved plans for the Intracoastal Fishing Village, the
streetscape buffer was approved with shrubs, 2 understory trees and the
existing Laurel Oak canopy trees. We are requesting that the streetscape buffer

for the new plans be left to reflect the buffer on the old plan set.

= These conditions do not generally apply to other properties in the area
because they have been previously developed prior to the new

landscaping ordinance.

Intracoastal Fishing Village Variance
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Variance Reauest # 12023-01-017

i - HEldll WILN ACCessory
Applicant The Earthworks Group, agent Zoning District| Outdoor Steracs (RFAY
Parcel Identification (PIN) # |429-13-02-0042 Parcel Size 1.99 acres
Site Location 4127 Jeremy Loop, Myrtle Beach Proposed Use Commercial
Property Owner Ronaldo Nogueira

Cauntv Council District # 8 - Masciarelli

The applicants are requesting a variance from Article V, section 504.C regarding the landscaping and buffer requirements in the
Retail with Accessory Outdoor Storage (RE4) zoning district.

Variance
Requirement | Requested Needed Percentage
Perimeter landscape buffer
on Jeremy Loop 15' 10' 5' 33%

Ine applicants receivea a permit (FL4uUs/ /) to construct a 50' x 25' garage in May 2022. This parcel is located within the Hwy.
544 overlay with roads on all sides. The Zoning Board of Appeals granted a variance on Dec. 14, 2020 to reduce the perimeter
landscape buffer on Jeremy Loop to 15" and 10' on Joe Mill Trail. The required perimeter buffer width is 25" along all roads. The
applicants are now requesting to reduce the perimeter buffer on Jeremy Loop to 10' instead of the required 15' for a variance of
5'. They are requesting no reduction in plantings. There is a carport structure located to the rear of the garage that does not
have a permit. A permit will need to be received and the structure must meet all zoning requirements.

Before a variance can be granted, the Board must first find that the strict application of the provisions of the ordinance would
result in unnecessary hardship. A variance may be granted in an individual case of unnecessary hardship if the Board makes and
explains in writing the following five findings:

1. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular piece of property; (Is this request special?)

The extraordinary condition is this parcel is completely surrounded by roads.

[> Thaca randitions do not generally apply to other property in the vicinity; (Is this request unique?!

ILhis condition applies to all parcels directly abutting the corridor within the Hwy. 544 overlay.

3. Because of these conditions, the application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would effectively prohibit
or unreasonably restrict the utilization of the property.
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4. The authorization of a variance will not be ot substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the pubiic gooa, ana tne
character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance. {Does this request serve the public good, or harm
neighbors?)

5. The board may not grant a variance, the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land or to change the zoning district boundaries
shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, if a variance is granted, may not be
considered grounds for a variance.

Should the Board decide that this variance request satisfies all five required factors and grants approval of the requested
variance, Staff recommends the following conditions:

1. Ali required documents shall be submitted to the Horry County Code Enforcement Department for review and approval and
required permits obtained.
2. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations.

3. The carport structure will need to be permitted.
4. All other applicable County requirements shall be met.
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VARIANCF REOUEST

Applicant hereby appeals for a variance from the requirements ot tne following provisions of the Zoning Ordinance:
Article(s) Article VIl __Section(s) 803.8.2

Description of Request: We are reriacting a variance to Article \/ill Qartinn ana 8.2 fne ~ reduction in the landscape buffer along Jeremy Loop

from 15" to 10’ for a total variance of 5°. No reduction to the size quantity or quality of the plants to be placed in the landscape buffer is requested.

Required Front Setback: N/A Requested Front Setback: NA

Required Side Setback: NA Requested Side Setback: NA

Required Rear Setback: VA Requested Rear Setback: MA

Required Bldg. Separation: NA Requested Bldg. Separation: NA

Required Minimum Lot Width: NA Requested Min Lot Width: Na

Required Min Lot Width @ Bldg. Site: NA Requested Min Lot Width @ Bidg. Site: NA
Required Max Height of Structure: N/A Requested Max Height of Structure: NA

Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or conflict with this request? Y

A variance may be granted in an individual case of unnecessary hardship if the Board makes and explains in writing the
finding as stated below:

1. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular piece of property.

2. These conditions do not generally apply to other property in the vicinity.

3. Because of these conditions, the application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would

effectively prohibit or unreasonably restrict the utilization of the property.

4. The authorization of a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property or to the public good, and
the character of the district will not be harmed by the granting of the variance.

. The Board may not grant a variance the effect of which would be to allow the establishment of a use not otherwise
permitted in a zoning district, to extend physically a nonconforming use of land, or change the zoning district
boundaries shown on the official zoning map. The fact that property may be utilized more profitably, should a
variance be granted, may not be considered grounds for a variance.

w

To the best of your ability please explain in detail how the aforementioned findings apply to your request: (may

include attachments)
See Attached

The following documents are submitted in support of this application: (an accurate legible plot plan prepared by a registered
architect, engineer or surveyor showing property dimensions and locations of all existing and proposed structures may be required)

Landscaping Variance Plan

Applicant hereby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct and there are no covenants
or deed restrictions in place that would prohibit this request. .
= /
Vil

Date

-

Al plicantg Signature
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January 4, 2023

Horry County Zoning Board of Appeals:

Dear Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals,

I need your help in getting approval for the expansion of my business on Highway 544 in
the form of a Zoning Variance to reduce the perimeter landscape buffers and allow a
reasonable use of the property. The specific issue is that the site has been adversely
impacted by the widening of Hwy 544, which has limited the access, and the combined
site is now completely surrounded by public roads (no other commercial properties on
Highway 544 are surrounded on all sides by public roads). This has created a situation
where the entire property is required to provide a streetscape buffer and the landscaping
buffer must be 15 feet the entire length of Jeremy Loop. The existing landscape buffer
requirements account for a little over 21% of the site. The county’s standard streetscape
buffer is 10 feet wide. Due to the fact the site is completely surrounded by streetscape
buffers we are requesting that the buffer along Jeremy loop be reduced to 10 feet to match
the buffer along Joe Mill Trail. There will be no reduction to the number of plants that are
required only a reduction to the width of the buffer. Granting this request will allow us to
have more available space to increase the onsite parking, meet the county’'s stormwater
requirements and expand my existing business.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely

Ronaldo Goﬁes Noguiera

193



194



195



196



197



5. That the special exception will not discourage or negate the use of surrounaing property for use(s) permitted by
right

The ncajs allowed in the Queens Harbour PUD.

6. In granting a special exception, the Board of Zoning Appeals may impose such reasonable and additional
stipulations, conditions or safeguards as, in its judgment, will enhance the citing or reduce any negative impacts of the
proposed special exception.

Should the Board find that the special exception request for Korean Hot Pot & BBQ meets the required conditions of
Section 1106, the standard conditions imposed by the Board are:

1. No outdoor entertainment or amplified outdoor speakers unless a special event permit has been obtained from Public
Safety;

. No hosting of vendors during spring and fall bike rallies;

. No outdoor displays or tents on the property;

. No temporary banners or signs on the property;

. No spotlight advertising;

. No outdoor dining or beverage services allowed;

. Hours of operation - Monday thru Sunday 11:00 am - 11:00 pm;

. Applicant will comply with all State and local laws;

W 0 N O 1 A~ W N

. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations;
10. Any changes in character or hours shall result in the suspension of this approval and a rehearing of the Zoning Board
of Appeals shall be required.
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5. Inat tne special exception will not discourage or negate the use of surrounaing property Tor use(s) permittea oy
right.

A ractayrant/bar use is allowed in tha RE1 zoning district.

6. In granting a special exception, the Board of Zoning Appeals may impose such reasonable and additional
stipulations, conditions or safeguards as, in its judgment, will enhance the citing or reduce any negative impacts of the
proposed special exception.

Should the Board find that the special exception request for Fresh Brunch meets the required conditions of Section 1106,
the standard conditions imposed by the Board are:

1. No outdoor entertainment or amplified outdoor speakers unless a special event permit has been obtained from Public
Safety;

. No hosting of vendors during spring and fall bike rallies;

No outdoor displays or tents on the property;

No temporary banners or signs on the property;

. No spotlight advertising;

. Outdoor dining or beverage services allowed on the outdoor deck only;

. Hours of operation - 7:30 am until 3:00 pm; Tuesday - Sunday;

. Applicant will comply with all State and local laws;

. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations;

10. Any changes in character or hours shall result in the suspension of this approval and a rehearing of the Zoning Board
of Appeals shall be required.
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SPECIAL EXCEPTION REQUEST

Owing to their potential negative impact on the community, the following uses may be approved as a special
exception by the Zoning Board of Appeals.

1. Applicant herby appeals for a special exception from the requirements of the following provisions of
the Zoning Ordinance:

Article(s): Section(s):

2. Pleage check the one that applies to your request: (see attachments for conditions on each use)
[;Z}eOn-Premises Consumption of Alcohol
Bed & Breakfast Establishment

[] Outpatient Treatment Facility
[] casinoBoat

Community Storage Lots for Recreation Equipment and Boats

3. NameofBusiness: fredh iy b
4. Type of Business: G ' QS ok .
5. Hours of Operation: '7: %4 4 (A-v--'PM) until 200 (AM{PM)

6. Daysof The Week: Thuadau — Duigcac
-
e If this is a Restaurant/Bar please include a copy/of your menu and a floor plan

7. The Zoning Board of Appeals shall consider the following criteria for special exceptions:
e  Traffic Impact
e Vehicle and pedestrian safety
e Potential impact of noise, lights, fumes, or obstruction of air flow on adjoining property
e Adverse impact of the proposed use on the aesthetic character of the environs, to include the possible need for
screening from view
e Orientation or spacing of improvements or buildings.

To the best of your ability explain how the aforementioned apply to your request (may include
attach ments):

Wave (ostoved o lQGO‘Cf‘ YT \\\’\S'\‘r' aund o(rL s com@lw wit
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Special epq ap@ g‘s a‘ffe%ubﬁa{:pt% \con(cm@na requi mgntsabses@{ eélyﬁﬂt'he applicable section of the Zoning
Ordinance. In granting a special exception, the Zoning Board of Appeals may impose such reasonable and additional
stipulations, conditions or safeguards as, in its judgment, will enhance the siting of the proposed special exception.

8. Are there Restrictive Covenants on this property that prohibit or conflict with this YES

request? [D/

9. Applicant herby certifies that the information provided in this application is correct and there are no
covenants or deed restrictions in place that would prohibit this request.

X e e . vH)am

Applicant/ Agent’ lgnature Date

LW}D@( // ‘//Zé
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4. That the special exception will contripute 1o tne economic vitality ana promote tne general welfare of the
community.

—

5. That the special exception will not discourage or negate the use of surrounding property for use(s) permitted by
right.

The PDD allows a restaurant and har,

6. In granting a special exception, the Board of Zoning Appeals may impose such reasonable and additional
stipulations, conditions or safeguards as, in its judgment, will enhance the citing or reduce any negative impacts of the
proposed special exception.

Should the Board find that the special exception request for Las Glorias Mexican Restaurant meets the required
conditions of Section 1106, the standard conditions imposed by the Board are:

1. No outdoor entertainment or amplified outdoor speakers unless a special event permit has been obtained from Public
Safety;

. No hosting of vendors during spring and fall bike rallies;

. No outdoor displays or tents on the property;

. No temporary banners or signs on the property;

. No spotlight advertising;

. No outdoor dining or beverage services allowed;

. Hours of operation - Sunday - Thursday 11:00 am to 9:00 pm and Friday - Saturday 11:00 am to 11:00 pm;

. Applicant will comply with all State and local laws;

O 00 N O U1 W N

. All future buildings and building additions must conform to Horry County regulations;
10. Any changes in character or hours shall result in the suspension of this approval and a rehearing of the Zoning Board
of Appeals shall be required.
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