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ﬁ"’; TOWN OF SURFSIDE BEACH ¢ TOWN COUNCIL CHAMBERS

February 9, 2010 ¢ 6:30 P.M.

TOWN COUNCIL
WORKSHOP
MEETING MINUTES

1. CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Deaton called the workshop meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. Mayor Deaton, and
Councilmembers Blair, Johnson, Martin, Childs and Samples were present. Mayor Pro
Tem Truett was absent. A quorum was present. Staff present: Administrator Booth;
Clerk Pinnell, Director of Building and Zoning Donevant and Waccamaw Regional
Council Consultant Tom Britton. Attorney Mr. Smith was also present. Planning
Commissioners present: Bob Hanson, Charles Seibold, Ron Saunders, Lynn Livesay and
Rod Smith.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE.
Mayor Deaton led the pledge of allegiance.

. WORKSHOP

The workshop was scheduled to discuss zoning ordinances.

Mr. Hanson, Chairman of the Planning Commission, stated that the Planning
Commission has been working on the Chapter 17 zoning ordinances for the last 18
months. Mr. Hanson introduced the members present. Mr. Hanson stated that this was
originally passed in 1980 and since then it has been amended 72 times. The commission
spent hours going over the ordinances paragraph by paragraph and during review found
that some ordinances were contradictory of others. The commission worked a lot of
hours at home and looked at ordinances in other areas to compare what they had. Mr.
Hanson thanked Ms. Donevant for her help and local knowledge and thanked Mr. Booth
and council for hiring Mr. Tom Britton, from the Waccamaw Regional Council of
Government. Mr. Britton has a masters’ degree in Public Administration and over 13
years of experience in planning and zoning in South Carolina and other states.

Tom Britton from Waccamaw Regional Council of Governments presented the policy
items identified by the Planning Commission for possible amendments. Mr. Britton
gave an overview of these. Mr. Britton commended the Planning Commission for the
time taken to go over each zoning ordinance line by line. Mr. Britton stated that from
1980 the zoning ordinances have been amended numerous times and in the last 10 years
they have been amended approximately 28 times. Mr. Britton stated that the
commission wanted to complete a comprehensive review of the zoning ordinances and
that is what has been done adding that one of the most important things is consistency
and stability of the ordinances. People purchase property based on zoning ordinances
and make improvements with the expectations that in the long term these improvements
will be sanctioned and conforming. From meeting with the Planning Commission there
were two things they concentrated on and these were technical and policy aspects.

From the technical standpoint which was an administratively and staff driven endeavor
was to look at ordinances and find any conflicts or changes to State law. Some of the
provisions were updated to meet requirement changes and some were not.
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Inconsistencies were also found in the ordinances where administratively the zoning
administrator has to make determinations as to which provision is more applicable than
another. The need for some basic tidying up was addressed with 40 items. The intent is
not to change the content of the zoning ordinances but to clarify some provisions that are
not clear; rewriting but keeping the same intent. Mr. Samples asked about the 40 items.
Council already forwarded back the technical items to the Planning Commission. From
a policy standpoint, which is the commission driven aspect, was to identify areas where
the zoning ordinances lacked coverage with items that needed to be addressed; existing
provisions that did not work the way they were intended to. This list consists of 20
items and Mr. Britton gave a brief overview of what he felt were substantial items. One
thing the commission wanted was to have some dialogue with the public and council;
any time zoning ordinances are amended the council is the final approving authority.
The commission wanted to make sure they were on the same page as council. Regarding
policy issues there were several items which deal with how the town addresses uses in
the zoning ordinances; there are some inconsistencies which were addressed in the
technical put some also regarding policy and how uses were classified. There are three
options on how uses can be classified; they can be classified by right, by conditional use
or special exception. Mr. Britton stated that special exceptions or special use is more
important and this would include a church or a school or a building in a residential area.
Mr. Britton stated that lots are determined by size and uses differ by intensity. The way
the ordinance is currently written these types of uses are allowed by either right or
conditional use which means it is an administrative, non-discretion area type of permit.
If an individual came in, the Zoning Administrator would issue the permit. With a
special exception a board level review would be triggered and it would go to the Board
of Zoning Appeals (BZA). Certain uses would then include a public hearing and public
input and the ability for the board to make the determination as to whether the use was
compatible or not. If the ordinance was amended to include special exception what
would take place is some of the uses which are non-residential and are currently
permitted by right or conditional use would be shifted to special exception. A public
building, church use, daycare use or school use that would want to locate in a residential
area would not be automatically considered, it would need to go before BZA. Mr.
Samples had a question regarding BZA. Mr. Britton confirmed that under State law the
Board of Zoning Appeals has 3 powers, appeals, variances and special exceptions; some
communities include the special exception provision and others do not. Mr. Samples
stated that it is his understanding that any appeal to the BZA can only be appealed by the
circuit court. Mr. Samples stated that the special exceptions included in the towns’
current ordinance are height limits and amusements. Mr. Britton stated that there is
currently special exception language with some arrant provisions that make reference to
special exceptions being approved by the Planning Commission which, under state law,
that is not how it works, it would go to BZA. Mr. Samples stated that his concern is
granting BZA the authority to approve a special exception for a use that is not now
permitted under our current zoning. Mr. Britton answered no; this would be a use
variance which is prohibited by the town ordinance. To be a special exception the use
would have to be listed and enumerated in the town ordinance. A prison is not permitted
in a residential district then it cannot be permitted by special exception. Mr. Samples
stated that his concern is that council would be “out of the picture”. Mr. Britton stated
that currently council is out of the picture from the standpoint that the ordinance is
currently written where it is purely an administrative function of the zoning
administrator. If a school came in and wanted to locate in a district and it was 75 feet
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from a property line the zoning administrator could issue a permit and there would be no
review by council. What this addition would do is set higher standards of review so it
would not be automatic. Mr. Samples asked Ms. Donevant to give an incidence where
this has been an issue and Ms. Donevant stated that there has been no problem to date.
Mr. Britton stated that it is a potential for a problem but it would be up to council to
decide if it was necessary.

Mr. Britton stated that the second item identified was to consider inserting a floor area
ratio (FAR) requirement in the R-2 as it relates to duplexes. A floor area ratio
requirement sets a standard for how much floor area can be inserted on a lot. Example, a
.4 floor area ratio for a 10,000 square foot lot would limit floor area to 4,000 square feet.
The concern that the commission has was primarily with the construction of some
duplexes in the R-2 district and whether the size and bulk was compatible to surrounding
houses in the area. Mr. Britton stated that this could be addressed with the floor area
ratio. Another item looked at by the commission was the setbacks along US 17 which
are currently 75 feet. Mr. Martin stated that regarding the floor area ratio the removal of
the minimum roof pitch was mentioned. Mr. Martin stated that the reason it was put in
there to begin with was to not have boxes and flat roofed developments in R-2. The
council wanted homes to fit in with the neighborhood. Mr. Britton stated that this was a
commission generated item.  Mr. Hanson stated that it was a 6, 12 pitch which is very
steep and people got around it by instead of having one 6, 12 roof they had three (3) 6,
12’s so they could get another floor in. Mr. Hanson stated that he is not opposed to a
minimum but 6, 12 with the FAR ratio would put it above the 35 feet and this is why
there was a discussion to reduce it. Mr. Martin asked if the commission could look at
modifying it rather than eliminating it so that a pitched roof look in the neighborhood is
still required. Mr. Hanson stated that a 4, 12 would have plenty of a pitch and would
work.

Mr. Britton stated that the next item addressed the setbacks on 17; presently there is a 75
foot requirement and as a result the town has several structures which have been created
as non-conforming as a result of this. The thought process of the commission was to
marry the setback lines with what the county requires which would reduce it to a 50 foot
requirement. Mr. Martin asked for an example of a current non-conforming use. Mr.
Britton stated that the commission, along with preparation of this, performed mapping
along 17 using a GIS and identified structures which were at or within the 75 feet. Mr.
Britton stated that he cannot currently recall what they were but it was a substantial
amount of structures on the beach side. There was a discussion as to how many
properties this affects. Mr. Martin stated that he is concerned about this adding that he
does not look at Horry County as being an example that the Town of Surfside should
necessarily follow. Mr. Martin stated that the town has been using the 75 foot
requirement for quite some time and suggested that the town look back to see why the 75
foot requirement was put in and believes that a part of it was due to the town wanting to
maintain a small town feel. Mr. Martin stated that he is reluctant to change this
ordinance. Mr. Hanson stated that the town currently has empty lots which have 75 foot
setbacks on the front and 20 foot on the back which only leaves 30 feet to build a
commercial building and added that the town would not want a 30 foot shop and these
lots have been rendered unbuildable and if it was changed to 50 feet those lots would be
buildable. Mr. Johnson asked how many lots this would affect; his recollection is that
there is one lot that has this problem. Mr. Hanson stated that there is one next to the
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bagel shop; the Board of Zoning Appeals heard that request for a variance and it was not
granted due to the current ordinance adding that it is a very viable commercial lot but
nothing can be built there.

Mr. Samples stated that he is also concerned about this issue with parking being
affected. If this is brought back to council, parking must be addressed. Mayor Deaton
stated that North Myrtle Beach encourages landscaping in the front of their buildings and
parking in the back as a solution to make it more appealing. Mr. Hanson stated that the
current location of Posh was built to economy standards and then they came to the Board
of Zoning Appeals with a request for a variance; their only other solution was to tear the
building down. Mr. Hanson stated that the building has ample parking and he feels that
it does not look bad at all. Mayor Deaton stated that he would like to see the Planning
Commission look at landscaping in the front and parking in back. Mr. Samples stated
that he attended the Planning Commission meeting where the ordinance presentations
were originally addressed, items 2, 10 and 11 were grouped with the Zoning Board of
Appeals and added that he does want to understand clearly regarding the state law as it
relates to the Planning Commission and Board of Zoning Appeals, a general concern he
has is giving additional authority to the Board of Zoning Appeals. Mr. Samples stated
that the town website does not have currently approved minutes and it concerns him that
it was mentioned that there was an issue with training. Mr. Samples stated that he would
feel more comfortable if they were a recommending body as opposed to a final
determining body. Mr. Britton stated that this board is a state mandated and state
required board and at a minimum they need to serve as an appeals body; special
exceptions are an optional component from a policy standpoint it would need to be
determined if the town would want to have a discretionary view or a ministerial review
for certain uses. Under a ministerial review the administrator, Ms. Donevant, would be
given authority to issue a permit; there is no discretionary authority. Mr. Britton stated
that the Board is currently up to speed on training; it was, however, a previous concern.
Mr. Britton stated that he worked for 14 years in communities and he has seen it work
well and seen it work not so well; it is a local call. Mayor Deaton stated that he also
heard it work both ways. Mr. Samples stated that he, Mr. Martin and Mr. Truett, for 4
years, dealt with some very controversial issues and arrived at the right decisions. Mr.
Samples stated that he is concerned that the town will have a separate independent body
to grant special exceptions outside the view of anyone; it would be a done deal with no
recourse; whatever they grant, stands. Mr. Britton added it would stand short of an
appeal to the circuit court adding that the same goes with the decision made by the
zoning administrator. Mr. Martin stated that there is some control by council for the
Building Director and there is no control of the Board of Zoning Appeals. Mr. Britton
stated that council has the authority to appoint and remove members from BZA. Mr.
Martin stated that the way he read this was that it was an additional protection for town.
If the town chose to give authority to the BZA could the Building Administrator still
handle special exception requests or does it have to go to BZA? Mr. Britton stated that
special exceptions must go to BZA and it would be a discretionary review. The town
cannot have a tiered threshold.

Mr. Martin stated that he agrees with Mr. Samples “if it is not broke don’t fix it”. Mr.
Martin stated that this would refer to things that would be unusual such as a church;
currently there is no residential property large enough for a church and added that he
does not feel it is a problem for the town adding that the way the town has been
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operating has worked well. Mr. Johnson thanked Mr. Martin for bringing this up. Mr.
Johnson stated that when it comes down to it the BZA is not going to hear anything
about schools or churches, the town is small and there is not a whole lot of building that
can go on and does not see it having to deal with the addition of churches and schools; if
it does happen it could be addressed at that time. Mayor Deaton stated that the applicant
would still have that option if they were not happy with the decision made by the
building administrator and he does not see a reason to add another layer. Mr. Samples
stated that the town has the largest special exception clause along with other local
governments and it is called a planned development district, all the applicant would need
to do is put together an acre and see what transpires; this protects the towns’ interest.

Mr. Britton stated that the commission also reviewed the district requirements; one was
for the mobile home district and the desire is to increase some of the standards there.
The purpose was not to do away with the district but as new structures come in
minimum standards would be set and currently there are no set standards. Also the
commission discussed adding a mixed use district. The town does not currently have a
good transitional district. This would create a limited commercial district where the
town would have a mixture of small businesses and some multi-family or single family
structures. The creation of this district does not currently map out any area. If the town
wanted to later apply it to an area or if the town had property owners who were
interested in doing this they could seek this designated use. Mr. Britton stated that
illumination standards for the sign ordinance were also discussed with the Planning
Commission; enforceable standards being placed in the ordinance were discussed.

Mr. Britton discussed the tree ordinance. Several items deal with the old ordinance and
the new ordinance regarding the change of the requirement from an acre to a lot with the
number of trees. In the R-1 district there are 10 trees per lot, R-2 itis 7 and R-3 it is 5
trees. The concern would be compliance or the ability to comply with larger trees on a
lot. The minimum lot size requirement for an R-3 district is 3,000 square feet and would
require 5 mature trees; there would be an intermesh canopy and it would be almost
impossible to comply and to build a house. The thought process of the commission was
to reduce the requirement but concentrate more on the diameter of the tree and set that
minimum. Currently the only way to comply is to have small trees so the town is
basically doing a detriment to preserving the larger tree. Mr. Britton stated that the
mitigation language including some verbiage on what eligible expenditures would be
was discussed. Anytime a fee “in lieu of” is required there are things to consider. Mr.
Britton stated that there are some good examples in other ordinances.

Mayor Deaton clarified that the town is talking about going to inches per tree instead of
allowing a lot of small trees it would be allowing larger trees and the mitigation tree
bank and asked Mr. Britton for further clarification regarding the bank. Mr. Britton
stated that the City of Myrtle Beach has some good language; anytime there is a fee “in
lieu of” the requirement for a cash contribution is waived then it has to be proportional.
The town needs to establish something in its ordinance that states that the town will use
the mitigated funds received for specified uses such as replanting, landscaping,
purchasing seed etc.; the town would not be able to use these funds for anything other
than this.
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Ms. Blair stated that the commission took a good deal of time looking at these changes
adding that it was quite an undertaking and thanked the committee. Ms. Blair stated that
she has some of the same concerns already identified and is in favor and agrees with
working on the mobile home ordinance. Mr. Hanson stated that the mobile home
ordinance was to address safety issues; the commission wants people to live in a safe
home.

Mr. Johnson thanked the Planning Commission adding that he once sat in their seat
adding that he is aware that just when you think you have something worked out “there’s
a monkey wrench that’s thrown in it”. Mr. Johnson stated that he appreciates all the
work that was put in to this. Mr. Johnson stated that he has no major concerns at this
point in time and as far as the trees go he has concerns regarding the replacement of pine
trees adding that they are a detriment and cause damage to property.

Mr. Martin stated that he appreciated the hard work that went into reviewing the policies
and technical aspects of the ordinances. Mr. Martin seconded the comment about the
mobile home park adding that he feels that it would be good for the safety of the people
that live there and it would be an improvement. Mr. Martin stated that as much as he
does not like the thought of touching the tree ordinance he appreciated the thought that
went into the changes and that it looks like it may need some improvements.

Mr. Samples stated that he seconded the comments that have been made adding that he
appreciates Councilman Martins’ work over the years and for being a strong advocate
for a thoughtful, managed growth philosophy for the town and added that he would be
missed.

Mr. Childs stated that he agrees with his colleagues; he sat through many Planning
Commission meetings and added that they did an excellent job going through the zoning
ordinances.

Mr. Johnson asked for confirmation for the public if the suggested policy changes were
available on the town website. It was confirmed by staff that they were available on-
line.

Mr. Martin explained to the public that the council, during this meeting, is providing
feedback to the Planning Commission. Each one of these items is an ordinance and it
will be put forth through staff to council for approval; there will be a public hearing and
two readings and added that nothing is being finalized at this time. Mr. Martin stated
that all of the ordinances are available on-line and asked the public to review them and
provide feedback at the next Planning meeting and stressed again that there would be a
public hearing and two readings with council before they are passed.

Mayor Deaton stated that this is part of an exciting process adding that back in 2000 this
process would never have taken place; the Planning Commission was operating on a
“rubber stamp basis”. This council looked hard for good people that were dedicated to
serve on this committee adding that the Planning Commission has become a wonderful
commission. Mayor Deaton stated that the town is currently reviewing all of its
ordinances. The current council is committed to having a more professional and
business-like environment in Surfside adding that the Planning Commission has been a
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major part of it. Mayor Deaton stated that it is nice to have a body that is that
professional and can go through these ordinances line by line; it takes a lot of time and
responsibility off of council so that council can concentrate on the big picture. Mayor
Deaton stated that once the ordinances are refined then council can make the final
decision and thanked the Planning Commission for their hard work adding that this is
just another indication how well Surfside is doing professionally.

Mr. Hanson stated that the idea was for the commission was to hear from council so that
time was not wasted on constructing ordinances that the council had no intention of
approving. Mr. Hanson stated that now he feels the commission has a good direction
from council to continue.

DISCUSSION

Business 17 Corridor

Mr. Childs stated that he feels that the Business 17 corridor through Surfside Beach has
been the most talked about item to come before council. Mr. Childs stated that he had
all intentions of making a motion this evening to establish a subcommittee of council to
address Business 17 but after a long conversation with the Mayor another solution was
discussed. Mr. Childs stated that the intent was not to leave council members out but to
have a few members of council focus on this issue adding that he realizes that Mr. Booth
and staff are currently bogged down. Mr. Childs stated that the Mayor suggested having
a workshop to include everyone and feels that this would work. Mr. Childs stated that
there was a study done in 1999 regarding this same issue and questioned why it was
dropped. Mr. Childs stated that by having a workshop the council can bring these
studies together and find out where the town stands. Mr. Childs stated that Senator
Cleary is currently Chairman of the GSATS and he considers him part of Surfside Beach
adding that Nelson Hardwick, also on GSATS, lives in town and feels that they will both
pitch in and really help the town. Mr. Childs stated that he believes that these people on
GSATS will help the town get a plan and get something started. Mr. Childs stated that
he would like to have the workshop soon adding that the Mayor is also a voting member
of GSATS and could work on giving council direction.

Mayor Deaton stated that he feels this would be a good idea adding that he is a voting
member of GSATS on the policy committee, Senator Cleary is the Chairman and Nelson
Hardwick is the Vice Chairman. Mayor Deaton stated that this is the first time that
Surfside has come to the forefront; the town had previously been ignored and it was
partially the towns’ fault; it did not have a voice before and it was not considered high
priority by the previous administration but now it is a priority. Mayor Deaton stated that
there have been millions of dollars lost due to the previous lack of concern adding that
this will no longer happen, we are now the “squeaky wheel”. Mayor Deaton stated that
the frontage road issue addressed in 1999, Georgetown got the money; the town missed
the boat on that. The town is currently moving forward; it now has its foot in the door.
Mayor Deaton stated that money is always the issue, Business 17 is a federal highway, it
is not a state highway, which makes it more complicated with the bureaucracy being
thicker. Mayor Deaton stated that we’re in great shape; in better shape than in the past
adding that he is encouraged and if this council comes together as a body and has a sense
of urgency to get that message through he feels they will be heard.



345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391
392
393

February 9, 2010- Regular Meeting

Page 8

Mr. Samples stated that he supports both of what Mr. Childs and the Mayor have to say
but also agrees that there is a benefit of having a subcommittee; the subcommittee
maintains a focus. Mr. Samples stated he is all for having a workshop but he is also for
having a subcommittee workshop; his fear is that the council will come together and
disperse. Mr. Samples stated that GSATS must know that the town is committed and
that it has a single plan that it can show the people in town and he is not sure that it
currently does have a single plan. Mr. Samples stated that he realizes the town has a
roadway and sidewalk plan but Business 17 has just been talk and he has not seen
anything on paper and he feels that this is a critical step for the council to help enable the
Mayor to go forward with GSATs. Mr. Samples stated that he recalls Highway 544
when it was a two way road; that was always a high priority but it moved slowly. Mayor
Deaton stated that this was due to money. Mr. Samples stated that priorities move up
and down adding that there have been bridges that were not on anyone’s priority list but
they got funded. Mr. Samples stated that the town needs to maintain a focus and agrees
with Mr. Childs that the town needs to use the leverage that Senator Cleary has.
Murrells Inlet was recently widened and that was not on any priority list either. Mr.
Samples stressed that the town needs to stay focused and believes that the subcommittee
is the way to go but perhaps at a workshop the council will come to this conclusion. Mr.
Childs confirmed with the public that GSATS stands for Grand Strand Area
Transportation Study.

Mayor Deaton confirmed to the public that he serves on the policy making committee of
GSATS and that Mr. Booth serves on the technical committee. Mayor Deaton explained
that the information goes through the technical committee first then it goes to the policy
committee. Mayor Deaton stated that he had a discussion with Mr. Childs and a couple
municipal attorneys regarding subcommittees; generally a subcommittee is from a large
board with 15 members or a 12 member council, the town is a seven member council
and only four members are required for quorum. The argument was that three people
could get together easily and the Mayor stated that he feels that four could get together
as easily as three and this would be a quorum of council. Mayor Deaton stated that
regarding the council, everyone is equal and feels that there should be an even flow of
information received by council and three members should not be isolated to receive
information which the rest of council does not receive and if all of council is not
available it could meet as a quorum of four members. Mayor Deaton stated that council
should have full participation in any issue and it should not micromanage. Mayor
Deaton stated regarding GSATS it all comes down to money; priorities and money.
Mayor Deaton commented on the City of Conway coming to a GSATS meeting ready
and prepared and they received action adding that the Town of Surfside now understands
the process and knows how to approach these items.

Mr. Martin stated that the timing is very good for council to act and added that he has a
lot of confidence in this council and knows that the council can focus at a workshop to
move forward.

Ms. Blair stated that she agrees with Mr. Martin and does not feel that council should
short change members of subcommittees; she was part of the Downtown Development
subcommittee and she does not look at this as micromanaging. Ms. Blair stated that
there have been many times where discussions came up regarding redevelopment and
nothing got done and a subcommittee was able to focus. Ms. Blair stated that the
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subcommittee was able to put three minds together to research the best plan and then
bring it back to council with input stressing that subcommittees are a way to stay
focused.

Mr. Samples pointed out that the town is a stakeholder in GSATS and there will be a
public hearing held at the Myrtle Beach Train Depot on Monday February 22" from
5:00 PM to 7:00 PM and encouraged individuals to show up and stressed how important
it is to address the town frontage roads adding that they are dangerous.

Mayor Deaton stated that this is a long range vision planning process that will go to
2035. This is a good opportunity for the town to get on the lists and the more they hear
the more chances we have of moving forward.

PUBLIC COMMENTS — Agenda Items only — 5 minutes per speaker

Terry Bono, Ocean Avenue: “My concern is, this will be our 3" summer here and |
know it’s supposed to be, | heard tonight, a family area and my concern is the vendor
who has girls pushing the carts on the beach and that is such a contradictory to a family
beach and a small town area and | was just wondering what guidelines there are that he
has, who has gotten, the vendor who has been given permission to hire these girls from
overseas; they don’t speak English and I would hate for the front page on YouTube or
something on the web to be that we have slavery. My sons and my daughters have tried
to help them push the cart; it’s very embarrassing if you have teenagers to see these poor
girls pushing those carts so | asked the guy who owns it, you know, these carts don’t
look like they’re made to be pushed through the sand they look like they are supposed to
be stationary and he just kind of laughed at me so I’m wondering, talk about committees
or subcommittees or something, what is your guidelines that he was given permits to hire
these overseas girls to do this?”

Mayor Deaton directed Ms. Bono to speak with Mr. Booth after the meeting.

Jim Ellis, Ocean Pines: “I’m currently here and with two other persons we’d like to
take about 3 or 4 minutes of your time to talk about an issue and this regards Ocean
Pines I. I’'m currently treasurer of the homeowners association; | have the president and
another member here tonight. We would like just to talk for a minute about an issue; an
issue of trees. That came up earlier tonight and | guess we’re asking for some
consideration to allow us to take down some non-specimen, non-protected trees,
basically pine trees on our property that are causing some problems. Back in 2005, |
wasn’t on the board at that time, | think the board hired a certified arborist who did a
survey of all our trees and made some recommendations on which ones should stay and
which ones should go and which ones were problems or not and recently we have made
a request to remove some of these and they’re basically pine trees. What | want to talk
about very briefly is some of the things that are happening because of the trees. | think
there are three main issues, one is our sidewalks, we find they are buckling. We’ve had
some replaced, people get injured. We got an older population in the community too;
we’re a little concerned about. We’ve had some repairs and it seems to be an ongoing
issue. We have 11 parking lots and we have some of them that are really being
destroyed by the tree roots buckling. The one I park in, in particular, and it’s not (SIC)
but we just got an estimate on a repair of about $2,000 and the contractor says it’s going
to have to be repaired again in a couple years because of tree roots and finally we’re
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talking about an impact on our water and sewer pipes. We’ve had at least documented
11 homeowners out of 104 who have had to bear expenses for repairing either the water
lines or the sewer lines because of the tree roots. | know it happened to me once when |
wasn’t here and a tree actually broke the water line and somebody came along and
turned the water off for me but I got a bill for $200 from Grand Strand Water and Sewer
later and it was broken because of the tree roots so that’s one area | want to talk about
and with your permission I’d like to ask Lynn Moran to cover a couple of other little
areas.”

Bud Joynes, Ocean Pines: “I’d like to talk about the beautification area of the trees;
they are very messy, pine needles lay on the roofs, pine cones are all over the roof. |
have to go up there every day and pull them off and we’ve got like 386 trees in about 5
Y acres and | believe that we have quite a bit more than we’re required to have as far as
the beautification goes. Where the trees were taken down, that is the most beautiful part
of Ocean Pines. You can drive up 14™ and 15" Avenue and you will see (SIC) the trees
have been taken down and we have replanted more than we’ve taken down and that is
the pretty part of Ocean Pines. The rest of Ocean Pines is a mess. 1’m just requesting on
your behalf of the council and Mr. Booth that we’d be allowed to take some of those
trees down. Thank you.”

Lynn Moran, President of HOA Ocean Pines: “Our community has 104 units, of this
104 units we have 36 or 1/3 that are owned by people that are 65 years or older. 15 of
these units are owned by people in their 70s and 80s and they live here all year round.
We have 15 units that are owned by retirees that spend a considerable amount of their
time down here; they don’t live down here but they still spend a considerable amount of
time. Our other units that are owned by retirees that are in their 60s. We have several of
our residents who walk with canes, walkers and have to use wheelchairs on our complex.
We have had reported two different people that have tripped over carbuncled sidewalks.
A fall for an older person can mean a hip replacement. We had one that’s fallen and
broken her hip (SIC). She, however, did not fall over the sidewalk itself she just lost her
balance but it is an issue that we’re concerned about because you have these people that
walk with walkers and canes and then we have the safety issues of trees blowing over in
heavy winds and hurricanes. The heavy wind that we had, the wind that came through,
summer before last | believe, we had one of our pines just came through and just wacked
it off and stood up and bounced off and the only thing holding it up was a little stump.
We had to get people to come in and chainsaw that down. It was a safety hazard for
falling. | have relatives that own several places up in Ocean Lakes camp ground and
when Hugo came through | personally saw the damage caused by the pine trees up there
where the hurricane tossed them out and just dropped them on peoples units. The South
Carolina Wind and Hail came in up there to the camp ground and told the owners to take
down every pine tree left on their land, they, of course, refused to do that. They did tell
all the owners that we can remove the pine trees at our own personal expense, so they
are very dangerous. We currently have 62 pine trees on our property; we have 6
different homeowners who have come to the HOA board and requested that pine trees be
removed for no other reason except they were scared to death, if and when we have
another hurricane, that it will fall on their unit. Each one of our units, everybody’s
responsible for their own unit. Our insurance policy covers a $3,000 deductible. That
makes a total of $18,000 that our attorney feels that our HOA will be liable for if we
don’t remove these trees and (SIC). We are asking council if they would please take the
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(SIC) and remarks that we’ve made tonight and | request per the letter that you were
handed out, I think. Thank you very much.”

Joe Zoltak, 414 Pine Drive: “I too, agree that the Planning and Zoning did a thorough
job and I’d like to bring to their attention to it; their work. One thing I’d like to bring to
their attention is they may want to address what the definition of a park is because
currently there is a (SIC) that has been stated in open public meetings to create a park in
and R-2 district but it’s really a parking lot that was stated in public that we’ll make it 51
percent park and 49 percent parking lot or whatever we can get away with. I’m hoping
that the Planning & Zoning Commission will go back and look at the definition of a park
to preclude this type of (SIC) in our R-1 and R-2 neighborhoods. Secondly, I’m really
disappointed in the momentum that was lost with regards to the special exceptions and
giving that authority to the Zoning Board of Appeals. That process, going to the Zoning
Board of Appeals really protects the citizens’ rights because the Zoning Board of
Appeals is obligated by law to follow 4 criteria and those criteria basically address
protecting the citizens and they are not subject to political influence like our elected
officials are. This is basically a denial over a citizen’s rights and | hope the citizens
rights are going to be addressed to our next council candidates. Thank you.”

Beth Kohlman, 7" Ave.. “I just want to say, Vicki, your comment about the
subcommittees, I’m so glad you said it and | disagree with what you’re saying about a
lot of things take a lot of time, because you have proven to us that some things don’t take
a lot of time. The skateboard park which I know I talk about a lot but it’s such a positive
thing and you guys made it happen and you know that wasn’t on the plan, it wasn’t on
the agenda, it was something that came up and everybody really took it and ran with it
and it was a great thing and | think the subcommittee for Surfside Drive proved it once
again, so, | don’t understand tonight. Make the motion then see how it goes and then
take it from there. Why can’t we do both, why can’t we have a workshop and have
subcommittees because | think that the subcommittees have proven to be a very good
asset in this town as well as the council themselves and | thank you all.”

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Ms. Blair: “Well, thank you all for coming out and some of you came and didn’t realize
it was going to be a different format. | hope you weren’t too disappointed being outside
of our normal way of doing things. It was important issues that we addressed, things
that needed to be handled, so, once again, thanks to the Planning and Zoning and Tom
and Jackie for all their work. Thanks for coming out, if you haven’t, on a positive note,
if you haven’t looked behind us at the new skyline, do so, it’s wonderful; it’s great, the
old fire department is down, the new one is up and it’s a huge move forward for Surfside
Beach and I’m (SIC) staff and everyone that made this happen and, so, if you haven’t
noticed, sometimes you pass by things all the time and suddenly you’re like, where did
the building go, so, take a minute and look at it and be proud of what’s happening in our
town. Thank you all for coming out.”

Mr. Johnson: “When | made the pine tree comment | had no idea that the wonderful
residents on the south end, where | live, were going to speak and | appreciate your
concern. Thank you all for coming out. This is your town. Call us; e-mail us with all
your concerns. Thank you very much.”
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Mr. Martin: “Thanks again, staff and the Planning & Zoning Commission, you put a lot
of work into this. We really appreciate it.”

Mr. Samples: “ One of the problems, when we passed the tree ordinance, I thought we
did allow the removal of pine trees by amendment but somewhere that didn’t get
included. 1 know that | had a pine tree snap in my yard on 8" Avenue at a time when,
frankly, I couldn’t afford to spend the extra money to have somebody come out and do it
but | had to do what I had to do and I think we should allow pine trees to be cut. What |
would say with respect to the direction that the council gave Planning and Zoning
tonight, | believe in all my heart that it, in fact, protects the interest of the people who
live in town, in a community that most of us decided to move to or call our home, | don’t
want to sound political but, the fact of the matter is, you do elect your town council, your
town council should be the responsible party for, if there’s going to be any changes, any
exceptions, that’s what | want to say, if there’s going to be any exceptions granted over
building heights, for example, it ought to be done above board and it ought to be done in
here and it shouldn’t be done by a small group of citizens, again, who might be well
intentioned but we fought long and hard to get what we got and once you lose it you
can’t get it back. Do you want to live in Myrtle Beach or North Myrtle Beach, they got
real estate up there too. Thanks for coming.”

Mr. Childs: “You know, the pine tree issue, when that ordinance came up | amended
that to, that if roots were affecting driveways, sidewalks or interfering with foundation
and | thought it was in, how did it get off? 1 did address that issue, so, I don’t know
what’s what on that amendment but | thought it covered anything that was hazardous for
people walking. One other issue, Mr. Mayor, this young lady who talked about
subcommittees, | was the one who made that motion that created that last subcommittee
and it did work. It was a lot smaller project and after talking with the Mayor | didn’t
want to be confrontational; it is a lot bigger subject to work with than Surfside Drive.
There’s always that option to go back and create, all is not lost, if we get bogged down,
one motion, we’ll create a subcommittee but | don’t think we will because this council
works good together and | think once we get together in a workshop and decide what
direction we want to go (SIC) I think you’ll find that this workshop we’ll work good on
this and if it wasn’t such a large area 1’d agree with you but | have to agree with the
Mayor on this, so we’ll see how it goes and we’ll address it, believe me, it will not be
forgotten this time. We have a great study that was done in 1999; it’s addressed every
issue that everybody’s concerned about. Here we are, 11 years later, and it’s still not
done, so, I think with the Mayor’s position on GSATS I think now we’ll push it through.
I’m like a dog with a sock, it won’t get dropped, believe me.”

Mayor Deaton: “In that vein, this is a (SIC) county project for GSATS. This was the
February 1% meeting 2010, reference number 133017 install additional lights on
Business 17, eliminate frontage roads in Surfside Beach so it’s on the radar so our job is
to move that up, so, we are on track. 1’d like to thank everyone for coming tonight;
appreciate your time. The reason for this format, the workshop format works well in an
environment like this, we have the P and Z here, we have us here, we’re on a level
playing field. 1 think the interaction was wonderful; that’s a new thing for Surfside and |
appreciate the input and thank you for coming, ladies and gentlemen.”



February 9, 2010- Regular Meeting
Page 13

7. ADJOURNMENT
Mr. Johnson made a motion to adjourn. Mr. Martin seconded the motion. All present
voted in favor. MOTION CARRIED. The meeting was adjourned at 8:00 PM.

Approved: February 23, 2010

Sharon Pinnell, Town Clerk

_
K. Allen Deaton, Mayor W/Ew Town Council
A D
Vicki W. Blair, Town 793:[/& James S. Truett, Mayor Pro Tem
[

Douglas F. Samples, Town Council Mark L Johnson, Town Council

Robert F. Childs, 111, Town Council

Clerk’s Note: This document constitutes minutes of the meeting, which was audio taped. This meeting was transcribed by Clerk Pinnell . In
accordance with FOIA, meeting notice and the agenda were faxed and/or emailed to local media and interested parties. A complete list is on
file in the clerk’s office. The agenda was posted on bulletin boards outside Council chambers and in the town hall reception area. Meeting
notice was also posted on the town marquee.



