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County Council Chambers, 129 Screven Street,
Suite 213, Georgetown, SC 29440

AGENDA

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

5.a Regular Council Session - January 23, 2018
CONSENT AGENDA

6.a Private Ambulance Service Franchise Application & Mutual Aid
Agreement Renewal
6.b Procurement #17-106, Rocky Point Boat Landing Improvements

6.c Contract #13-005, Renewal of E911 Communications Maintenance
Agreement - Frontier Communications

6.d Contract #17-076, Task Order 01: Project Engineer & Construction
Management for Brick Chimney Road Corridor

PUBLIC HEARINGS

7.a Ordinance No. 2018-01 - To amend the Future Land Use map to
redesignate 13 parcels along Nelson Drive and Gregory Lane in
Murrells Inlet from Medium Density Residential to Public/Semi-
public.

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS
8.a Forestry Board
RESOLUTIONS / PROCLAMATIONS



10.

1.

12.

13.
14.
15.
16.

9.a Resolution No. 2018-01 - In support of the South Carolina
Forestry Commission, South Carolina Department of Natural
Resources, Clemson University, The Nature Conservancy, the
South Carolina Prescribed Fire Council and others as they strive
to provide educational and technical assistance to landowners
through appropriate and continued use of prescribed fire in South
Carolina.

9.b Resolution No. 2018-02 - A Resolution Certifying to the
Georgetown County Board of Voter Registration and Elections a
Petition Requesting the Creation of a Special Tax District within
Garden City, Providing for an Election to be held in Reference
Thereto.

THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES

10.a Ordinance No. 2018-01 - To amend the Future Land Use map to
redesignate 13 parcels along Nelson Drive and Gregory Lane in
Murrells Inlet from Medium Density Residential to Public/Semi-
public.

10.b Ordinance No. 2018-02 - To amend the boundary lines of the
Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned Development to allow
for future parking and medical offices.

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES

11.a Ordinance No. 2018-03 - To amend the Marlin Quay Planned
Development to allow for redevelopment of the Marlin Quay
Marina Store/Restaurant

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCES

12.a Ordinance No. 2018-04 - An amendment to the conceptual plan
for the Debordieu Colony Planned Development to make the PD
setback requirements for Community 1 match the indenture deed
requirements enforced by the Debordieu POA/ARB.

COUNCIL BRIEFING AND COMMITTEE REPORTS
BIDS

REPORTS TO COUNCIL

DEFERRED OR PREVIOUSLY SUSPENDED ISSUES

16.a Ordinance No. 2017-19 - An amendment to the Georgetown
County Zoning map to rezone approximately 948 acres located
along Pennyroyal Road and the Sampit River from Forest and
Agriculture (FA) and Conservation Preservation (CP) to Heavy
Industrial (HI). - Deferred pending further report from the Land
Use Committee

16.b Ordinance No. 2017-23 — To Amend the Pawleys Plantation
Planned Development to change the land use designation for two
parcels along Green Wing Teal Lane from Open Space to Single
Family in order to allow an additional two single family lots to the
PD. - Deferred pending internal review by County Attorney.



17. LEGAL BRIEFING / EXECUTIVE SESSION
18. OPEN SESSION
19. ADJOURNMENT



Item Number: 5.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: APPROVAL OF MINUTES

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Regular Council Session - January 23, 2018

CURRENT STATUS:
Pending

POINTS TO CONSIDER:
n/a

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
n/a

OPTIONS:
1. Approval of minutes as submitted.
2. Offer amendments.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Recommendation for approval of minutes as submitted.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
o DRAFT Minutes - 1/23/18 Backup Material



Georgetown County Council
Meeting Minutes
January 23, 2018

Georgetown County Council held a Regular Council Session on Tuesday, January 23, 2018, at
5:30 PM in County Council Chambers located in the old Georgetown County Courthouse, 129
Screven Street, Georgetown, South Carolina.

Present: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton

Staff: Jackie Broach Theresa E. Floyd
Wesley P. Bryant Sel Hemingway

Other staff members, members of the public, and representatives of the media were also
present. In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, a copy of the agenda was sent to
newspapers, television, and radio stations, citizens of the County, Department Heads, and
posted on the bulletin board located in the lobby of the historic Courthouse.

Vice Chairman Austin Beard called the meeting to order. An invocation was given by
Councilmember Ron Charlton, and all joined in the pledge of allegiance. Chairman Johnny
Morant, and Councilmember John Thomas were not in attendance.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
Councilmember Ron Charlton moved for approval of the meeting agenda. Councilmember
Everett Carolina seconded the motion. There was no discussion following the motion.

In favor: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

Frank Lawrence

Mr. Lawrence identified himself as a small business owner, raised in Georgetown, and looking
to re-locate back to the area. He asked questions regarding the County’s procurement policy,
whether the County practices diversity in choosing suppliers, and whether the County keeps
track of that information. Vice Chairman Beard confirmed that Mr. Lawrence had provided his
contact information to the Council Clerk so that the County Administrator and/or County
Procurement Officer could follow-up with him regarding the information he was requesting.

Fred Williams

Mr. Williams stated that he was speaking on behalf of a group of citizens requesting County
Council’'s consideration in placing a public park in the Whites Creek and Greentown
communities. He said that the citizens in these areas are currently utilizing the McDonald
School property for recreation.

Rev. Sandra Ladson

Rev. Ladson spoke in regards to Ordinance No. 2017-19, which has been on hold since
September 19, 2017 when County Council deferred further action pending a meeting of the
Land Use Committee with members of the Penny Royal Community to address the community’s
concerns. The Committee met with citizens on October 26, 2017, and presented concerns.
Compiled information was presented to the Committee and full Council. She stated that Penny
Royal residents look forward to “return to the table” with the Land Use Committee and County




Georgetown County Council
Meeting Minutes
January 23, 2018

Council after the County has done its due diligence. The Penny Royal residents look forward to
a response to their concerns and positive outcome.

Robert Ray
Mr. Ray voiced concerns regarding potential property development proposed for the Penny

Royal Community. As a resident of the area, he and others have many concerns and
unanswered questions regarding the proposed development. He asked if the County’s mission
statement to “protect our unique environment in a manner consistent with community values”
has changed. He asked whether decisions such as this were made solely by County Council, or
if the Community has a stake in the decisions, and whether a vehicle exists by which the overall
plan is communicated to the community of stakeholders.

MINUTES:

Regular Council Session — January 9, 2018

Councilmember Ron Charlton made a motion to approve the January 9, 2018 meeting minutes.
Councilmember Steve Goggans seconded the motion. Vice Chairman Austin Beard called for
discussion on the motion, and there was none.

In favor: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton

PUBLIC HEARING:

Ordinance No. 2017-34

County Council held a public hearing on Ordinance No. 2017-34, an Ordinance to amend the
FY17-18 budget of Georgetown County, SC. There were no public comments pertaining to the
adoption of Ordinance No. 2017-34, and Vice Chairman Beard ordered the public hearing
closed.

ORDINANCES-Third Reading

Ordinance 2017-34

Councilmember Ron Charlton moved for third reading approval of Ordinance No. 2017-34, an
amendment of the FY 2017/2018 Budget Ordinance of Georgetown County. Councilmember
Everett Carolina seconded the motion. Vice Chairman Beard called for discussion on the
motion, and there was none.

In favor: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton

ORDINANCES-Second Reading:

Ordinance No. 2018-01

Councilmember Ron Charlton moved for second reading of Ordinance No. 2018-01, an
Ordinance to amend the Future Land Use Map to redesignate 13 parcels along Nelson Drive
and Gregory Lane in Murrells Inlet from Medium Density Residential to Public/Semi-public.
Councilmember Steve Goggans seconded the motion. Vice Chairman Beard called for
discussion on the motion, and there was none.

In favor: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton



Georgetown County Council
Meeting Minutes
January 23, 2018

Ordinance No. 2018-02

Councilmember Steve Goggans moved for second reading approval of Ordinance No. 2018-02
amending the boundary lines of the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned Development to
allow for future parking and medical offices. The motion was seconded by Councilmember
Everett Carolina. Vice Chairman Beard called for discussion.

Councilmember Goggans moved to amend Ordinance No. 2018-02 in order to incorporate
amended text as proposed by planning staff subsequent to first reading. Councilmember Ron
Charlton seconded the amended motion, and no further discussion occurred.

In favor: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton

The vote on the main motion was as follows:

In favor: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton

ORDINANCES- First Reading:
No reports.

BIDS:

Procurement #17-112 — South Carolina Property Tax Recovery Services

Councilmember Ron Charlton moved to ratify approval of a vendor services agreement with
American Financial Credit Services to provide South Carolina property tax recovery services, to
include delinquent tax skip tracing, billing and funds recovery at no cost to the County.
Councilmember Steve Goggans seconded the motion. Upon a call for discussion on the motion
from the Vice Chairman, there was none.

In favor: Austin Beard Steve Goggans
Everett Carolina Lillie Jean Johnson
Ron Charlton

REPORTS TO COUNCIL:
No reports.

DEFERRED:

Ordinance No. 2017-19

County Council deferred action on Ordinance No. 2017-19, an amendment to the Georgetown
County Zoning Map to rezone approximately 948 acres located along Pennyroyal Road and the
Sampit River, further identified as TMS#01-0437-002-00-00, from Forest and Agriculture (FA)
and Conservation Preservation (CP) to Heavy Industrial (HI), as this matter was previously
referred to Council’s Land Use Committee for additional review.

Ordinance No. 2017-23

Pending further review by the County Attorney, County Council deferred action on Ordinance
No. 2017-23, a proposed amendment to the Pawleys Plantation Planned Development pursuant
to legal questions pertaining to the application as submitted by the Pawleys Plantation Property
Owners Association.




Georgetown County Council
Meeting Minutes
January 23, 2018

Ordinance No. 2018-03

County Council deferred action on Ordinance No. 2018-03 amending the Marlin Quay Planned
Development in order to allow for redevelopment of the Marlin Quay Marina Store/Restaurant at
the request of the applicant.

EXECUTIVE SESSION:

Councilmember Ron Charlton made a motion to move into Executive Session to discuss a legal
matter. Councilmember Steve Goggans seconded the motion. The Vice Chairman called for
discussion, and there was none.

In favor: Austin Beard Lillie Jean Johnson
Everett Carolina John Thomas
Steve Goggans

County Council moved into Executive Session at 6:08 PM.

OPEN SESSION:

As Open Session resumed at 6:52 PM, Vice Chairman Austin Beard stated that County Council
discussed a legal matter during Executive Session. No decisions were made, nor were any
votes taken by County Council during Executive Session. He also requested that the meeting
minutes reflect that Chairman Johnny Morant and Councilmember John Thomas were absent,
however Council maintained a quorum at all times, including during Executive Session.

Being no further business to come before County Council, Councilmember Steve Goggans
moved to adjourn the meeting at 6:53 PM, seconded by Councilmember Everett Carolina.

Date

Clerk to Council



Item Number: 6.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: CONSENTAGENDA

DEPARTMENT: Emergency Services

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

1) Adams Life Link Ambulance, LLC, Advance Medical Transport, LLC, MedTrust Medical
Transport, LLC and Mobi-Care Medical Transport, LLC are re-applying to renew their annual
Ambulance Franchise Agreement in order to continue operating their patient transport services
within Georgetown County.

2) Request to renew the Mutual Aid Agreements between Georgetown County Emergency
Medical Services and each of the private ambulance services listed above.

Note: Medshore Ambulance Service, Inc., will not be renewing their franchise agreement.

CURRENT STATUS:

Adams Life Link Ambulance, LLC, Advance Medical Transport, LLC, MedTrust Medical
Transport, LLC and Mobi-Care Medical Transport, LLC, are currently approved to operate in
Georgetown County.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

1) Adams Life Link Ambulance, LLC, Advance Medical Transport, LLC, MedTrust Medical
Transport, LLC and Mobi-Care Medical Transport, LLC provide patient transport services and do
not compete with the 9-1-1 system. They provide inter-facility transports, doctors' office visits,
dialysis center transports, etc. This allows Georgetown County Emergency Medical Services to
focus on emergent 9-1-1 calls within the county.

2) As part of the Private Ambulance Franchise Ordinance private ambulance services must
complete an application with a $1,000.00 application fee and enter into a Mutual Aid Agreement
with Georgetown County.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
$1,000.00 Application Fee

OPTIONS:
1) Renew Franchise Applications and approve Mutual Aid Agreements.
2) Reject applications and agreements.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Renew and sign agreements.

ATTORNEY REVIEW:
Yes



ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type



Item Number: 6.b AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: CONSENTAGENDA

DEPARTMENT: Purchasing

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Procurement #17-106, Rocky Point Boat Landing Improvements

CURRENT STATUS:

The County of Georgetown (County) is working with funds from the SC Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) to establish a boat landing to be located on the Black River. The project site is
at the Black River terminus of Rocky Point Drive, accessed off Choppee Road (a/k/a County
Road 4).

The work under any awarded contract includes the furnishing of all labor, materials, equipment, and
all items and services of every nature whether particularly mentioned or not that is required to
complete the construction of:

Construct and install a new 85'x14'x6" reinforced concrete boat ramp with a "v-grooved"
finish, demolition of the old concrete ramp with excavation and stabilization, construct and
install a new 8'x60' ground-out floating aluminum courtesy dock with a new 18'x8.5' concrete
abutment, a new 28'x8'x4" concrete dock pad and related piles, improve the existing dirt and
rock parking area with the addition of crushed stone material graded level and compacted,
as shown and detailed within the plans and specifications.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

This solicitation was advertised in a newspaper of general circulation in Georgetown County and
the SC Business Opportunities On-Line Publication, posted on the county website, and a direct
postal and e-mail notification was sent to all known offerors.

There were four (4) responses received and tabulated:

1) Greenwall Construction Service, Inc. of Myrtle Beach @ $189,723.00;

2) SJ Hamill Construction Co., LLC of Charleston, SC @ $430,000.00;

3) Associates Roofing & Construction, Inc. (a’k/a ARC) of Murrells Inlet, SC @ $146,995.00; and
4) Seven Seas Marine Construction, Inc. of Murrells Inlet, SC @ $182,108.00.

Additionally, the County is developing specifications and requirements for an adjacent canoe and
kayak launch ramp that it is hoped will be a change order to accompany the boat landing.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
This project is to be funded under a SC-DNR Grant to the County, up to an amount of
$185,786.88.

OPTIONS:
1) Award a Construction Contract to Associates Roofing and Construction (a’k/a ARC) of Murrells



Inlet at a lump sum cost of $146,995.00;
OR
2) Decline to make an award.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Parks and Recreation Department reviewed the proposals, and found that all

appeared responsive. The apparent low bid from Associates Roofing and Construction met the
specifications and requirements. The County has a successful history with this firm, most recently
with structural remediation to the Murrells Inlet Marsh Walk, damaged during recent storms. The
recommendation from Ms. Goodale is for award to Associates Roofing and Construction (a/k/
ARC) of Murrells Inlet at a lump sum cost of $146,995.00.

ATTORNEY REVIEW:

No
ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
o Bid Solicitation Approval Backup Material
o Project Plans and Drawings Backup Material
o Public Bid Opening Tabulation Backup Material
o Recommendation from Ms. Goodale Backup Material



Georgetown County, South Carolina
PROCUREMENT SOLICITATION APPROVAL
Procurement # 48=662—
/7 -/06

Procurement for: Rocky Point Boat Landing Project

Department: Parks & Recreation (SCDNR Grant)

Budgeted: VIvES [ ]NO
Budgeted/Estimated Cost; $185,786.88

Funds Available: [V]YES [ [NO [ |Pending Budget Approval

[ ]Cash Purchase
|:]0ther:
Funding Source Location
G/L Account Number Funding Amount
TBD (SCDNR Grant) $185,786.88

Is grant money involved in this procurement? |V |YES DNO

If YES, attach a copy of the approved grant budget from the awarding source.
Grant Approval Attached : [V[YES [ ]NO

e A _afrs

Depayijut Director/Elected Official Date

40 A o? i 2o

Purchasing ¢ Date

/éf <. % I/3/2018
FinzZﬁiref:tor Date
%‘x - / / {/’ s

County A(ﬁi]iﬂiSh‘ﬂ)m’ Date

Revised 06.06.2017



South Carolina Department of

Natural Resources

M 0cT 10201

October 6, 2017

Georgetown County

Attn: Sel Hemingway, Administrator
716 Prince Street

Georgetown, SC 29440

RE: Rocky Point Boat Landing
Funding Contract
Georgetown County

Dear Sel Hemingway;

DNR

Alvin A. Taylor
Director

Please find enclosed your original copy of the “Contract for Funding and Administrative Assistance for Boating Access” for the

rehabilitation work at the above mentioned landing.

This is for you to retain on file for this project. We are currently in the process of getting construction plans and specifications
together for you to have this project placed out for construction bids.

Thank you for your time and continued interest in providing public boating access within your county. If there are any questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me at vinsont@dnr.sc.gov or, phone at (803) 206-2373.

Si/ncﬁrelv.
% '; /”-4,"1 ‘ :11'77\

Tim Vinson
Engineering &
Boating Access

Enclosures

CC: Richard Byrd - Chief Engineer, SCONR

Rembert C. Dennis Building » 1000 Assembly St « P.O. Box 167 < Columbia, S.C. 29202

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY AGENCY

www.dnr.sc.gov

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER a




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) CONTRACT FOR FUNDING AND
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANCE
FOR BOATING ACCESS

PROJECT NAME: ROCKY POINT LANDING RENOVATIONS

LOCAL GOVERNMENT SPONSOR: ~ GEORGETOWN COUNTY

F i 5_4/ y =
This agreement made this cﬁ day of C'f/{ 7, 2017, between the SOUTH

CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES (Department), an agency of
the State of South Carolina, and Georgetown County (County), South Carolina, for the
purpose of providing funding, permits, construction documents and technical assistance
for the renovation/replacement of the existing concrete boat ramp, with the addition of a
new floating boating cowrtesy dock system and improvements to the existing parking arca
at the Rocky Point Public Boat Ramp, located at the end of Rocky Point Drive, west of
Plantersville, S.C., in Georgetown County on the Black River, to up- grade and improve
public boating access into the river. (EXHIBIT A) This agreement replaces the contract
signed dated March 5, 2012,

WHEREAS, the Department promotes the use of the public waters for recreation
including fishing, boating, kayaking or canoeing; and

WHEREAS, the Department has certain funds which may be used for among
other things, funding boating access facilities; and

WHEREAS, the property on which the public boating facility is located for access
into the Black River is under control by the County through a long term lease or

ownership; and



WHEREAS, the Department and the County have determined and agreed that a
need exists for the rehabilitation/replacement of the existing concrete boat ramp, with the
addition of a new floating courtesy dock system and improvements to the existing
parking area in order to meet the public demand for boating access.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants
undertaken it is hereby agreed:

The County will provide proof of its ownership of the property where this public
boating access facility is located to the South Carolina Department of Natural Resources,

This project is subject to the South Carolina Consolidated Procurement Code and
any requests for proposals, bids or contracts will follow that code.

The County agrees that for the twenty five (25) year life of this project there will
be no fees to the public for its use as a launch arca.

The County covenants and agrees that this launch arca will be open twenty-four
(24) hours a day, seven days a week for use as a launch area and will remain open for the
twenty five (25) year life of this project excepting acts of God or nature or other
condition which may require a temporary closure.

As a part of this project the County will erect and maintain, for the twenty five
(25) year life expectancy, signage designed by the Department indicating the facility is
operated by the County and was funded in part by the Department and the Sports Fish
Restoration Funds.

The Department will assist the County in providing surveys, permits, design and

provide construction documents, as well as funding assistance for the



contracts over the simplified acquisition threshold are subject to the
whistleblowers rights and remedies in the pilot program on award recipient
employee whistleblower protections established at 41 U.S.C. 4712 by section 828
of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (P.L. 1 12-239).

(b) Recipients and their subrecipients and contractors awarded contracts over the
simplified acquisition threshold related to this award, shall inform their
employees in writing, in the predominant language of the workforce, of the
employee whistleblower rights and protections under 41 U.5.C.4712.

(¢) The recipient shall insert this clause, including this paragraph ( ¢ ), in all
subawards and contracts over the simplified acquisition threshold related to this
award,

IN WITNESS WHEREOT, the parties have hereunto their hands and seals as of

the date first above written.

South Carolina Department of Natural Resources

Approved as to form by A >
SCDNR Office of Chief Counsel = 4'7
BY: / / L //

Diréctor—

5}?@ Date;l\]ﬂ_l_\j Printed Name //Z) /l/ﬂq /4 Z::__y/a/-

BY:

“Counfly Aﬁlinistra’ﬁs

Printed Name j&z?-— %« A LI ey
>
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PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE FOR

ROCKY POINT LANDING IMPROVEMENTS

Quantity Unit Price Total
MISCELLANEOUS
SET UP $ 6,000.00
GRADING $ 4,000.00
SILT FENCING 1000 $ 480 | /LnFt $ 4,800.00
REMOVE EXISTING RAMP 50| $ 65.00 | / Ln Ft $ 3,250.00
SUBTOTAL $ 18,050.00
PARKING AREA
EXCAVATION 50| $ 720 | /CubicYard | $ 360.00
STONE BASE 360] $ 48.00 | / Ton $ 17,280.00
1 1/2" ASPHALT PVMT 1716] $ 8.40 | / Square Yard | $ 14,414.40
STRIPING / Lump Sum
PARKING STOPS 0] 48.00 | Each $ -
1" ASPHALT OVERLAY 0l $ 4.00 | / Squard Yard| $ -
CONCRETE CURBING 0l $ 13.20 | /Ln Ft $ -
SUBTOTAL $ 32,054.40
BOAT RAMP
CONCRETE 211 $ 780.00 | / Cubic Yard | $ 16,380.00
ROCK FILL 25| $ 78.00 | / Ton $ 1,950.00
DIRT FILL 0| $ 8.40 | / Cubic Yard | $ -
RAILROAD BALLAST 171 $ 5400 | /Ton $ 918.00
EXCAVATION 75| $ 30.00 | / Cubic Yard | $ 2.250.00
RIP RAP STABILIZATION 30| $ 114.00 | / Ton $ 3,420.00
WOOD GUARDRAIL 0| $ 15.00 | /LnFt $ -
SUBTOTAL $ 24,918.00
DOCK RELATED
FLOATING DOCK 640| $ 120.00 | / Sq Ft $ 76,800.00
CONCRETE DOCK PAD 2| $ 300.00 | / Cubicyard | $ 600.00
CONCRETE ABUTMENT 8| $ 300.00 | / Cubicyard | $ 2,400.00
HANDRAILS ON DOCK / Lump Sum
SUBTOTAL $ 79,800.00
TOTAL $ 154,822.40
+20% CONTINGENCY $ 30,964.48
GRAND TOTAL $ 185,786.88
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Public Bid Opening Tabulation
Bid No. 17-106, Rocky Point Boat Landing Project (DNR Grant)
Wednesday, January 24, 2018 at 2:00 PM Eastern NIST

Total Base Bid
OFFEROR Bid Bond Comment
Page 19, Line 2 Encl.
KYes
Greewwall Llopstvuction, #/E”?j #22% | ONo
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A summary MS Excel Unit Price Schedule summary worksheet will be on-line in approximately 24-hours.

OPENED BY: 200 ) WITNESS: (Yo /it ol



GEORGETOWN COUNTY
SOUTH CAROLINA

TO: KYLE PRUFER

FROM: BETH GOODALE

SUBJECT: ROCKY POINT BOAT LANDING IMPROVEMENTS #17-106
DATE: 1/30/2018

Staff reviewed all proposals submitted for Bid #17-106 Rocky Point Boat Landing Improvements.

Based upon this review award of the contract for this project, in the amount of $§146.995.00, to the
low bid offeror Associates Roofing & Construction, Inc. of Murrells Inlet, SC is recommended. This

bid amount is within the budget for this project and is fully funded.



Item Number: 6.c AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: CONSENTAGENDA

DEPARTMENT: Purchasing

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Contract #13-005, Renewal of E911 Communications Maintenance Agreement - Frontier
Communications

CURRENT STATUS:

In January of 2013, the Georgetown County Emergency Communications Center began a
migration from the prior Vesta Platform 9-1-1 equipment provided by Verizon, to an updated
system from Frontier Communications. Frontier is the regional franchised communications
provider for our area. Since that time, the equipment has continuously been under maintenance
agreement with Frontier.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

1) The existing 911 Equipment Maintenance Schedule held by Frontier will need renewal on or
before March 31, 2018, and will then be effective for an additional one-year period, through March
31, 2019.

2) As the provider for the Original Equipment Manufacturer (OEM) and the franchised
communications provider for our area, Frontier remains in the County's best interest for
maintenance and continued connectivity.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

This equipment maintenance agreement will be paid from 075.901-50414 (Equipment Maint
Contracts), and will be fully funded. The County will receive a reimbursement at a rate of 80% from
the state.

OPTIONS:

1) Approve the renewal of the E911 Communications Maintenance Agreement with Frontier
Communications for the period of 03/31/2018 through 03/31/2019 at a cost of $51,147.69;
OR

2) Decline to keep the E911 equipment under a maintenance agreement.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Sheriff Lane Crib and Major T. L. Staub reviewed the proposed maintenance extension from
Frontier Communications for the 911 Communications Center and found the parameters and the
proposed costs to be acceptable. Their recommendation is to proceed with a one-year addition to
the agreement.

ATTORNEY REVIEW:



No

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type
o Frontier 911 Equipment Maintenance Schedule Backup Material
o Recommendation from Sheriff Lane Cribb Backup Material



frontier

Communications

911 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE
Business
Frontier Confidential

This is Schedule Number 002 to the Frontier Services Agreement dated May 18, 2017 (“FSA”) by and between Georgetown County (“Customer”)
and Frontier Communications of America, Inc. on behalf of itself and its affiliates (“Frontier”). Customer orders and Frontier agrees to provide the
Maintenance Services identified below.

Customer Information:

Service Location: 2222

Highmarket Street Georgetown, SC

29442

Billing Address:
Single Point of Contact (“SPOC”):

Kyle Prufer, Purchasing Officer

Schedule Date: February 01, 2018

Service Term: 1 year

Phone: 843-545-3082

Maintenance Services:

Payment Amount

911 Plan for the equipment and associated products specifically identified in Attachment 1 (“Equipment”) $ 40,265.41
Software Assurance $10,882.28
Maintenance Service Total: $51,147.69

Payment Schedule: prepaid

911 PLAN - SERVICE DESCRIPTION

Major issues: 7 x 24 x 365

Maintenance Hours Minor issues: 8:00 am and 5:00 pm Monday through Friday, excluding holidays

Moves, Adds, Changes | Hourly Rate

Equipment Repair and Return | All Purchased Equipment

Software Assurance | Available for an Additional Charge

Major — 2 hours
Minor - next business day

Response Time

Service Limitations and Conditions:

Maintenance Service does not include any level of support related to wiring, telephone jack(s), batteries, generators or UPS units.

Customer is responsible for ensuring that all equipment is at current manufacturer supportable software release prior to Frontier providing maintenance Services.

A Network Monitoring Probe is required for all monitored equipment, unless Frontier specifically waives this requirement.

Preventive Maintenance will be provided remotely or on site

“Response” means remote restoral efforts or technician dispatch

Frontier is not responsible for damages due to acts of god, power or grounding issues, battery failure, water, environmental (temperature/humidity), or any other

cause outside its control.

. System Administration and Voice Mail password activity are not included with Maintenance Services, but may be requested by Customer and subject to current
time and materials rates.

. Maintenance Services for Minor issues provided outside of Maintenance Hours at Customer’s request will be charged at current time and materials rates.

1.

Ver.20140825

Frontier will provide maintenance and repair services with respect to the Equipment (“Maintenance Services”) at the Installation Site. Only
authorized agents and representatives of Frontier may perform such work. Any repair, alteration, configuration or servicing of the Equipment by
Customer or third parties without the written consent of Frontier is a default of this Agreement and cause for termination of Maintenance Services,
in whole or in part, at Frontier’s option.

During the Service Term, Frontier will maintain a point-of-contact twenty-four (24) hours a day, seven (7) days a week for Customer to report a
problem with the Equipment to Frontier. When a problem occurs, after Customer has ascertained that it is not a result of an act or omission of
Customer, Customer’s equipment or facilities, or any third party or their facilities, Customer must contact Frontier to identify the problem and initiate
an investigation (“Trouble Ticket”). Responsibility for Trouble Ticket initiation rests solely with Customer. Once the Trouble Ticket has been
opened, the appropriate Frontier departments will initiate diagnostic testing and isolation activities to determine the source and severity of the
problem. Frontier and Customer will cooperate to restore the Equipment to operational condition. If the source of the problem is within the
Equipment, Frontier will be responsible for the repair or replacement of the Equipment, in Frontier's sole discretion. If the source of the problem is
not the Equipment, at Customer’s request Frontier will cooperate with Customer to conduct testing and repair activities, subject to Frontier's
standard technician rates.

Frontier will exercise commercially reasonable efforts to isolate any problems with the Equipment and to restore such Equipment to ordinary
operational condition within the Response Time, identified in the Service Description table above, following receipt of Customer’s notification that
the Equipment is inoperative.

a. A Trouble Ticket will be categorized as “Major” if the Customer is experiencing a complete loss of call processing due to a problem with the
Equipment or any of the following circumstances: (i) 25% or more of the Equipment stations are inoperable; or (ii) loss of 25% or more of the
call carrying capacity of the Equipment; or (iii) a complete loss of ANI or ALI processing capability. Frontier will use commercially reasonable
efforts to respond to Customer's request within two (2) hours from the time a Trouble Ticket is initiated, and will complete the necessary
repairs to the Equipment as soon as reasonably practicable.

b.  All other Trouble Tickets will be categorized as “Minor”, and Frontier's policy is to respond to Customer's request during Maintenance Hours,
within one (1) business day from the time a Trouble Ticket is initiated, and will complete the repairs as soon as reasonably practicable.

If Frontier, in its sole discretion, determines that a unit of Equipment needs to be replaced, such Equipment will be replaced with equipment of like
kind and functionality from a manufacturer of Frontier's choice at the time of replacement (“Exchange Unit”). The Exchange Unit may not be new
but will be in good working order and of like kind and functionality. If Customer owns the Equipment, at the time of exchange title to the Exchange
Unit will transfer to Customer, and Frontier will assume title to the replaced unit. The replaced unit will be returned to Frontier's inventory at
Frontier's expense. Customer shall ensure that the failed Equipment is free of encumbrances at the time of the exchange. Customer further agrees
to remove all external attachments or objects from the unit of equipment to be replaced before the time of exchange. Customer relinquishes all
rights to such removed Equipment to Frontier.

Page 1 of 3



’ i Onh er 911 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE

Communications Business
Frontier Confidential

5. Maintenance Service does not include or apply to: (i) electrical work external to the Equipment, including but not limited to power or back-up power
to or from the Equipment; (ii) Equipment failures caused by factors not related to the Equipment or outside Frontier's control, including but not
limited to failure of the applicable Installation Site to conform with Frontier's specifications; (iii) use of the Equipment for any purpose other than as
intended by the manufacturer; (iv) damage caused by attempted maintenance or repairs performed by anyone other than an Frontier employee or
representative; (v) Equipment supplies, accessories, painting, or refurbishing; and (vi) any activity related to anything not furnished by Frontier, or
use of Equipment with other equipment which fails to conform to manufacturer or Frontier specifications.

6. Frontier may modify any of the maintenance charges at any time during the term of this Agreement by providing thirty (30) days prior written notice
to Customer. Frontier may elect to assign billing functions to a third party.

7. Customer agrees that the Services provided by Frontier hereunder are subject to the terms, conditions and restrictions contained in any applicable
agreements (including software or other intellectual property license agreements) between Frontier and Frontier’s vendors.

8. If Maintenance Services are subject to an annual payment schedule, the initial annual payment will be included in the initial invoice and Frontier will
invoice each subsequent annual payment approximately thirty (30) days prior to the anniversary of the date of Acceptance.

This Schedule is not effective and pricing, dates and terms are subject to change until signed by both parties. This Schedule and any of the
provisions hereof may not be modified in any manner except by mutual written agreement. The above rates do not include any taxes, fees or surcharges
applicable to the Equipment or Service. This Schedule, the documents incorporated herein by reference, and all terms and conditions of the FSA,
comprise the entire agreement between the parties with respect to the purchase of Equipment and Services described herein, and supersede any and all
prior or contemporaneous agreements, representations, statements, negotiations, and undertakings written or oral with respect to the subject matter
hereof.

Frontier Communications of America, Inc. Georgetown County
Frontier’s Signature: Customer’s Signature:
Printed Name: Printed Name:

Title: Title:

Date: Date:

Ver.20140825 Page 2 of 3



’ i Onh er 911 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE

Communications Business
Frontier Confidential

Attachment 1
*Only specifically identified Equipment and Licenses identified in this Attachment are included.

All services below are coterminous and therefore will expire effective 3/31/2019.

Qty Description Unit Price Extended Price
5 SPT VS BSC 1YR $1,600.00 $8,000.00
5 V911 IRR SW SPT 1YR $289.23 $1,446.15
2 SW SPT M1000 GATEWAY 1YR $461.54 $923.08
5 SPT V-ANLYT STD 1YR $189.23 $946.15
487 SALI SW SPT-ALI 8 MTH $13.85 $6,744.95
10 M&R SVR SRVC 10MTH $1,666.66 $16,666.60
M&R WKST SRVC 10MTH $461.54 $2,307.70
M&R IP DEVICE SRVC 10MTH $461.54 $3,230.78
Material Summary $40,265.41
FTR MTC $10,882.28
Project Total Investment $51,147.69

Ver.20140825 Page 3 of 3



GEORGETOWN COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE

A. LANE CRIBB, SHERIFF

Memorandum

To:  Purchasing a%c/
From: A. Lane Cribb, Sheriff

Date: 1-31-18

Re:  Letter of Recommendation — Renew Maintenance Agreement (F rontier)

It is the recommendation of my office to renew the Frontier/Airbus SALI Server
Maintenance Agreement for the 911 equipment. This maintenance agreement will
ensure coverage on the existing products and services through 3/31/2019 at a cost of
$51, 147.69. Frontier is the original equipment manufacturer. This maintenance
service is reimbursable by the State at a rate of 80% in the current fiscal budget year.
The funding is secured in line item 075.901.50414.

P.O. Box 1292 / GEORGETOWN, SC 29442 / (843) 546-5102 / FAX (843) 546-2752



Item Number: 6.d AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: CONSENTAGENDA

DEPARTMENT: Purchasing

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Contract #17-076, Task Order 01: Project Engineer & Construction Management for Brick
Chimney Road Corridor

CURRENT STATUS:

In the December 12, 2017 regular session of County Council, award was made to Davis & Floyd,
Inc. of North Charleston, SC for Contract #17-076 for Project Engineer & Construction
Management for Brick Chimney Road Corridor.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:
Task Order 01 as attached shall cover the following:

Phase 1 as proposed shall cover 100% Design from Johnson Rd. to SC 51, including turn lanes
on SC 51 at a cost of $493,092.81;

Phase 2 as proposed shall cover 60% Design from SC 51 to US 701, including turn lanes on US
701 at a cost of $268,282.61;

Phase 3 as proposed shall cover a limited Advanced Project Planning Report (APPR) for the new
connection from the Johnson Rd. area to US 521 at a cost of $48,197.96;

Task Order 01 Total as proposed = $809,573.38

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
These costs will be encumbered in GL Account Number 79046.2003-50702 (Brick Chimney Road
Paving/Infrastructure) which is budgeted up to $5,798,200.

OPTIONS:

1) Approve Task Order 01 under Contract #17-076 and Purchase Order #2018-00000445 to
Davis & Floyd, Inc. for project engineer design and advanced project planning report as proposed
in the amount of $809,573.38.

2) Decline to approve the authorization.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Director of Public Services and the Engineering and Capital Projects Manager for
Georgetown County have worked with the vendor, Davis & Floyd, Inc., to create the items
necessary for Task Order 01. Staff recommends approval of the task order 01 and purchase
order #2018-00000445 as proposed.

ATTORNEY REVIEW:
No

ATTACHMENTS:



Description Type

Task Order 01 with Davis & Floyd Proposal
Attached. Cover Memo

Davis & Floyd Supporting Fee Tables Cover Memo
DRAFT PO# 2018-00000445 Cover Memo



Gmgdow« Cowly, Soutl Carolina

Execution of Contract Change or Adjustment

Type of Change: |:| Change Order

|:|Contract Amendment

@Task Order

[ Jother: ‘

Contract # Sequence # Amendment #
17-076 1
Project # GL Account | Purchase Order
Brick Chimney Rd Design | 79046.2003-50702 TBD
PRIOR Contract ié@%ﬁt ‘;f REVISED
$ Total (+) 9 Contract $ Total
$0.00 $809,573.38 $809,573.38

Administration Use ONLY

Budget

Verified:

Change
Originator:

02/05/18
02102/18

Nancy Silver

Consultant Name:

Davis & Floyd, Inc.

Contract Title:

Project Engineer & Construction Management for Brick Chimney Rd. Corridor

Task Order Name:

Design of Phase 1 (100%), Phase 2 (60%) and Phase 3 (Limited APPR)

Scope of Work:

Phase 1 - 100% Design $ 493,092.81
Phase 2 - 60% Design $268,282.61
Phase 3 - Limited APPR $48,197.96
Change Order Total $809,573.38

List Authorized
Sub-Consultants:
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DAVIS & FLOYD

SINCE 1954

Mr. Ray Funnye

Director of Public Services
Georgetown County

108 Screven Street
Georgetown, SC 29440

Re: Georgetown County — Brick Chimney Road Phase 1, 2, & 3

Phase 1 — Johnson Road to SC 51, including turn lanes on SC 51

Phase 2 — SC 51 to US 701, including turn lanes on US 701

Phase 3 — Advanced Planning for new connection from Johnson Road area to US 521.

Dear Mr. Funnye:

Davis & Floyd (D&F) is pleased to present a scope and fee proposal to develop the Brick
Chimney Road project. As we understand, only Phase 1 has funding for construction, but
after a review of the project corridor, we strongly recommend that Phase 1 and Phase 2 be
developed simultaneously up to a level of 60% completion.

This strategy recognizes the challenges of obtaining a high design speed on the proposed
roadway while still crossing both the International Paper (IP) Canal and SC 51 (Browns
Ferry Road) at a 90 degree angle. The most expensive item on the project will be the
structure crossing the IP Canal and if bridged, a 9o degree crossing will minimize the span
length required. The SCDOT has recently begun to design and advertise many bridge
replacement projects throughout the State of South Carolina and after a period of relatively
few projects in the State, we are seeing the cost of bridges beginning to escalate going into
2018 and 2019. The SCDOT is also pushing for all new intersecting roads to be constructed
at 90 degrees as constructing roads even at minor skews is seen as having the potential of
increasing accidents.

Because the Phase 2 section must also tie into Phase 1 at SC 51 also at a 90 degree angle
while still following a path to the north east to US 701 set to minimize wetland impacts, it is
not advisable to build Phase 1 without performing advanced planning on Phase 2 up to a
60% level. We also see it as beneficial to submit a wetland permit for any avoidable impacts
to Phase 2 wetlands at the same time as Phase 1 is permitted, as the development of Phase 2
should be included in the alternative analysis associated with permit requirements. The
permit can be made to last 10 years and extensions are available. Since it can take up to 1
year to get a permit approved, already having the USACE 404 permit in hand would greatly
decrease the time to get Phase 2 under construction once additional construction funds
become available.

3229 W. Montague Avenue, North Charleston, SC 29418
(843) 554-8602 (843) 747-6485

WWW.DAVISFLOYD.COM



The table below illustrates the current Phase 1 project construction budget.

Item Description Quantity Unit Cost Cost

*1 2- Lane Road Construction (55 mph DS) 2.41 | miles $ 1,584,000.00 $  3,817,440.00

2 SC 51 Improvements (turn lanes) 1|LS $  800,000.00 S 800,000.00

*¥*3 IP Canal Crossing Budget 1|LS $  500,000.00 S 500,000.00
Estimated Budget $5,117,440.00
Construction Budget with 20% Contingency Applied $6,140,928.00

*User Fee Rural Road Cost has escalated from 2017 to 2018
** Structure Type is Undetermined. Based on 65’ long x 48 wide bridge at $160/SF. Recent SCDOT prices have
approached $200/SF, however some cost saving is anticipated because

traffic will not have to be maintained. Minimum clear with of bridge is 44 feet to meet SCDOT Standard.

Project design, permitting, and right-of-way acquisition fees requested for Task Order 1 of
Brick Chimney Road Contract.

Phase 1 to 100% S 493,092.81
Phase 2 to 60% S 268,282.61
Phase 3 Limited APPR S 48,197.96

S 809,573.38

Current funding of Phase 1 Brick Chimney Road Breakdown:

Current Funding S 5,800,000.00
Phase 1 Construction -S 5,117,440.00
Phase 1 Design 100% -S 493,092.81
*Remaining CE&I Budget S 189,467.19

*Depending on what type bridge is constructed and the final quantities, this project could take up to
18 months to construct, we recommend additional funding be obtained for CE&I. An evaluation can
be performed of the preliminary and 60% plans can be made to determine what would be adequate.
SCDOT projects typically budget about 13% of construction costs for CE&I and the current budget
available is about 25% of this level.



Based on the above information and supporting scope and man-hour estimates included, we
proposed to perform the work as included in the attached scope Phase 1 and Phase 2 for
Tasks 1 and 3 through 17 for a fee of $761,375.42. For an additional $48,197.96, the Advance
Project Planning work can be performed as described in Task 2 of the attached scope.

We appreciate the opportunity to serve Georgetown County in the development of this
important roadway infrastructure and look forward to beginning the project development
process immediately.

Very truly yours,
DAVIS & FLOYD

G. Tilley Bull, PE

Vice President

C: Donnie Dukes, Senior Vice President
Enclosures: Scope of Work and Fee Estimate



Brick Chimney Road Scope — Phase 1, 2 and 3
February 2, 2018

Project Description:
Project will consist of work on three separate Phases. The general scope of work and objective of
each phase is described below.

Phase 1: This phase is approximately 2.4 miles and will consist of improvements to the existing
section of Brick Chimney Road from Johnson Road to Browns Ferry Road. As much of the
existing alignment will be used that is practical to maintain a 55-mph design speed.
Approximately the last 1/3 of this section will include a relocated alignment and a bridge over
International Paper’s Canal (IP Canal). This alignment will be set based on a preliminary
wetland investigation to establish the least impactful footprint for the roadway. Final
construction plan will be developed for this phase and it will be constructed with two 12-foot
lanes and 10-foot shoulders with a minimum of 2 feet of the shoulder paved. This two-lane road
will be planned for future expansion to a 4-lane divided roadway and drainage features will be
included to accommodate widening without additional right-of-way required.

Phase 2: This phase is approximately 1.6 miles and involves planning and constructing a new
roadway corridor to connect Browns Ferry Road to SC 701. The alignment for this corridor will
be set at a 55-mph design speed and will be based on an initial wetland assessment. This initial
purchase order for the project will include producing right-of-way plans and submitting for the
permit of this phase as a two-lane road. The corridor will be planned to allow for future
expansion to a 4-lane divided roadway.

Phase 3: Will include an abbreviated Advanced Project Planning Report to evaluating the two-
existing connection for Johnson Road to US 17A/US 521 as well and a new alignment. This
phase will include exhibits of alternate alignments based on available GIS data from the county
and cultural resource research and windshield survey.

Design References:

All plans, designs, specifications and estimates shall conform to the SCDOT’s standard
practices for highway construction which are based on the following material:

. 2011 AASHTO A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets;

. SCDOT Standard Drawings — Latest Edition; SCDOT Standard Specifications for
Highway Construction 2007 Edition;

. Roadway and Bridge Design Standard as published by the SCDOT;

. SCDOT’s Road Design Reference Material for Consultant’s Prepared Plans, 2010;

. SCDOT’s Plan Preparation Guide, latest edition; SCDOT Instruction Bulletins;

. Other applicable SCDOT and FHWA design material, current editions

The following SCDOT and FHWA design standards will be used in preparation of the bridge
plans:

e The SCDOT Bridge Design Manual, 2006 edition;

e SCDOT Bridge Design Memoranda (to RPG Structural Engineers and Design

CONSULTANTS, issued after April, 2006);

e AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications, 6th Edition, with latest interims;

e SCDOT Bridge Drawings and Details, latest versions;

e SCDOT Road Standard Drawings and Details, latest versions;
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e SCDOT Geotechnical Design Manual, 2010, Version 1.1, with latest interims;

e SCDOT Geotechnical Drawings and Details, latest versions;

e SCDOT Seismic Design Specifications for Highway Bridges, 2008, Version 2.0, with
latest interims; SCDOT Standard Specifications for Highway Construction, 2007
edition;

e SCDOT Standard Specifications for Highway Construction, 2007 edition;

e ANSI/AASHTO/AWS D1i.5 Bridge Welding Code, the latest edition, with interim
revisions through 2013; and

e SCDOT Standard Special Provisions and Supplemental Specifications.

The Stormwater Management requirements will be based on the requirements of:

¢ Stormwater Management and Sediment Reduction Act (72-300)
¢ Georgetown County Stormwater Management Ordinance 2014

Task 1: Project Management & Stakeholder Coordination

D&F will coordinate all disciplines involved in the project and insure that work is completed in a
timely manner. D&F will provide written bi-weekly progress updates to the COUNTY to keep
them informed of the projects progress.

D&F will meet with the COUNTY and stakeholders to inform them of the project. Stakeholders
for the project include, SCDOT, four (4) private property owners adjacent to the roadway,
Georgetown County Water & Sewer, and International Paper. It is assumed that this
coordination will involve up to twelve (12) meetings.

D&F will attend meetings with the COUNTY to support the project and up to one Public
Information Meeting will be help. D&F will provide up to six (6) staff members to attend the
meeting. Graphic exhibits of the project will be displayed, and comment cards provided. Up to
eight (8) meetings with staff for project updates are included in additional to the public meeting.

Task 2: Traffic Study and Phase III Conceptual Design

D&F will use GIS, LIDAR, NWI data and other radially available data begin the advanced
planning of a new roadway from US 521 to Brick Chimney Road just east of Johnson Road. New
South will perform research in the area and a windshield survey to designate any potentially
significant cultural resources within the project area. The connection will also be evaluated by
Davenport engineering with data gathered from traffic counts and coordination with GSATS.
An abbreviated advanced project planning report with exhibits of probably routes will be
provided to the COUNTY. A large format exhibit will be created for the COUNTY to display the
routes considered.

Task 3: Survey

D&F will lead the surveying effort by setting a traverse to mark the preliminary alignment for
initial investigations and set project control. Once the initial alignment has been evaluated for
wetlands and cultural resources the alignment will be chosen for the preliminary plans to be
developed about. This alignment will be surveyed with topographic shots for cross sections
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extending out 100 feet either side of the alignment. Cross sections will be a minimum of 100
feet apart in tangent sections and 50 feet apart in the curved roadway sections. Significant
feature with break line such as creeks between cross sections will also be located. Landmark
trees 24” and greater will be located within the 200-foot survey corridor.

The SCDOT Right-of-Way plus 10 feet left and right will be surveyed for approximately 2000
feet on both Browns Ferry Road and US 701. This survey will be centered at the intersection
with Brick Chimney Road and it will be used for the design of left turn lanes and if required right
turn lanes at the intersections.

D&F will survey Phase 1, MA Engineering will perform utility locates and Survey the SCDOT
Right-of-Way on SC 51 and US 701, and Parker Land Survey will survey Phase 2. Surveys will
generally be performed to the standards outlined in the SCDOT Survey Manual. A plat of the
road right-of-way will be created for use in property transfers.

Task 4: Preliminary Roadway Plans

D&F will develop Design Criteria concept based on coordination with the SCDOT.

D&F will establish the roadway alignment and profile in sufficient detail and in the appropriate
format, in order to clearly illustrate in detail significant design features of the project. Potential
design exceptions will be identified. D&F will set an alignment at a design speed of 55 mph and
attempt to set the alignment with a crossing as near perpendicular to the International Paper
Canal as possible and still obtain a near perpendicular intersection with Brown Ferry Road.

The corridor will not be surveyed, or geotechnical borings performed until International Paper
has agreed upon the location of the bridge to cross the canal. It is noted that delaying this
approval, will impact the schedule.

Preliminary plans will be developed and serve as the base documents for further refinement into
the right-of-way plans.

e  The preliminary plans shall contain sufficient details of pertinent physical features
to illustrate the design that will include:

e Detail plan layout;

e  Horizontal and vertical alignments;

o  Title Sheet;

e  Typical sections;

e  Limits of verified existing right-of-way and adjacent properties;

e Development of a storm drainage plan and type, size, invert elevation, and location
of major storm drainage structures;

e  Type, size, and location of major utility facilities and required utility relocations to
be performed by others;

e  Limits and configuration of proposed right-of-way;

. Preliminary cross-sections 100 feet on tangents and 50 feet on curves and,

e  Preliminary construction cost estimate.

Both a 4 land and a 2 lane typical section will be used to develop the preliminary plans. The
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footprint of the 4 lane section will be determined and the two lane section will be designed to
minimize any re-work that may be of a result of future road widening. The 4 lane foot print will
also be considered in the drainage calculations and the drainage report will be written to
support a future widening without additional outflow capacity.

Task 5: Preliminary Bridge Plans

D&F will design preliminary bridge plans for the crossing of the International Paper Canal. The
length of bridge will be determined as part of this task and extensive coordination will occur
with the roadway design engineer to minimize the span length required.

The preliminary bridge plans will be developed in accordance with Chapter 3 of the Bridge
Design Manual. Preliminary plans will include recommended methods of maintaining traffic
during construction. Preliminary plans will incorporate comments from the Bridge
Development Report, as well as recommendations from the Preliminary Geotechnical
Engineering Report (PGER) (to be prepared by others). The Preliminary Bridge Plans will be
submitted to the County for review. Plans will be neatly drawn and professionally prepared.
Prior to submittal to the County all plans and documents will be thoroughly reviewed for
completeness, correctness, accuracy and consistency

Task 6: Hydrology and Hydraulics

D&F will develop and design an open ditch storm drainage system for roadways. The outfalls
for this system will be designed to be suitable to support a four-lane roadway should the project
require widening in the future. Drainage easements and outfall ditches will be defined to
discharge the storm drainage system to drainage features identified by an evaluation of both
survey information, LIDAR information and coordination with stakeholders. Preliminary water
quality requirements will be investigated and R/W will be acquired to incorporate these features
where they are necessary. D&F will evaluate the conveyances where offsite water is conveyed
from one side to the other and cross line culverts will be designed per SCDOT standards. Water
quality and detention features may be required in the form of linear ponds with discharge
structures at the outfalls to wetland adjacent to the project. Linear ponds, if required, will be
sized to accommodate a 4 lane roadway in the future. It is of note that for Phase 1, if only the
two lane section was considered, it likely would not require any detention as the existing two
lane roadway is mostly impervious now.

Task 7: Geotechnical Investigation and Design

Geotechnical Engineering analysis to be performed by F&ME, Inc. A detailed investigation and
design recommendations will be included to support the design of both the roadway and bridge
in Phase 1 of this project. The exploration will also include a reconnaissance level of
geotechnical exploration for Phase 2 improvements. The testing will not be performed until the
location that the roadway will cross the International Paper canal has been determined.



Brick Chimney Road Scope — Phase 1, 2 and 3
February 2, 2018

Task 8: Right-of-Way Plans

D&F will develop R/W plans for the roadway alignments as depicted in the preliminary plans
developed.

R/W plans will depict property lines within and immediately adjacent to the project, property
ownership, improvements on property, control of access, proposed R/W, existing known
utilities, construction limits, and erosion control items that affect R/W requirements.
Easements, both permanent and temporary, as a result of the proposed construction, will be
shown. R/W plans will be in accordance with the SCDOT’s Design Manual. The preliminary
cost estimate will be updated to reflect the additional details included in the right-of-way plans.

Task 9: Landscaping & Utility Coordination

D&F will design up to four median entrance features. These features will be located at each end
of Phase 1 and Phase 2. Landscaping design includes low maintenance plantings and the areas
will not include irrigation. Geometry for medians will be set in as part of the preliminary
roadway design.

D&F will obtain a Subsurface Engineering Level B Survey of approximately 2000 LF of SC 51
and US 701 with the survey extending approximately 1000 LF each side of Brick Chimney Road.
Copies of the preliminary plans will be provided to Utility Companies located in the corridor to
initiate coordination.

D&F will also coordinate with utility companies to identify potential conflicts and work to
ensure that utility relocations are consistent with the development plans for the roadway and
adjacent sites. D&F will request relocation plans be provided from each Utility Company prior
to the project being bid for construction.

Task 10: Environmental and USACE Permitting

D&F will work with The Brigman Company (TBC) obtain a 404 permit for wetlands to be filled
during construction both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the project. Exhibits used to support the
preferred alternative will be created to support the alternative analysis portion of the Individual
Permit Package.

D&F will create exhibits and provide up to six employees with knowledge of the project to attend
a Public Information Meeting to explain the project to the Public and request for comments.
Since this is an Information Meeting and not a Public Hearing, written responses to each
comment are not included.

This scope assumes that no federal funds will be used to construct this job and that the USACE
will be the federal regulatory agency that will administer the NEPA process. The FHWA NEPA
project involves 21 evaluation criteria and this scope only includes evaluating the minimum
criteria required by the USACE. These criteria are:

Establish and State Project Purpose and Need

Evaluate Project Alternatives to the proposed wetland impacts
Natural Resources and Endangered Species Survey

Wetland / Water Quality Evaluations
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e Cultural Resource (Historical & Archaelogical)
¢ Floodplains

Any additional evaluations required will be performed as additional services at the hourly rates
proposed in this contract or as direct expenses for additional fees.

WETLAND DELINEATION/JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION
Data Procurement, Synthesis & Analysis

Potential wetland/waters existing on the site will initially be located using all available remote
sensing resources. Available remote sensing data will include but not be limited to the
following: historic, panchromatic photography, false color infrared photography, USGS
topographic maps, USDA, SCS county soil surveys and USFWS national wetland inventory
maps. TBC will synthesize and analyze data to determine where areas are within the study area
that exhibit the greatest potential for jurisdictional freshwater wetlands.

On-Site Routine Wetland Determination/Delineation

Wetlands/waters identified during the data synthesis and analysis will be ground-truthed to
confirm their presence/absence. A determination will be made as to whether the identified
areas meet the criteria of a wetland by using the routine on-site determination method as
defined in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual and Atlantic and Gulf
Coastal Plain Regional Supplement. This method utilizes a three-parameter approach that
requires positive evidence of each of the following criteria:

e Hydrophytic Vegetation
e Hydric Soils
e Wetland Hydrology

All jurisdictional wetland/water boundaries will be clearly marked on-site using pink flags with
“Wetland Delineation” printed on them. Data will be collected to document the biophysical
features of the wetlands and non-wetland communities occurring on-site for use in applying for
and securing a jurisdictional determination letter from the US Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE). During field procedures, TBC will assess areas adjacent to the study area that may
present a more favorable alignment of the proposed road right-of-way.

We will also conduct mapping of the established jurisdictional wetland boundary via a sub-
meter GPS unit during the course of the field delineation in order to prepare the required
mapping to obtain an Approved Jurisdictional Determination or Preliminary Jurisdictional
Determination. All mapping will also be provided to the project engineer in the format of an
AutoCAD drawing file.

TBC will coordinate with the project engineer to determine any final adjustments to the
proposed route to minimize potential impacts to jurisdictional wetlands/waters. If re-
alignments occur, a subsequent field survey will be conducted to flag and map wetlands within
the newly aligned right-of-way.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Verification

Upon the completion of the wetland delineation we will prepare and submit a “request for
jurisdictional determination” to the USACE and initiate advance coordination to schedule an
audit of the established jurisdictional wetland boundary and seek the issuance of a letter
verifying that the subsequent delineation is a true and accurate representation of the limits of
jurisdictional freshwater wetlands occurring on-site. Finally, we will be available to serve as on-
site representatives during the audit procedure.

Biological Evaluation for Threatened and Endangered Species

With the passage of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 Congress mandated protection of those
plant and animal species considered to be in danger of extinction. In the years since 1973, states
have added lists of species imperiled within their borders generally dividing them into categories
of endangered, threatened, and species of concern, depending on the fragility of their
population. We will conduct a biological evaluation of the site to determine the
presence/absence of any federally listed threatened or endangered species within the study area.

Report Preparation

A report of the findings of the biological evaluation will be prepared. This report will be
submitted to the USFWS and their concurrence requested.

404/401 INDIVIDUAL PERMIT
Pre-application Development Process

Prior to submitting an application to the agencies for federal and state authorizations, several
aspects of the project must be outlined and studied to prove the project has merit, eligibility for
approval, and falls within regulatory guidelines. Due to the complexity of this project, we will
require support from your office the following information:

Complete Project Description (including all current and future phases)

Indicate all proposed construction

Provide all engineering design and construction plans created for this project

Project Purpose for each major activity within jurisdictional waters

Disclose any onsite or route alternatives explored prior to selecting the current route
Projected Project Schedule (including all current and future phases)

Reasons for Discharge (including temporary and permanent discharges)

Discharged Material Types

Provide any information on approvals or denials by any previous federal and state
permitting actions

Provide any cultural resource investigations and agency correspondence for this project.
Provide any other supplemental information to be utilized for development of the permit
application and negotiation with the participating agencies.

These items will be used to develop a pre-application package to be used at the interagency pre-
application meeting outlined within the next action.
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Task 11: Final Roadway Construction Plans

D&F will prepare final construction plans for the roadways included in Division III. Comments
on the R/W plans will be addressed and the design included in the R/W plans refined. In
addition to refining the design included in the R/W plans, details such as curb grades, median
details, slope design, roadway structure details, and major drainage details will be included.

Final Roadway Construction plans will include:

A cover sheet showing location map and project layout, an index/Layout sheet, and
summary sheets showing summary of estimated quantities;

Cross sections, at 100-ft intervals in tangents and 50-ft intervals in curves at a scale
of 1 in. equals 5 ft. showing the existing ground line, proposed template, pavement
depth, curb and gutter, sidewalks, and cut and fill earthwork volumes. The final
roadway template should show the finished roadway surface on the appropriate cross
slopes (normal crown, fully or partially super-elevated) and the level of the bottom of
subgrade.

Roadway and drainage plan/profile sheets, at a scale of 1 in. equals 30 ft. horizontal,
and 1 in. equals 5 ft. vertical, showing existing conditions, existing utilities (from field
survey or information received from utility owners), survey baseline, proposed
centerline, station/offsets for all appurtenances, edges of pavement, curb and gutter,
curb and gutter profiles, medians, sidewalks, driveways, construction limits,
alternate pipes and other drainage features, right-of-way, control of access, and
easements. Proposed horizontal and vertical geometry will also be shown;

Quantity Computations — Based upon the final plans, quantity computations will be
performed by D&F for each item of work designated as unit price pay items.
Computations will be tabulated in the quantity summaries on the final plans.

Standard Specifications — The “Standard Specifications for Highway Construction
and Standard Special Provisions,” issued by the SCDOT, will apply for materials and
construction of all work.

Special Provisions — D&F will prepare Special Provisions for those items of work not
covered in the Standard Specifications or existing Standard Special Provisions.

Task 12: Final Bridge Construction Plans

D&F will prepare bridge construction plans for the bridge over the International Paper Canal.
Final Bridge Plans will involve two submittals with a 95% submittal and 100% submittal
included. The 95% submittal upon request can also be submitted to International Paper for
review and approval.
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Final Bridge Plans (95%)

The 95% bridge plans will be developed in accordance with Chapter 3 of the Bridge Design
Manual. Comments made on the BDR and Preliminary Bridge Plans will be incorporated into
the 95% Bridge Plans. 95% Bridge Plans will be submitted to the County for review. The 95%
plans will consist of the following:

¢ Plans will be neatly drawn and professionally prepared. Prior to submittal to the County
all plans and documents will be thoroughly reviewed for completeness, correctness,
accuracy and consistency.

e Seismic analysis will be completed according to the SCDOT’s Seismic Design
Specifications for Highway Bridges, 2008.

e Deck drainage calculations will be performed by the hydraulic engineer and will consider
open deck drains and drainage at bridge ends. A closed drainage system will be provided
if required (Any closed drainage system design needs will be approved by the County
before designing or being assumed as part of environmental mitigation).

® 95% plans sheets provided will be in accordance with the SCDOT Bridge Design Manual
Chapter 3. Draft Special Provisions will also be included as needed.

e Additional sheets may be necessary to show details required for construction and will be
provided as deemed necessary.

Final Bridge Plans (100%)

All comments made on the 95% Bridge Plans will be incorporated during final plan preparation.
Once all final plan changes are complete and checked, a final plan verification set will be
submitted to the County to close out all comments. Final Bridge Plans are not considered
complete until all review comments have been addressed to the satisfaction of the County. Once
all comments are closed out, the plans will be sealed and signed by a registered professional
engineer, in the State of South Carolina, and submitted as a final set of plans in accordance with
Bridge Design Manual requirements. The final bridge plans will be prepared as follows:

e Plans will be prepared in conformity with current practices of the SCDOT and with
regard to method of presentation, scales, billing of pay items, special drawings and
summaries thereof. Standard drawings of the SCDOT will be used to the extent feasible
and modified as required to fit the particular needs of the project. Construction
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drawings will be on sheets of the size, and with standard markings utilized by the
SCDOT. Scale of drawings and lettering size will be such as to provide clear and legible
reproductions when reduced to half size. The construction plans will bear the seal and
signature of a registered professional engineer, in the State of South Carolina, on each
plan sheet.

e Special provisions will be prepared as required concerning items of construction not
covered by the SCDOT standard specifications, supplemental specifications or standard
bridge special provisions, as well as special treatments during construction. Special
Provisions provided will include a cover sheet listing all special provisions provided for
this project. The cover sheet shall be sealed and signed by a registered professional and
sealed by the engineer of record for the project. An electronic copy of the special
provisions will be provided to the County.

e Detailed estimates of quantities and an opinion of probable cost will be prepared.
e Detailed construction time estimate for the bridge work will be prepared.

e Prior to submittal to the County all plans and documents will be thoroughly reviewed for
completeness, correctness, accuracy and consistency with the above referenced
requirements.

Task 13: Pavement Marking, Signing Plans, and Traffic Control Plans

D&F will prepare final pavement marking and signing plans for Phase 1 of Brick Chimney Road.
This will be slightly modified from the preliminary version as only Phase 1 of Brick Chimney will
be included and SC 51 will be marked accordingly. Marking and signage will be per SCDOT
requirements and follow the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), latest
edition.

A traffic control plan will be developed for the widening of SC 51 to add turn lanes. This plan
will rely on the SCDOT standard drawings, but will be customized to accommodate the final
geometric design of the SC 51 intersection and the need to maintain traffic along SC 51 during
construction of the project.

Task 14: NOI & SWPPP and SCDOT Encroachment Permit

D&F will prepare erosion control plans for the roadway and bridges to be constructed in Phase 1.
The plans will include erosions control BMP’s and water features as identified and required
during the NOI process and approvals through OCRM and Georgetown County Stormwater
Department. Phase 1 SWPPP packages will be prepared for both OCRM and Georgetown and
submitted for approval. Phase 1 of the project will also be submitted for Coastal Zone
Consistency review and certification.

D&F will complete the SCDOT checklist and submit the intersection plans at Browns Ferry Road
(SC 51) to SCDOT for approval. The drainage report, exerts from the traffic report, and other
information associated with the Encroachment Permit Checklist will be included in this
proposal.
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Task 15: Quantities, Specifications, and Bidding Services

D&F will provide quantity take offs and cost estimates to add in project budgeting and for
bidding purposes. D&F will draft project specifications and put together a bid proposal package
suitable for soliciting public bids through Georgetown County Procurement Department. The
“Standard Specifications for Highway Construction and Standard Special Provisions” issued by
the SCDOT will be the base specifications. Special Provisions will be prepared for those items of
work not covered in the Standard Specifications or existing Standard Special Provisions. This
initial package will be for the construction of Phase 1 of Brick Chimney Road.

Task 16: Structural Shop Drawing Plan Review

As part of supporting the construction of Phase 1, D&F shall provide technical assistance to the
COUNTY during the construction of the project. This will include review of shop drawings and
construction support from the Structural Engineer of Record.

The deliverables for the above referenced scope of work for Brick Chimney Road, Tasks 1
through 15, includes the following:

1. Five (5) half size and One (1) full size of Conceptual Drawings for a four lane roadway on
bond paper for the R/W Plans for both Phase 1 and Phase 2.

2. Five (5) half size and One (1) full size Preliminary Drawings (30% design) drawings on
bond paper for the R/W Plans for both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the project as a two lane
road.

3. Five (5) half size and One (1) full size R/W Drawings (70% design) drawings on bond

paper for the R/W Plans for both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the project.

Right-of-Way Strip Plat for Deed Reference

CD with project files for R/W drawings.

404 Wetland Permit for the Project and NOI and Georgetown Stormwater Permit for

Phase 1 of the project.

7. Five (5) half size and One (1) full size Construction Drawings (100% design) drawings on
bond paper for Phase 1.

8. Five (5) half size and One (1) full size Construction Drawings (100% design) drawings on
bond paper for the bridge over International Paper Canal.

9. CD with project files for Construction drawings.

SAR A o

Task 17: Right of Way Acquisition

The Right-of-Way Acquisition Team shall follow the UnitedStates Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended,
Pub. L. 91-646, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4601 et seq., and regulations there under, 49 C.F.R. Pt. 24,
and the South Carolina Eminent Domain Procedure Act, S.C. Code Ann. §§ 28-2-20, et seq.
or as amended to comply with Georgetown County. SCDOT has developed procedures for
these Acts and the team will comply with the SCDOT Right-of-Way Manual, latest edition, and
other associated manuals/documents. The team will also use SCDOT standard forms and
documents to the extent practicable.

This proposal includes title opinions/investigations, appraisals, appraisal reviews,



Brick Chimney Road Scope — Phase 1, 2 and 3
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exhibits, negotiations, right-of-way certification, eminent domain packets, and right-of-
way conveyance/transfer of title. These items are as follows:

¢ Title Investigations/Opinions

The title attorney would provide a title investigation in order to establish property
ownership prior to contacting any property owners. The title search will conform to stated
requirements and will consist of a thorough search of the tax assessor’s records, deed
records, Probate records, and other pertinent sources in order to determine the current
ownership of each tract. The title opinion will include, but not limited to:

Current property owner(s)
Property tax information
Mortgage(s) of record
Miscellaneous liens

Property owner deed(s) and plat(s)
Easement

O OO O0OO0OOo

Once the title opinion has been completed, the Right-of-Way Manager would review and
compare with the final right-of-way plans. If there are any discrepancies between
the opinion and plans, these would be coordinated with the County’s representative
and Engineer of Record for the right-of-way revisions.

Title opinions are effective for 9o days. If the right -of-way team would not be able to
negotiate and secure the proposed right-of-way prior to the end of 90 days or enter into
the eminent domain procedures, a title opinion update will be required. The update, also
effective for 9o days, would include any new information regarding mortgage(s) of record
and miscellaneous liens.

e Appraisals and Review Appraisals

The appraiser and review appraiser will comply with the guidelines as established by
SCDOT. It is also anticipated SCDOT would be involved in the process by reviewing

the appraisal and appraisal review and by establishing “Just Compensation.” The Right-of-
Way Manager would coordinate with the County’s representative and SCDOT throughout this
process.

¢ Exhibits
The exhibits will be prepared based on final right-of-way microstation files provided

by the Engineer of Record. The exhibits will be in accordance with SCDOT’s
standards.

e Negotiations
The Right-of-Way Agent will follow the standards established by SCDOT. This would
include initial contact following receipt of the title opinion through final settlement
or recommendation for the eminent domain process. The Agent and Manager will
maintain a record of the negotiations. The negotiation record will include:

o Correspondence between the Agent and Landowner
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o Correspondence between the R/W Manager, County personnel involved in
R/W acquisitions, Engineer of Record, and others

Title Opinion

Initial offer and counteroffer(s) (if any) based on approved Cost
Estimates/Appraisals

Cost Estimate/Appraisal

R/W Exhibit

Administrative Adjustment letter

Settlement Approval letter or Letter Recommending Condemnation

O O O O o O

Eminent Domain Process

In the event condemnation appears eminent, the Right-of-Way Manager will request
approval to initiate the eminent domain process from the County’s representative. A
list will be provided identifying the tracts for condemnation and will include:

Tract Number

Property Owner’s name

Tax Map Number

Amount of right-of-way needed for the project

Offer for the new right-of-way

Reason for moving forward with the condemnation request

OO O0OO0OO0OO0

Upon approval, the Right -of-Way team will prepare the required documentation and the
acquisition file will be transmitted to the County’s designated condemnation attorney in
order to proceed with the Notice of Condemnation filing.

¢ Right-of-Way Certification

The Right-of-Way Manager will provide the County a Right-of-Way

Certification for the project verifying that necessary rights-of-way have been
acquired, and the project is ready for construction. Should a conditional right-of-way
certification be submitted, a clear certificate shall be issued upon completion of the
acquisition.

¢ Right-of-Way Conveyance/Transfer of Title

The Right-of-Way Manager will be responsible for concluding the acquisition for the
transfer or real property to the County in accordance with SCDOT policies and
procedures. Mortgages, leases, and other liens will be addressed and handled in accordance
with the SCDOT Acquisition Manual.

The Right-of-Way Manager will prepare, obtain execution of, and record documents
conveying title to the County with the appropriate Register of Deeds and deliver executed
and recorded documents to the County, if warranted. For property purchased for the
project, title will be acquired in fee simple, except where County may in its sole discretion
direct the acquisition of a right -of-way easement, in lieu of fee simple title, with respect
to any portion of the right -of-way. Title will be conveyed to the County, free and clear of
liens and encumbrances except permitted encumbrances, and upon completion of the
project, the Right-of-Way Manager will convey title of rights-of-way from the County
to the SCDOT, asrequired.
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Task 18: Phase 1 - Construction Engineering and Inspection

D&F will perform construction engineering and inspection services to ensure that the work is
being performed in accordance with the plans and specifications contained in the bid
documents. A detailed proposal for this scope of services will be submitted once the 70% plans
have been developed. An SCDOT federally funded roadway project typically budgets 13% of the
construction cost as CE&I, however D&F will work with the COUNTY once preliminary plans are
developed to streamline the inspection process and reduce overall all costs. Included with these
measures will be to help utilize the COUNTY’s staff to help increase the level of inspection on the
roadway and to allow the additional budget allocated to D&F to be focused on the major items
like proof rolls, base course, paving and bridge inspections.

Additional Services for the final design and storm water permitting of Phase 2 will be performed
under a supplemental agreement.

Tasks 1 to 17 - The following are not included in this scope of work:

Web page (content will be provided to the County IT department for upload)

Phase 1 Environmental not included (or required for 404/401)

No H&H or Scour is included on the IP Water Supply Canal (Canal will be spanned)
Bidding and Advertising Services

Public Hearing

Fees to purchase mitigation credits

Rent for a place to hold a Public Meeting is not included



Brick Chimney Road - Phase 1
Georgetown County, SC

FEE SUMMARY

Through 100% Design and Permitting

DAVIS & FLOYD, INC.

February 2, 2018

HOURS RATE TOTAL
Principal in Charge 88| $ 175.00| $ 15,330.00
Project Manager / Senior Engineer 4741 $ 160.00]$ 75,816.00
Engineer 92471 $ 120.00 | $ 1183,580.00
PLS / Transportation Planner 551 % 115.00 | $ 6,348.00
Sr. Designer / GIS Specialist 190 | $ 110.00| $ 20,856.00
Staff Engineer 9951 $ 100.00[$ 99,480.00
Computer Technician 110] $ 80.001 9% 8,832.00
Survey Party Chief 1441 $ 70.001$ 10,080.00
Survey Field Technician 1441 $ 55.00 | $ 7,920.00
Clerical 64 ] $ 65.00 | % 4,134.00
TOTAL LABOR COSTS = $ 362,376.00
Direct Costs = $ 13,176.60
DAVIS & FLOYD, INC. TOTAL = || $ 375,552.60 ||

SUBCONSULTANTS
Traffic Study $ 20,255.00
Surveying Subconsultants $ 11,225.00
Geotechincal $ 23,600.00
SUE Utility Locations $ 5,725.00
Cultural Resources Survey $ 7,822.21
Wetland Permitting - The Brigman Company $ 27,408.00
Total Subconsultant Fee $ 96,035.21

TASKS 1-16 (LABOR, OVERHEAD, FEE, DIRECT, SUBS)

[$ 471,587.81]

Right-of-Way Aquistion Costs (2 Parcels) $ 9,870.00 |
Permitting Fees (Stormwater Phase 1 & USACE Phase 1 & 2) $ 11,635.00 |
*Brick Chimney Phase 1 Preconstruction Cost | $ 493,092.81 |

*Assumes that Phase 1 preliminary design is developed simutaneaously with with Phase 2.

Assumes a full EA will not be required. See Scope Document.



Brick Chimney Road - Phase 2
Georgetown County, SC

DAVIS & FLOYD, INC.

FEE SUMMARY
Up to 60 % Design Plans

February 2, 2018

HOURS RATE TOTAL
Principal in Charge 581 $ 175.00 | $ 10,220.00
Project Manager / Senior Engineer 2551 $ 160.00 | $ 40,824.00
Engineer 316 | $ 120.00| $ 37,860.00
PLS / Transportation Planner 371 $ 115.00 | $ 4,232.00
Sr. Designer / GIS Specialist 126 | $ 110.00 | $ 13,904.00
Staff Engineer 6631 $ 100.00[$ 66,320.00
Computer Technician 741 $ 80.00 | $ 5,888.00
Survey Party Chief %] $ 70.00] % 6,720.00
Survey Field Technician %] $ 55.00 | $ 5,280.00
Clerical 421 $ 65.00 | % 2,756.00
TOTAL LABOR COSTS = $ 194,004.00
Direct Costs = $ 7,484.40
DAVIS & FLOYD, INC. TOTAL = || $ 201,488.40 ||

SUBCONSULTANTS
Surveying Subconsultants $ 27,725.00
Geotechincal 3 5,900.00
SUE Utility Locations $ 8,625.00
Cultural Resources Survey $ 7,822.21
Wetland Permitting - The Brigman Company $ 6,852.00
Total Subconsultant Fee $ 56,924.21

TASKS 1-16 (LABOR, OVERHEAD, FEE, DIRECT, SUBS)

Right-of-Way Aquistion Costs (2 Parcels)

$ 258,412.61 |
$ 9,870.00 |

Brick Chimney Phase 2 Preconstruction Cost

s 268,282.61 |




Brick Chimney Road - Phase 3
Abbreviated Advanced Project Planning Report
Georgetown County, SC

February 2, 2018

FEE SUMMARY
DAVIS & FLOYD, INC.
HOURS RATE TOTAL
Principal in Charge 81% 175.00 | $ 1,400.00
Project Manager / Senior Engineer 801 $ 160.00 ] $ 12,800.00
Engineer 64| $ 120.00 | $ 7,680.00
Transportation Planner 60| $ 115.00 | $ 6,900.00
Sr. Designer / GIS Specialist 64| $ 110.00 | $ 7,040.00
Staff Engineer 62| $ 100.00 | $ 6,200.00
Clerical 121 $ 65.00 ] $ 780.00
TOTAL LABOR COSTS = $ 42,800.00
Direct Costs = $ 1,300.00
DAVIS & FLOYD, INC. TOTAL = || $ 44,100.00 ||
SUBCONSULTANTS
Cultural Resource Windshield Survey $  4,097.96 |
| Total Subconsultant Fee $  4,097.96 ||
Phase 3 (LABOR, OVERHEAD, FEE, DIRECT, SUBS) [$ 48,197.96 |
Brick Chimney Phase 3 -Advanced Planning Cost [ $ 48,197.96 |




Georgetown County
Brick Chimney Road - Task Order 1 - January 30, 2018
ENGINEERING MANHOURS

Principal in PM L. Architect or PLS or Sr. Designer or Staff Computer Survey Party Survey Clerical
Charge Sr. Engineer Engineer Trans. Planner GIS Specialist Engineer Technician Chief Field Tech.

TASK 1 -- PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND STAKEHOLDER COORDINATION

1 _|Project Management and Coordination

A | Coordination on Typical Section 2 10

B | Coordination on Access Management 2 8

C | Bike / Pedestrian Requirements 1 6 4

D | Coordination of Sub consultants 8 16 6

2 |Prepare Progress Reports

A | Project Management Plan 2 4

B [ Progress Reports (bi-weekly) 6 24

B | Update PM Plan and track schedule, budget, invoicing 6 8 6

3 |Prepare, Attend, and/or conduct meetings

A | County Staff and Officials 24 24 16 6

B [ International Paper 16 16

C | Large Private Properties (3 large parcels) 8 18

D | SCDOT 8 16
Subtotal TASK 1 83 150 16 0 0 4 0 0 0 18
TASK 2 -- PHASE Il CONCEPTUAL DESIGN

1 _[Traffic Study Coordination 10 8

2 |Phase lll Conceptual Design

A [Evaluate Available Data (GIS, Lidar, NWI, etc..) 2 24 10 24 14

B |Create Conceptual Alignment Alternatives 4 22 24 40

C [Graphics and Exhibits 14 20 40 40

D Summary Report 2 10 30 12
Subtotal TASK 2 8 80 64 60 64 62 0 0 0 12
TASK 3 -- SURVEY

1 [Survey

A | Set Control & Mark Preliminary Alignments 16 12 60 60 10

B | Topographic Map and Cross Section Phase 1 30 60 180 180 16
Subtotal TASK 3 0 0 0 46 0 0 72 240 240 26
TASK 4 -- PRELIMINARY ROADWAY PLANS

1 [Roadway Design (Preliminary Design for Phase 1 & 2)

A | Review Geotechnical Report and Evaluate Roadway Profiles 2 10 4

B | Four Lane Horizontal Design (Phase 1 and Phase 2) 4 16 30 18

C | Horizontal Design for Access Points / Median Breaks / Turn Lanes 8 4 16

D | Set Profiles for Four Lane Roadway (Phase 1 & Phase 2) 16 28 15

E | Horizontal Design - Revise Roadway Design for 2 Lane Section 2 8 30 36

E | Vertical Design - Revise for 2 Lane Section 8 14 20

F Intersection Design at SC 51 16 18 8

G | Intersection Design at US 701 16 12 20

A 4 Lane Preliminary Cross Section Sheets ( estimate 110 sheets) & Earthwork 8 28 80

: 2 Lane Preliminary Cross Section Sheets ( estimate 110 sheets) & Earthwork 8 20 60

J | Construction Limits 4 10 20

K | Cut & Draft Roadway Plan Sheets at 20 Scale (Estimate 44 Sheets) 40

2 |Drainage Outfalls - Geometric Design

A | Locate outfall alignments 2 8 14 8

B [ Profiles 6 10

C | Outfall Cross Sections 4 4 20

3 |Plan Production

A |4 Lane Plan & Profile Sheets 4 32

B [Modify Plan Sheets for 2 Lane Design 2 4 20
Subtotal TASK 4 12 144 226 0 0 413 0 0 0 0

Page 1 of 4
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Georgetown County

Brick Chimney Road - Task Order 1 - January 30, 2018

ENGINEERING MANHOURS

Principal in PM L. Architect or PLS or Sr. Designer or Staff Computer Survey Party Survey Clerical
Charge Sr. Engineer Engineer Trans. Planner GIS Specialist Engineer Technician Chief Field Tech.

TASK 5 -- PRELIMINARY BRIDGE PLANS

1 _|Planning and Startup

A | Field Investigation/Site Meeting 10 10

B | Scoping Meeting & Coordination w/ Team Members 2 2

C | Review Project Data - Man-hour Est 2

2 | Bridge Development Report

A Review Alternatives 8 5

B | Review Cost Analysis 8 5

C | Write Summary Report 5 10

D | QAQC Review 8

3 [Preliminary Design & Drawings

A | Layout & Elevations 10 30

B | Calculate Loads 10 20

C | Produce Drawings 60 20

D | Check Design & Drawings 4 26 10

E | Draft Specifications 5

F | QA/QC Review 4 5
Subtotal TASK 5 4 20 86 0 60 110 0 0 0 0
TASK 6 -- HYDROLOGY & HYDRAULICS

1 [Hydrology & Hydraulics Phase 1 & Phase 2

A | Initiate Project and Site Visit 8 10 10 16

B | Sub-Basin Delineations 10 8 20 16

C | Land Use Analysis 2 16 20

D | Existing Conditions Model 10 40 24

E | Proposed Conditions Model 24 60 16

F Detention Analysis 12 44

G | Water Quality Analysis 6 32 12

H H & H Report 20 64 20 8
Subtotal TASK 6 8 94 258 0 36 124 0 0 0 8
TASK 7 -- GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION SUPPORT

1_|Coordination with Geotechnical Firm

A | Coordination for Pavement Design 6 4 2

B | Coordination for Bridge Foundation Design 8 8 2
Subtotal TASK 7 0 14 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 4
TASK 8 -- RIGHT OF WAY PLANS

1 |Roadway Design

A | Revise and Refine Preliminary Plans 1 20 36 54

B | Vertical Design - Revise Roadway Profile Design & Sheets 8 10 40

C | Evaluate Sight Distance at Intersections 2 8 16

D | Revise Cross Section Sheets (110 sheets) & Earthwork Quantities 4 60

E | Refine Construction Limits 4 16

2 |Outfall Plans

A | Update Plan Sheets 4 8 20

B | Revise Limits of Construction for Outfalls 2 10 12

3 [Plan Production 2 16 8
Subtotal TASK 8 1 44 74 0 0 234 0 0 0 8
TASK 9 -- LANDSCAPING & UTILITY COORDINATION PHASE 1

1 | Landscaping Plans for up to 4 Medians

A | Preliminary Landscaping Plans 2 18 16

B | Final Landscaping Plans 2 10 18

2 Utility Coordination

A | Contact Utilities 16 8 2

B | Submit Preliminary Plans to Utilities 4 10 8

C | Prepare & Maintain Utility Conflict Analysis and Remediation Spreadsheets 2 16 16 4

D Utility Coordination meetings (2 group / 4 individual) 4 20 16 6

E | Receive/review markups from Utility Companies 4 12 18

F Review Relocation Sketches, Utility Agreements, "No Cost" letters, Encroachment

Permits 4 10 12

Subtotal TASK 9 0 18 106 0 0 80 34 0 0 20

Page 2 of 4
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Georgetown County
Brick Chimney Road - Task Order 1 - January 30, 2018
ENGINEERING MANHOURS

Principal in PM L. Architect or PLS or Sr. Designer or Staff Computer Survey Party Survey Clerical
Charge Sr. Engineer Engineer Trans. Planner GIS Specialist Engineer Technician Chief Field Tech.

TASK 10 -- ENVIRONMENTAL AND USACE PERMITTING

1 [Wetland Permit Application

A | 404 Permit Application Support & Drawings 8 20 0 44 40 8

B | Alternative Analysis Section 2 12 40 16 4

C | Addressing Comments & Questions 20 16 4

2 Public Information Meeting

A | Create Exhibits for Phase 1 and Phase 2 Design for Meeting 6 24 40 16

B | Staff and Attend Public Meeting (up to 6 representatives) 6 10 10 6 10
Subtotal TASK 10 8 56 86 30 40 76 44 0 0 22
TASK 11 -- PREPARE FINAL ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION PLANS

1 _|Final Road Plans (Phase 1 Only)

A | Finalize Horizontal Design and Plan Sheets (26 Plan and Profile Sheets) 1 16 20 0 32

B | Finalize Vertical Design and Roadway Profile Sheets 1 6 14 20 4

D | Create Curb Grades for Median Curb 1 8 20 6

E | Finalize Cross Section Sheets & Earthwork (est. 66 Sheets) 8 16 36 8

F | Finalize Drainage Easement Plans & Cross Sections 1 6 24

G | Median Details & Underdrain Layout / Details 1 6 8 8

H | Final Design of Slopes around Bridge End Bents 4 14 8

| Develop title, summary of quantities, general notes, and moving item sheets 1 2 0 8 8

J QA/QC Final Road Discipline Plans 10 10
Subtotal TASK 11 12 48 86 0 0 156 34 0 0 0
TASK 12 -- FINAL BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION PLANS

1 [95% Bridge Plans

A Layout & Elevations 2 10

B | Calculate Loads 2 10

C | Seismic Design and Summary Report 4 10

D | Slab Design 1 5

E | Beam Design 3 15

F | Bridge Deck Drainage 1 1

G [ End Bent Design 2 10

H | Design and Coordinate Slopes 1 2

| Miscellaneous Design & Details 4 20

J Quantities 2 10

K | Check Calculations 10 30

L | Produce Drawings/ Detailing of Reinf. 20 180 90

M | Drawings Review 16 24

N | Specifications 10 10

O [ QA/QC Review 6 18 6

P | Review comment response 10 6

Q [Field Investigation/Site Meeting 10 10

2 100% Bridge Plans for Blue House Swamp Bridge

A Finalize Drawings 5 10

B Drawings Review S

C | Specifications 2 2

E | Sign/Seal Plans 2

F Issue RFC Drawings 2 2

G | Construction Cost Estimate 2 3

H | Construction Schedule (in bar graph form) 2 3

| QA/QC Review 6 10
Subtotal TASK 12 12 58 148 0 180 229 0 0 0 0
TASK 13 -- PAVEMENT MARKING, SIGNING, AND TRAFFIC CONTROL PLANS

1 [Layout sheets for pavement marking design 2 6

2 |Traffic Control Plan at SC 51 1 8 12

3 |Final Pavement Marking and Signing Plans for Brick Chimney Phase 1 4 8 16
Subtotal TASK 13 0 7 16 0 0 34 0 0 0 0

Page 3 of 4
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Georgetown County
Brick Chimney Road - Task Order 1 - January 30, 2018
ENGINEERING MANHOURS

Principal in PM L. Architect or PLS or Sr. Designer or Staff Computer Survey Party Survey Clerical
Charge Sr. Engineer Engineer Trans. Planner GIS Specialist Engineer Technician Chief Field Tech.
TASK 14 -- NOI & SWPPP AND SCDOT ENCR. PERMIT (PHASE 1)
1 _|Prepare Erosion Control Plans and Details 4 10 6 20
2 | Water Quality Details / BMP's 4 10 10
3 _|Erosion Control Detail Sheet 4 12
4 [SCDOT Encroachment Permit 12 8 16
5 |[NOI & SWPPP Report Package for County & OCRM 8 44 24
Subtotal TASK 14 0 28 76 6 0 82 0 0 0 0
TASK 15 --QUANTITIES AND SPECIFICATIONS
1 |Quantities & Cost Estimates
A | R/W Plan (Phase 1 & 2) 1 4 8 30
B Construction Plans (Phase 1) 1 4 12 16
2 |Specifications 2 16 8
3 |Bid Proposal Package Preparation 2 8 12 8
Subtotal TASK 15 6 32 40 0 0 54 0 0 0 0
TASK 16-- STRUCTURAL SHOP DRAWING PLAN REVIEW
1_|Shop Drawing Review 6 14 10 30
2 |Construction Services (Structural Engineering) 10 30 20
Subtotal TASK 16 0 16 44 10 0 50 0 0 0 0
TOTAL MANHOURS 154 | 809 | 1326 | 152 380 | 1720 | 184 240 240 118

Page 4 of 4
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January 30, 2018

Engineering Services
Brick Chimney Road - Task Order 1

Principal in PM / PLS/ Sr. Designer / Staff Computer Survey Survey TOTAL TOTAL
TASK Charge Sr. Engineer Engineer Trans. Planner GIS Specialist Engineer Technician Crew Chief Field Tech. Clerical TASK LABOR
$ 17500 160.00 120.00 | 115.00 | $ 110.00[$___ 100.00 | $ 80.00|$ ___ 70.00]$S 55.00 [$§___ 65.00 | MANHOURS

TASK 1 - PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND STAKEHOLDER COORDINATION ggg{s T 4?225_00 122,000_00 11,220_00 3 T 3 — 3 44oo.oo 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 11,?70.00 - §  42,015.00
TASK 2 -- PHASE Il CONCEPTUAL DESIGN cH:g:trs 3 1300.00 8102,800.00 ?,Aéso.oo 3 606,900.00 3 647,040.00 5 :,2200.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 1580.00 = $  42,800.00
TASK 3 -- SURVEY cH:g:trs 3 — — — 3 465,290.00 3 — 3 — 3 752,760.00 3 122%0.00 3 12::200.00 3 12,590.00 = $  42,740.00
TASK 4 -- PRELIMINARY ROADWAY PLANS cH:g:trs 3 21,1200.00 1gg,o40.oo 227?1620.00 3 — 3 — 3 41???00.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 — = $  93,560.00
TASK'S -- PRELIMINARY BRIDGE PLANS cH:g:trs 3 47oo.oo 293,,200.00 1(?,6320.00 3 — 3 6(zs,eoo.oo 3 111?800.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 — = $  31,820.00
TASK 6 -- HYDROLOGY & HYDRAULICS cH:g:trs 3 1300.00 9145,040.00 3%?;360.00 3 — 3 363,960.00 3 112?:1100.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 8520.00 = $  64,280.00
TASK 7 - GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION SUPPORT gg:{s 3 . 142,240_00 Lo 5 L — 3 L— 5 11,2200_00 5 - 5 O 5 - 5 4260_00 80 390000
TASK 8 -- RIGHT OF WAY PLANS cH:g:trs 3 1175.00 447,040.00 87;80.00 3 — 3 — 3 22?300.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 8520.00 = $  40,015.00
TASK'S -~ LANDSCAPING & UTILITY COORDINATION PHASE 1 cH:g:trs 3 — 182,880.00 112(,)?20.00 3 — 3 — 3 88,(())00.00 3 324,720.00 3 — 3 — 3 12,:300.00 = $  27,620.00
TASK 10 - ENVIRONMENTAL AND USACE PERMITTING cH:g:trs 3 1300.00 568,960.00 1(?,6320.00 3 303,450.00 3 4(21,400.00 3 77,?500.00 3 4:?,520.00 3 — 3 — 3 12,530.00 - $  41,080.00
TASK 11 - PREPARE FINAL ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION PLANS cH:g:trs 3 21,1200.00 487,680.00 1(?,6320.00 3 — 3 — 3 115?:00.00 3 324,720.00 3 — 3 — 3 — - $ 38,2000
TASK 12 - FINAL BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION PLANS cH:g:trs 3 21,1200.00 5Eza,zso.oo 1174,?60.00 3 — 3 1183,800.00 3 222?300.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 — = $  71,840.00
TASK 13 -- PAVEMENT MARKING, SIGNING, AND TRAFFIC CONTROL PLANS gg:{s 3 2 ~ 71,120_00 11,220.00 $ - - $ - - $ ??,100.00 $ - - $ - - $ - - $ - - > $ 6,440.00
TASK 14 --NOI & SWPPP AND SCDOT ENCR. PERMIT (PHASE 1) cH:g:trS 3 — 284,480.00 gﬁzo.oo 3 - 590.00 | § — 5 88,2200.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 — = $ 22,9000
TASK 15 ~QUANTITIES AND SPECIFICATIONS cH:g:trs 3 1,%50.00 325,120.00 :%oo.oo 3 — 3 — 3 55,100.00 3 — 3 — 3 — 3 — = $  16,370.00
TASK 16-- STRUCTURAL SHOP DRAWING PLAN REVIEW gg:{s 5 0 - 162’560_00 ;;80_00 5 101,150_00 5 0 —5 55,%00_00 5 0 —5 g —= g —5 0 - 120 § 7359000

Total Hours| 154 809 1326 152 380 1720 184 240 240 118 5323

Total Cost| $_26,950.00 129,440.00 | § 159,120.00 | § 17,480.00 | $ 41,800.00 | § 172,000.00 | § _ 14,720.00 | § 16,800.00 | § _ 13,200.00 | $ _ 7,670.00 $ 599,180.00

Confidential



Brick Chimney Road Task Order 1

Direct Expenses

Brick Chimney Road TOTAL
ITEM $ UNIT # $ $
TRANSPORTATION
Per Diem $  70.00 |per day 20/ $ 1,400.00]$ 1,400.00
Rental Car $ 50.00 perday $ - $ -
Leased Car $ 600.00 month $ - $ -
Mileage $ 0.545 per mile 9800 $ 5,341.00| $ 5,341.00
Subtotal $ 6,741.00
COMMUNICATIONS
Telephone $ 3.00 |per call 20 $ 60.00 | $ 60.00
Postage $ 5.00 |per package 10 $ 50.00 1 $ 50.00
Cell Phone $ 75.00 'month $ - $ -
Overnight Delivery $  20.00 per package 8 $ 160.00]% 160.00
Facsimile Transmissions $1.10 |per page $ - $ -
Subtotal $ 270.00
PRODUCTION
Blackline Prints $ 1.25 |per print 8000| $10,000.00 | $ 10,000.00
Mylars $ 25.00 |per mylar 0$ - $ -
Color Plotting $ 6.00 |per foot 500 $ 3,000.00 | $ 3,000.00
Photocopy (B&W) $ 0.15 |per page 3000/ $ 450.00 | $ 450.00
Photocopy (color) $ 1.00 |per page 1500/ $ 1,500.00 ] $ 1,500.00
Photographs $  25.00 |per roll $ - $ -
Subtotal $ 14,950.00
ENVIRONMENTAL EXPENSES
Hazmat/UST Database Search n/a
Subtotal $ -
PERMIT APPLICATION FEES
401 WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION $ 1,010.00
GEORGETOWN CO. STORMWATER FEE (UP TO 35 ACRES) 7,000.00
NOI FEE OCRM (UP TO 35 ACRES) 3,625.00
Subtotal 11,635.00
TOTAL $ 33,596.00
Right-of-Way Aquistions (Assumes 4 Parcels, a waiver of rights requires an appraisal to be completed)
Each 4 Parcels
Negotiations & ROW Manager Responsiblities $ 2,650.00 [ $ 10,600.00
Title Opinions $ 38500]% 1,540.00
Appraisal $ 1,100.00 | $ 4,400.00
Appraisal Review $ 450.00 | $ 1,800.00
R/W Exhibit b 150.00 | $ 600.00
*Eminent Domain Packet / Condemnation b 200.00 [ $ 800.00
Total = b 4,935.00 | $ 19,740.00

*will only be changed if required.

Subconsultants

SUBCONSULTANTS
TASK 2 - New South & Associates - Research & Windshield Survey Phase 3 $ 4,097.96
TASK 2 & 4 - Davenport -Traffic Study $ 20,255.00
TASK 3 - MA Engineering Consultants - Survey R/W of SC 51 & US 701 $ 17,450.00
TASK 3 - Parker Land Surveying - Cross Sections & Plat for Phase 2 $ 19,500.00
TASK 7 - F&ME - Geotechnical Investigations & Design $ 29,500.00
TASK 9 -MA Engineering Consultants - SUE Utilitiy Locates in SCDOT R/W $ 14,350.00
TASK 10 - New South & Associates - Cultural Resources Phase 1 & 2 $ 15,644.42
TASK 10 - The Brigman Company 34,260.00
TOTAL = $ 155,057.38

Confidential



January 30, 2018
Brick Chimney Road - Task Order 1
Georgetown County, SC

FEE SUMMARY
DAVIS & FLOYD. INC.
HOURS RATE TOTAL
Principal in Charge 1541 $ 175.00]$ 26,950.00
Project Manager / Senior Engineer 8091 $ 160.00 | $ 129,440.00
Engineer 1,326 | $ 120.00 | $ 159,120.00
PLS / Transportation Planner 1521 $ 115.00| $ 17,480.00
Sr. Designer / GIS Specialist 380 $ 110.00]$ 41,800.00
Staff Engineer 1,720 $ 100.00 | $ 172,000.00
Computer Technician 1841 $ 80.001$ 14,720.00
Survey Party Chief 240 $ 70.001% 16,800.00
Survey Field Technician 2401 $ 55.001$ 13,200.00
Clerical 118 $ 65.00 | $ 7,670.00
TOTAL LABOR COSTS = $ 599,180.00
Direct Costs = $ 21,961.00
DAVIS & FLOYD, INC. TOTAL = || $ 621,141.00 ||
SUBCONSULTANTS
TASK 2 - New South & Associates - Research & Windshield Survey Phase 3 $ 4,097.96
TASK 2 & 4 - Davenport -Traffic Study $ 20,255.00
TASK 3 - MA Engineering Consultants - Survey R/W of SC 51 & US 701 $ 17,450.00
TASK 3 - Parker Land Surveying - Cross Sections & Plat for Phase 2 $ 21,500.00
TASK 7 - F&ME - Geotechnical Investigations & Design $ 29,500.00
TASK 9 -MA Engineering Consultants - SUE Utilitiy Locates in SCDOT R/W $ 14,350.00
TASK 10 - New South & Associates - Cultural Resources Phase 1 & 2 $ 15,644.42
TASK 10 - The Brigman Company $ 34,260.00
Total Subconsultant Fee $ 157,057.38
TASKS 1-16 (LABOR, OVERHEAD, FEE, DIRECT, SUBS) || $ 778,198.38 ||
Right-of-Way Aquistion Costs (4 Parcels) $ 19,740.00 |
Permitting Costs $ 11,635.00 |
Brick Chimney Task 1 Project Cost [$ 809,573.38 ||

Confidential



Bill To

GEORGETOWN COUNTY
ATTN ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
PO BOX 421270
GEORGETOWN, SC 29442-4200

Page 1 of O

DRAFT

Ship To Purchase Order

GEORGETOWN COUNTY No. 2018-00000445
PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT
108 Screven Street

Georgetown, SC 29440-3642

02/06/18

PURCHASE ORDER NUMBER MUST APPEAR ON
ALL INVOICES, SHIPMENTS, BILL OF LADING, AND

CORRESPONDENCE
Vendor 1110497 DAVIS & FLOYD, INCORPORATED Deliver by 06/30/18

Ship Via VEND
Contact .

Freight Terms NONE
DAVIS & FLOYD, INCORPORATED L .
ATTN: J. Donovan Dukes Originator Nancy Silver

3229 West Montague Avenue

Resolution Number Contract #17-076, TO 1

North Charleston, SC 29418-7915 Invoice Terms N30
Quantity U/M Description Part Number Unit Cost Total Cost
809573.3800 $/US INFRASTRUCTURE $1.0000 $809,573.38
Item Description Contract #17-076, Task Order 01-Brick Chimney Rd. Design
Detail Description Task Order 01 as proposed:
Phase 1-100% Design  $493,092.81
Phase 2- 60% Design  $268,282.61
Phase 3- Limited APPR  $48,197.96
Task Order 01 Total =  $809,573.38
G/L Account Project Amount Percent
79046.2003-50702 (Infrastructure) 100.00%
Subtotal $809,573.38
Level Level Description Approval User
2 Dept Head/Director Ray Funnye Sales Tax $0.00
3 Purchasing Nancy Silver

Total Due | $809,573.38|

Special Instructions
Project/Contract #

Project Name:

EMAIL TO:

FROM: Georgetown County, SC Purchasing Office
Phone: (843)545-3083 FAX: (843)545-3500 E-Mail: purch@gtcounty.org
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Item Number: 7.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: PUBLIC HEARINGS

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Ordinance No. 2018-01 - To amend the Future Land Use map to redesignate 13 parcels along
Nelson Drive and Gregory Lane in Murrells Inlet from Medium Density Residential to Public/Semi-
public.

CURRENT STATUS:
The properties are currently designated as medium density residential.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

The Waccamaw Community Hospital applied to rezone 13 parcels in the Eagle Crest Subdivision
from 10,000 square foot residential (MR-10) to the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned
Development. On December 21, 2017, the Planning Commission voted to recommend approval
for the proposed rezoning. The Commission also voted to recommend approval for an
amendment to the FLU map from medium density residential to public/semi-public for these
parcels. The vote was 7-0 in favor of the change to the FLU Map.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
Not applicable

OPTIONS:

1. Approve as recommended by PC
2. Deny request

3. Defer action.

4. Remand to PC for further study

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Approve as recommended by PC

ATTORNEY REVIEW:
Yes

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

o Ordinance No. 2018-01 Amendment to FLU Map Ordinance
WCH comp plan attachments Backup Material



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ORDINANCE NO: 2018-01
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, FUTURE LAND
USE MAP, REGARDING THIRTEEN PARCELS LOCATED ALONG NELSON
DRIVE AND GREGORY LANE IN MURRELLS INLET FROM MEDIUM
DENSITY RESIDENTIAL TO PUBLIC/SEMI PUBLIC (TAX MAP NUMBERS
41-0108-001-22-00 AND 41-0108-001-24-00 THROUGH 41-0108-001-35-00).

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED:

To amend the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use Map, to reflect the
redesignation of tax map parcels 41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00
through 41-0108-001-35-00 from Medium Density Residential to Commercial in
order to include them in the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned

Development.
DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF ,
2017.
(SEAL)
Johnny Morant
Chairman, Georgetown County Council
ATTEST:
Theresa Floyd

Clerk to Council

This Ordinance, No. 2018-01 has been reviewed by me and is hereby approved as to form
and legality.

Wesley P. Bryant
Georgetown County Attorney



First Reading:

Second Reading:

Third Reading:
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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Georgetown County Comprehensive Plan establishes the goals of providing
appropriate arca for residential development; and

WHEREAS, Thomas Bevins of ETS, agent for Georgetown Memorial Hospital, has requested to
rezone approximately 4.6 acres located along Gregory Lane and Nelson Drive in Murrells Jnlet
from 10,000 Square Foot Residential (MR-10) to the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned
Development (TMS # 41-0108-001-22.00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-

35-00 for use as a medical office building and parking; and

WHEREAS, the Future Land Use Map for this area, as contained in the Georgetown County
Commprehensive Plan, designates TMS # 41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-
0168-001-35 for medium density residential development;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Georgetown County Planning Commission
hereby recommends to the Georgetown County Council that Georgetown Future Land Use Map,
North Waccamaw Neek in the Georgetown County Comprehensive Plan be amended to designate
TMS#41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-35 as public/semi-
public.

ADOPTION OF THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION moved by ,
seconded by , and after discussion, upon call vote thereon, the vote

was as follows:

Those in favor —

Those opposed —

Elizabeth Krauss, Chairman
Geoargetown County Planning Commission

ATTEST:

Boyd Johnson, Director of Planning and Code Enforcement
Georgetown County Planning Commission



Item Number: 8.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM .
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Forestry Board

CURRENT STATUS:
Pending appointment

POINTS TO CONSIDER:
The Forestry Board consists of five (5) members, serving five (5) year terms. Historically, the members of the
Forestry Board are appointed by County Council on an “at large” basis. The Board meets approximately twice a year.

Mr. Henry McFadden has submitted an application to serve on the Forestry Board. Local Forestry representatives
have requested County Council’s favorable consideration in appointing Mr. McFadden to serve in this capacity.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
n/a

OPTIONS:
1. Recommendation to appoint Mr. Henry McFadden to the Forestry Board.
2. Do not recommend reappointment.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Recommendation to appoint Mr. Henry McFadden to serve on the Forestry Board.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
o Henry McFadden Application Backup Material



. QUESTIONAIRE FOR
BOARD / COMMISSION

PLEASE PRINT

[For all yes/no questions please circle appropriate answer]

Name of Board / Commission to which you wish to be appointed / reappointed:

Airport Commission Economic Development Alliance Board Parks & Recreation Commission
Alcohol & Drug Abuse Commission Fire District 1 Board Planning Commission

Assessment Appeals Board Historical Commission Sheriff Advisory Board

ATAX Commission Library Board Tourism Management Commission

Midway Fire-Rescue Board Zoning Appeals Board

Building Codes Board of Appeals
v~ Other orestiry

i ‘;"Jf’/g/) ref 7 Mltadclop 710

[First] [Middle/Maiden] o [Last]

et 1Y Mahitan Tvave.  Siaedoun, SO L7990

Home Phone: giq 7) 6‘45 "4‘3&% Work Phone: SL;% = 5%9 o (? A0 Cell Phone: Q}LIL._J) ‘[[O/' % 163
Email Address: ’\”\ZW\ 3 /@ ‘ i \«Na ! COVV\

Permanent resident of Georgetown County? (YES// NO Registered Voter in Georgetown County? (_YE )/ NO
Occupation: _| {m\aea? /E\X\/’LX)Q/(L Present Employer: V\\m&’m& foxest /'Pi@du(;’f% [ne.

U [If retired, most recent employer]

Employer Address:

Please indicate which best describes the level of education you last completed:

Some High School High School Graduate/GED K Some College College Graduate

Professional Degree /please specif/]

Do you serve on any other state, county, city, or community boards/commissions, or hold an elected office? Yes/

[If yes, please list]:

Do you have any interest in any business that has, is, or will do business with the County of Georgetown? Yes /@

[If yes, please list]:

Do you have a potential conflict of interest or reason to routinely abstain from voting on this board /commission? Yes @

[f yes, please list]:

Summary of Qualifications or, Experience that you feel would beneficial to this board/commission: ' ,
T have been i e frmber bUsiness {orR 3] years = [ am a busimecs

oty and. hmberland 6tiper + | Hunl Hot pevience. will boe benedicid .

I hereby agree to attend the stated and called meetings of this entity to which I may be appointed and further agree that
should I miss three (3) consecutive meetings or, half the meetings within a six-month period, I will resign my appointment.

Hon z HEW T 2-2-1¥
A

icant Signature Date
NOTE: Applications for service on Georgetown County Boards and Commissions remain on file for 2 years. If you have not been appointed to serve on a
board/commission within that that timeframe you may re-submit your application. Please note that information provided in this application may be
subject to SC Freedom of Information disclosure.

[Please return completed form to Theresa Floyd, Clerk to Council, 716 Prince Street, Georgetown, SC 29440]
(Revised 6-17)



Item Number: 9.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM ’
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL —

Item Type: RESOLUTIONS / PROCLAMATIONS

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Resolution No. 2018-01 - In support of the South Carolina Forestry Commission, South Carolina
Department of Natural Resources, Clemson University, The Nature Conservancy, the South Carolina
Prescribed Fire Council, and others as they strive to provide educational and technical assistance to
landowners through appropriate and continued use of prescribed fire in South Carolina.

CURRENT STATUS:
Pending

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

Prescribed fire, or controlled burns, provide multiple ecological, economic, and cultural benefits to the
citizens of Georgetown County. Prescribed fire is a traditional land management practice and public
safety tool that helps prevent and lessen the severity of wildfires, reducing the loss of private property and
saving lives while acting as a preventive measure saving taxpayers the cost and hazards to local
government’s public safety and fire fighting officials who respond to wildfires.

Prescribed fire is a valuable tool used by forest landowners and managers in reducing hazardous fuels,
reducing the risk of destructive wildfires, preparing sites for both natural and artificial forest regeneration,
improving access to and appearance of land, and controlling detrimental insects and forest diseases, as well
as many other benefits.

Many rural economies depend on prescribed fire to manage habitat for game species such as white-
tailed deer, wild turkey and bobwhite quail whose hunting economy is vital to South Carolina.

The South Carolina Forestry Commission is authorized by various South Carolina state laws to control
wildfires, administer burning laws, and provide other forestry assistance, and the commission promotes
prescribed burning as a valuable forest management tool.

Resolution No. 2018-01 supports the South Carolina Forestry Commission, South Carolina
Department of Natural Resources, Clemson University, The Nature Conservancy, the South Carolina
Prescribed Fire Council, and others as they strive to provide educational and technical assistance to
landowners through appropriate and continued use of prescribed fire in South Carolina.

OPTIONS:
1. Adopt Resolution No. 2018-01.
2. Do not adopt Resolution No. 2018-01.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Adopt Resolution No. 2018-01.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type



0 Resolution No 2018-01 Resolution Letter



Resolution No. 2018-01
of Georgetown County Council

In Support of Prescribed Fire

Whereas, Georgetown County Council recognizes that prescribed fire provides multiple
ecological, economic, and cultural benefits to the citizens of Georgetown County; and

Whereas, prescribed fire is a traditional land management practice and public safety tool that
helps prevent and lessen the severity of wildfires, reducing the loss of private property and
saving lives while acting as a preventive measure saving taxpayers the cost and hazards to local
government’s public safety and fire fighting officials who respond to wildfires; and

Whereas, prescribed fire is a valuable tool used by forest landowners and managers in reducing
hazardous fuels, reducing the risk of destructive wildfires, preparing sites for both natural and
artificial forest regeneration, improving access to and appearance of land, and controlling
detrimental insects and forest diseases; and

Whereas, prescribed fire is used to restore and maintain fire-dependent ecosystems, and to
manage wildlife habitat for many species; and

Whereas, many rural economies depend on prescribed fire to manage habitat for game species
such as white-tailed deer, wild turkey and bobwhite quail whose hunting economy is vital to
South Carolina; and

Whereas, the South Carolina Forestry Commission is authorized by various South Carolina state
laws to control wildfires, administer burning laws, and provide other forestry assistance, and the
commission promotes prescribed burning as a valuable forest management tool; and

Whereas, the South Carolina General Assembly passed the Prescribed Fire Act in 1994
(amended in 2012) defining prescribed fire thus, “Prescribed fire means a controlled fire applied
to forest, brush, or grassland vegetative fuels under specified environmental conditions and
precautions which cause the fire to be confined to a predetermined area and allow
accomplishment of the planned land management objectives. It also is known as controlled
burn."; and

Whereas, prescribed fire practitioners provide public health benefits by burning under carefully
planned weather conditions, reducing the unplanned smoke from wildfires, thus contributing to
the air quality of South Carolina by promoting healthy forests that serve as ““air shed
contributors.”

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Georgetown County Council supports the
appropriate and continued use of prescribed fire in South Carolina;



AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Georgetown County Council supports the South
Carolina Forestry Commission, South Carolina Department of Natural Resources, Clemson
University, The Nature Conservancy, the South Carolina Prescribed Fire Council and others as
they strive to provide educational and technical assistance to landowners in an effort to recognize
the benefits listed above.

SO SHALL IT BE, adopted this 13th Day of February, 2018.

Johnny Morant, Chairman
Georgetown County Council

ATTEST:

Theresa Floyd, Clerk



Item Number: 9.b AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL 7

Item Type: RESOLUTIONS / PROCLAMATIONS

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

RESOLUTION NO. 2018-02 - CERTIFYING TO THE GEORGETOWN COUNTY BOARD OF
VOTER REGISTRATIONAND ELECTIONS APETITION REQUESTING THE CREATION OF
A SPECIAL TAXDISTRICT WITHIN GARDEN CITY, PROVIDING FORAN ELECTIONTO
BE HELD INREFERENCE THERETO.

CURRENT STATUS:
Pending.

OPTIONS:
1. Adoption of Resolution No. 2018-02.
2. Deny adoption of Resolution No. 2018-02.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Adoption of Resolution No. 2018-02.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
B] Resolution No. 2018-02 Resolution Letter



COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )
RESOLUTION

N—

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING TO THE GEORGETOWN COUNTY BOARD OF VOTER
REGISTRATION AND ELECTIONS A PETITION REQUESTING THE CREATION OF A
SPECIAL TAX DISTRICT WITHIN GARDEN CITY, PROVIDING FOR AN ELECTION TO BE
HELD IN REFERENCE THERETO.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 4-9-30(5)(a)(i) of the Code of Laws of South Carolina, County Council
has received a petition (the "Petition") requesting the creation of a special tax district (the "District") in
the Garden City area of the County, said Petition being found and included in the attached Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the Petition contains a description of the boundaries of the proposed District, and requests
the formation of the District in order to impose taxes on all taxable property located within the District in
order to defray the costs of dredging the adjacent canal; and

WHEREAS, Section 4-9-30(5)(a)(i) provides that, when fifteen percent of the electors in a proposed
special tax district sign and present to the county council a petition requesting the creation of a special tax
district, and containing a description of the proposed special tax district, the elector's signature and
address, an election must be held in which a majority of the electors in that area voting in the election
shall approve the creation of the special tax district, the nature of the services to be rendered and the
maximum level of taxes or user service charges, or both, authorized to be levied and collected; and

WHEREAS, Section 4-9-30(5)(a)(i) further provides that, if the county council finds that the petition has
been signed by fifteen percent or more of the electors resident within the area of the proposed special tax
district, it may certify that fact to the county election commission, and upon receipt of a written resolution
certifying that the petition meets the requirements of that section, the county election commission shall
order an election to be held within the area of the proposed special tax district; and

WHEREAS, the Petition presented was reviewed by the Georgetown County Board of Voter
Registration and Elections, which has found that the signatures submitted represent at least fifteen (15)
percent of the electors resident within the proposed District, as set forth in Exhibit A.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in finding that the Petition has been signed by
fifteen percent or more of the electors resident within the area of the proposed special tax district, and
otherwise meets the requirements of Section 4-9-30(5)(a)(i), Georgetown County Council hereby certifies
those facts to the Georgetown County Board of Voter Registration and Elections, and pursuant to Section
4-9-30(5)(a)(i) directs that upon receipt of this Resolution, the Georgetown County Board of Voter
Registration and Elections order the appropriate election to be held within the area of the proposed special
tax district, and upon accomplishment of the same, certify the result of the election to the County Council.

AND IT IS SO RESOLVED.

DM: 5251921 v.1



Dated this day of January, 2018.

GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Johnny Morant, Chairman

Attest:

Theresa Floyd, Clerk to Council

DM: 5251921 v.1



Item Number: 10.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL =

Item Type: THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Ordinance No. 2018-01 - To amend the Future Land Use map to redesignate 13 parcels along
Nelson Drive and Gregory Lane in Murrells Inlet from Medium Density Residential to Public/Semi-
public.

CURRENT STATUS:
The properties are currently designated as medium density residential.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

The Waccamaw Community Hospital applied to rezone 13 parcels in the Eagle Crest Subdivision from
10,000 square foot residential (MR-10) to the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned

Development. On December 21, 2017, the Planning Commission voted to recommend approval for
the proposed rezoning. The Commission also voted to recommend approval for an amendment to the
FLU map from medium density residential to public/semi-public for these parcels. The vote was 7-0 in
favor of the change to the FLU Map.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
Not applicable

OPTIONS:

1. Approve as recommended by PC
2. Deny request

3. Defer action.

4. Remand to PC for further study

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Approve as recommended by PC

ATTORNEY REVIEW:
Yes

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

o Ordinance No. 2018-01 Amendment to FLU Map Ordinance
o WCH comp plan attachments Backup Material



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ORDINANCE NO: 2018-01
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, FUTURE LAND
USE MAP, REGARDING THIRTEEN PARCELS LOCATED ALONG NELSON
DRIVE AND GREGORY LANE IN MURRELLS INLET FROM MEDIUM
DENSITY RESIDENTIAL TO PUBLIC/SEMI PUBLIC (TAX MAP NUMBERS
41-0108-001-22-00 AND 41-0108-001-24-00 THROUGH 41-0108-001-35-00).

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED:

To amend the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use Map, to reflect the
redesignation of tax map parcels 41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00
through 41-0108-001-35-00 from Medium Density Residential to Commercial in
order to include them in the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned

Development.
DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF ,
2017.
(SEAL)
Johnny Morant
Chairman, Georgetown County Council
ATTEST:
Theresa Floyd

Clerk to Council

This Ordinance, No. 2018-01 has been reviewed by me and is hereby approved as to form
and legality.

Wesley P. Bryant
Georgetown County Attorney



First Reading:

Second Reading:

Third Reading:
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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Georgetown County Comprehensive Plan establishes the goals of providing
appropriate arca for residential development; and

WHEREAS, Thomas Bevins of ETS, agent for Georgetown Memorial Hospital, has requested to
rezone approximately 4.6 acres located along Gregory Lane and Nelson Drive in Murrells Jnlet
from 10,000 Square Foot Residential (MR-10) to the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned
Development (TMS # 41-0108-001-22.00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-

35-00 for use as a medical office building and parking; and

WHEREAS, the Future Land Use Map for this area, as contained in the Georgetown County
Commprehensive Plan, designates TMS # 41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-
0168-001-35 for medium density residential development;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Georgetown County Planning Commission
hereby recommends to the Georgetown County Council that Georgetown Future Land Use Map,
North Waccamaw Neek in the Georgetown County Comprehensive Plan be amended to designate
TMS#41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-35 as public/semi-
public.

ADOPTION OF THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION moved by ,
seconded by , and after discussion, upon call vote thereon, the vote

was as follows:

Those in favor —

Those opposed —

Elizabeth Krauss, Chairman
Geoargetown County Planning Commission

ATTEST:

Boyd Johnson, Director of Planning and Code Enforcement
Georgetown County Planning Commission



Item Number: 10.b AGENDA REQUEST FORM ’
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: THIRD READING OF ORDINANCES

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Ordinance No. 2018-02 - To amend the boundary lines of the Waccamaw Community Hospital
Planned Development to allow for future parking and medical offices.

On November 3, 2017, Thomas P. Bevins of ETS as agent for Waccamaw Community Hospital
applied to expand the PD conceptual plan to include approximately 13 parcels of land in the Eagle
Crest subdivision. TMS 41-0108-001-22-00, 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-35-00 and
41-0108-013-01-00. Case Number AMPD 11-17-19403.

CURRENT STATUS:
The Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned Development is located on US Highway 17 By-Pass
and Riverwood Drive; extending across Old Kings Highway in Murrells Inlet.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:
1. The Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned Development was established in March 2000.
In 2005 the PD was amended to include a 11.489 acre parcel on Old Kings Highway north and
south of Pond Road and a 2.88 acre parcel on Highway 17 Bypass north of Riverwood Drive.

2. In March of 2006 the PD was amended in order to develop a 2.88 acre tract on 17 Bypass
and add 15 parcels from the Eagle Crest Subdivision to be utilized for parking and a two story
23,500 square foot service building. The 2.88 acre tract along 17 Bypass was shown as open
space. The request was approved by County Council in April 2006.

3. In August of 2009 the boundaries of the PD were amended to include an additional 1.2
acres (three parcels on Gregory Lane and one parcel north of the existing PD boundary on 17
Bypass.) The amendment included a 90,000 square foot medical office building along with 302
parking spaces and three stormwater ponds. The request was approved by County Council in
February 2010.

4. In July of 2011 the applicant made a request to add approximately 22,300 square feet of
building space to allow for the expansion of the surgery department. The request was approved
with conditions.

5. The current request is to amend the boundaries of the existing PD to include an additional
4.6 acres (six lots on Nelson Drive and 7 lots on Gregory Lane). The 13 parcels are presently
part of the Eagle Crest Subdivision and are currently zoned 10,000 Square Feet Residential
(MR-10).

6. The area referenced above is shown on the attached proposed conceptual plan. A 57,000

square foot medical office building is shown along with parking and one storm water pond. The

~Ar-A I



£oning vradinance requires one space Tor every ZbU square teet of gross floor area tor a
medical office which comes to a total of 228 parking spaces for the proposed 57,000 square
foot building.

7. The following setbacks were previously approved for this PD: a ninety foot setback adjacent
to US Highway 17 Bypass, 10’ side setbacks and 15’ rear setbacks, side setback will increase
at a ratio of 1 foot for each 2.5’ feet of height above 20’, cormner setbacks shall be 50% of the
minimum side setback requirement. The development further requires that no building shall be
closer than 25’ from an external property boundary. The proposed plan shows a 25 foot
setback around the perimeter of the tract. The previously approved plan had a 30%/70%
pervious/impervious ratio. The new plan has a pervious/impervious ratio of 30%/70%.

8. A Level 3 buffer will be required along the proposed northern boundary along Nelson Drive
and adjacent to TMS 41-0108-001-54-00.

9. No wetlands are located on the tract.

10. The plan indicates two access points. Both currently exist in the form of Gregory Lane, a
county maintained road, in which the applicant is proposing to take ownership.

11. The Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use map shows the thirteen parcels along Gregory
Lane and Nelson Drive as medium density residential. All thirteen parcels should be amended
to reflect a Public/Semi Public designation (to match the designation of the current hospital
tract).

12. The proposed use will generate approximately 1,938 trips per day (34 trips per 1000 gross
square feet of building area) based on Appendix A of the Land Development Regulations. This
does not take into account any internal capture or pass by trips. A traffic study was completed
and approved in 2010 for the 2009 amendment. A new traffic study would have to be
completed and approved for this request.

13. The site has been assessed for trees and contains no protected trees. See attached tree
survey.

14. Signage for the new building has not been addressed.

15. Staff recommended approval of the request subject to:
a. A level 3 buffer will be required adjacent to Nelson Drive and TMS 41-0108-001-54-00.
b. Requirement for new construction to meet the same architectural style and materials as
the hospital.
c. Final approval from GCWSD, MI/GC Fire and Georgetown County Stormwater
d. Resolution for amendment to the Future Land Use map from commercial and medium
density residential to public/semi public.
e. A signage package shall comply with sign requirements for the Medical District (MD)
zoning or shall come back as a major change to the PD
f. Approval of a traffic impact analysis by the Planning Commission

16. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on this issue at their December 21st
meeting. Only the applicant came forward to speak and noted that the immediate need was to
expand parking, not construct a building. The Commission voted seven to none to recommend
approval of the request.



FINANCIAL IMPACT:
Not applicable

OPTIONS:

1. Approve as recommended by PC
2. Deny request

3. Approve an amended request

4. Defer action.

5. Remand to PC for further study

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Recommendation for 3rd reading approval of Ordinance No. 2018-02 (as previously amended by
County Council at 2nd reading).

ATTORNEY REVIEW:
Yes

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
o Ordinance No 2018-02 AMENDED for 2nd Reading Ordinance
o Waccamaw Community Hospital attachments Backup Material



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ORDINANCE NO. 2018-02
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )

AN ORDINANCE TO REZONE THIRTEEN PARCELS LOCATED ALONG
NELSON DRIVE AND GREGORY LANE IN MURRELLS INLET FROM 10,000
SQUARE FEET RESIDENTIAL (MR-10) TO THE WACCAMAW COMMUNITY
HOSPITAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD) TO ALLOW FOR A MEDICAL
OFFICE BUILDING AND ASSOCIATED PARKING (TAX MAP NUMBERS 41-
0108-001-22-00 AND 41-0108-001-24-00 THROUGH 41-0108-001-35-00).

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED THAT TMS PARCELS 41-0108-001-22-00 AND 41-0108-001-24-00
THROUGH 41-0108-001-35-00 BE REZONED FROM 10,000 SQUARE FEET
(MR-10) TO THE WACCAMAW COMMUNITY HOSPITAL PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT PD, AND

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS
OF GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED THAT THE CONCEPTUAL PLAN FOR THE WACCAMAW
COMMUNITY HOSPITAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT BE AMENDED AS
SHOWN ON THE ATTACHED PLAN TITLED “WACCHAMAW COMMUNITY
HOSPITAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT - REVISED
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN” DATED DECEMBER 6, 2017 WITH THE
FOLLOWING CONDITIONS AND ELABORATIONS:

1. A level 3 buffer will be required adjacent to Nelson Drive and TMS# 41-
0108-001-54-00.

2. Requirement for new construction to meet the same architectural style and
materials as the hospital.

3. Final approval from GCWSD, MI/GC Fire and Georgetown County
Stormwater.

4. Resolution for amendment to the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use Map
from medium density residential to public/semi public.

5. A signage package shall comply with sign requirements for the Medical
District (MD) zoning or shall come back as a major change to the PD.

6. Approval of a traffic impact analysis by the Planning Commission before a

building permit is issued for a new building to be located on the subject
rezoned property.

DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF
2018.




(SEAL)

Johnny Morant
Chairman, Georgetown County Council

ATTEST:

Theresa Floyd
Clerk to Council

This Ordinance, has been reviewed by me and is hereby approved as to form
and legality.

Wesley P. Bryant
Georgetown County Attorney

First Reading:

Second Reading:

Third Reading:
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129 Secreven St. Suite 222
Post Office Drawer 421270
Georgetown, S, C. 29440
Phone: 843-545-3153
Fax: 843-545-3299

APPLICATION TO AMEND A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD)

COMPLETED APPLICATIONS MUST BE SUBMITTED ALONG WwITH THE
REQUIRED FEE, AT LEAST FORTY-FIVE (45) DAYS PRIOR TO A PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING.

Piease note this approval applies to this particular property only.

Name of Planned Development: Waccameiw Community Hospital PDD

Regulation to which you arg requesting an amendment (check applicable):
() Sethack — Complete SECTION B: SETBACK AMENDMENT
Signage — Complete SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT
& Sité Plan— Complete SECTION D: SIT ¥ PLAN AMENDMENT .
() Qther:

ATl Apphcants must complete SECTION A: APPLICANT INFORMATION

SECTION A: APPLICANT ]_NFORMATION

Property Tnformation:
SEE ATTACHED LIST

____.____,,_M_'_____#__#.____r__#_____ﬁ.________

TMS Number:
(include all affected parcels)

Street Address: 4070 Highway 17 ByPass ,

e

City { State / Zip Code: Murrells Iniet, §C 29576

e e

Lot/ Block/ Number:

Byisting Use: CommerciaiMedical and Residential Lots

2 - - T—/—f_,_.————‘_’—#— - — i ————
PD Amengment
Revised 06/11

page 1 of3




Proposed Use: Fuiure parking and medical offices

Commercial Acreage: 4.6 Ac Residential Acreage:

Property Owner of Record:

Narne: Georgetown Memorial Hospital

Address: POB 1718
City/ State/ Zip Code: Georgetown, SC 29442

843 520 8238

Telephone/Fax:

E-Mail: RSoﬁy@t;delandshealth.o‘rg

Signature of Owner / Date:

Contact Information:

Mr. Rod Softy

Name:

e ——

Address: POB 1718 7

Phone / B-Mait: 843 520 8238/ RSofty@tidelandshealth.org

[ have appointed the individual or firm listed below as my representative in conjunction -
with this maiter related to the Planning Commission of proposed new constructiosn or

improvetments {0 the structures on my property.

Agent of Owner:

Thomas Bevins, PE; ETS
Name: _ , e —

POBox 2040

Address:

City / State / Zip Code: Paw\eysrls!and,, sC 29585

843 237 3002 office/843 237 2269 fax

e

Telephone/Fax:

& vail; (DeVins@etsengineers o

Signature of Agent/ Date® ! e
Thomas Bavins 2R 5 "[ 1
Signature of Qwnet MDate: /I~ FEF MJJ ‘4‘ % é&
ionﬂaqemeﬂti ysterh Development; Tidelands Health

PD Amendment
Revised 06/1!
Page 2ol 5




Fee Schedule: $250.00 plus $10.00 per Residential acre OF $25.,00 per Commereial

acre.
Adjacent Property Owoers Tnformation required:

1. The persen requesting the amendment T0 she Zoning Map OF Zoning Text
mmust submit to the Planning office, at the time of application submittal,
stamped envelopes addressed with name of each tesident within Four

Hundred Feet (400) of the subject propesty- The following returit address
must  appeat  Oh the envelops: “Georgetown. County Planning
Commission, 129 Sereven St. Suite 222, CGeorgetown, SC 294407

2. A list of all persons (and related Tax Map Numpars) to whom envelopes
were addressed 10 must also accompany the application.

It is urderstood by the undersigned that while this application wl] be carefully reviewed
and considered, the buarden of proving the need for the proposed smendment 1ests with
the applicant.

Please submit this completed application and appropriate fee to Georgetown County
Plapning Division at 129 Screven St. Quite 222, Georgeiows, g, (. 29440, If you need
any additional assistance, please call our office at §43-545-3158.

Gite visits to the property, by County employees, are essential to process this
application. The owner\applicant 25 listed above, hereby authorize County
employees t0 visit and phutﬂgraph this site as part of the application process.

A sign will to be placed on your property informing residents of an upcoming
meefing concerning this pariicular property. This sign beloogs {0 Georgetown
County and will be picked up from your property within five (5) days of the
hearing.

All information contained in this application is public record and is available to the
general public.

TION B: SET BACK AMENDMENT

SEC

Please supply the following information regarding your yeguest:

s List any extraordinaly and exceptional condiitons pertaining o yout particular
piece of property.

Mﬂ/’—ﬂ

s Do these conditions exists on other properties else where in the PD?

e

0 Amendinent
Revised 06/11
Page 30f 5




s Amending this portion of the text will not cause undue hardship on adjacent
property Owners.

Ty

e

Submittal requirements: 12 copies of 11 x 17 plans

o A scaled site plan indicating the existing conditicns and proposed additions.

o TElevations of the proposal (if applcable).

o Letter of approval from homeowners association (if applicable).

SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT

Reason for amendment request:

Number of signs existing currently on site

Square footage of existing sign(s}

Number of Proposed signs:

Square footage of the proposed sign(s)

Submiital requirements:
¢ Proposed text for signage requirements.
s 12 copies (11 x17) of proposed sign image.
o Site plan indicating placement of the proposed sign{s).
o FElevations.

e Letier from POA or HOA (if applicable)

SECTION D: SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
Amend existing PDD to add approx.

Proposed amendment request:

4.6 acres of land area.

P Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page dof 5




_ Allow for expansion of parking and
Reason for amendment request: P P J

medical services provided in existing PDD

Submittal reguirements:
s 12 copies of existing site plan.
o 17 copies of proposed site plan.

e Revised calculations (calculaiions may include density, parking requirements,
open space, pervious/impervious ratio, efc.).

PD Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 5of5




Engineering anel Technical Services, Inc.

-,

November 3, 2017

Geord

atown County Department of Planning & Gode Enforcement

199 Sgraven atreet, Suite 222
PQ Drawet 424270
Georgetown, SC 29440

AMttention:  Ms. Holly Richardson, Chief Planner

Reference:  Waccamaw Community Hospital

Amendment to Existing Planned Development District (PD)
Georgetown County, South Carolina

Dear Ms. Richardson:

The above referenced projectis submiited to your staff for an amendment to an existing
Planned Development District (PD). The subject tract is located on the west side of US
Highway 17 Bypass and adjacent to Old Kings Highway and Gregory Land in Murrells

inlet, Georgetown Gounty, Sputh Carolina.

The following information is pravided:

1.

- PUrpose:

Amend the sxisting VWaccamaw Community Hospital Planned Development
District. itis purposed to add approximately 4.6 acres of land 10 the existing PD.

Property Qwnen

Georgetown Memarial Hospital
Post Gifice Drawer 1718
Georgetown, SO 29442
(843) 520-8238
Applicant:

Tidelands Heallh

Post Office BoX 1718
Georgstown, SC 29442
(843) 520-8238 - voice
(843) 520-8365 — fax
Attn: Mr. Rod Softy

Pawleys Business Centér = 58 Centermarsh Lane ® PO. Box 2040 ° Pawleys Island, SC 29585

(843) 237-3 002« Fax (843) 23 7-2269 ¢ I?tfp://ﬂww.efsengme_ers‘com




Waccamaw Community Hospital PD {(Cont)
Novembear 3, 2017
Page 2

Agent of Owner:

Mr. Thomas P. Bevins
ETS

POB 2040

Pawleys lstand, 5C 29585
(843) 237-3002

Phase/Stage!

Waccamaw Community Hospital (PD)
Revised Conceptual Plan

Area

Waccamaw Community Hospital (PD)
Existing Area of PD = 20.5

Proposed to add approximately 4.6 Acres
Total New Area of PD = 25.1 Acres
Density: '

NIA, commercialimedical compiex.
See attached Revised GConceptual Plan.

Types of Uses:

Haospital
Parking
Medical Office Complex

Attached as a part of this request are the following items:

mo oW

Five (6) copies of a Revised Conceptual Plan.

Appﬁcaﬂon to Amend a Planned Development (PO}

Check for $3585.00 to cover the fee for the rezoning.

List of adiacent property owners within 400 fest of the project,

Envelopes prepared with printed malling 1abels and postage for adjacent property

OWNEers.




Waccamaw Community Hospital PD (Cont)
November 3, 2017
Page 3

If you have any qguestions or comments please contact ime.

Sincerely,

e

Engineering and Technical Services, Inc.
Thomas P. Bevins, P.E.

co; Mr. Rod Softy; Tidelands Health
ETS-2017028




Attachment to Application to Amend a Planned Development; Section A-List of Affected Parcels

# ITMS INamel Name2 |Adressl Adress2 |City State|Zip

1 141-0108-001-22-00 .GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL 606 BLACK RIVER RD GEORGETOWN ST |28440

2 ?41«0108—0@1‘-24-00 GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GEORGETOWN SC |29442-1718
3 [41-0108-001-25-00 |GEQRGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GECRGETOWN 5C 128442-1718
4 141-0108-001-26-00 IGEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GECRGETOWN SC |28442-1718
5 (41-0108-001-27-00 |{GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GEORGETOWN SC 1294421718
5 141-0108-001-28-00 |GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GEORGETOWN S5C  |29442

7 |41-0108-001-25-00 |GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 1718 GFORGETQWN IS¢ 29442

g |41-0108-001-30-00 |GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421738 GEQRGETOWN  {SC  |29440-1718
9 |41-0108-001-31-00 |GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GEORGETOWN SC  |28440-1718
1¢ |41-0108-001-32-00 |GEORGETOWN MEMDRIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GEORGETOWN SC 125442-1718
11 |41-0108-001-33-00 |GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GEQRGETOWN SC  |28440-1718
12 [41-0108-001-34-D0 |PRINCE SHIRLEY C IR LANTERN LIGHT TRAIL CARTERSVILLE GA 130120

13 (41-0108-001-33-00 |GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PO BOX 421718 GEQRGETOWN SC 1284421718
14 ‘41-0108*013-01-00 GEORGETOWN MEMORIAL MOSPITAL PO BOK 421718 GEQRGETCWN iSC 28442-1718

WACCAMAW COMMUNITY HOSPITAL PDD AMENDMENT 11/02/17
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RESCLUTION

WHEREAS, the Georgetown County Comprehensive Plan establishes the goals of providing
appropriate arca Tor residential development; and

WHEREAS, Thomas Bevins of ETS, agent for Georgetown Memoria! Hospital, has requested to
rezone approximately 4.6 acres located along Gregory Lane and Nelson Drive in Murrells Inlet
from 10,000 Square Foot Residential (MR-10) to the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned
Development (TMS # 41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-

35-00 for use as a medical office building and parking; and

WHEREAS, the Future Land Use Map for this area, as contained in the Georgetown County
Comprehensive Plan, designates TMS # 41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-
0108-001-35 for medium density residential development;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Georgetown County Planning Commission
hereby recommends to the Georgetown County Council that Georgetown Future Land Use Map,
North Waccamaw Neck in the Georgetown County Comprehensive Plan be amended to designate
TMS#41-0108-001-22-00 and 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-35 as public/semi-
public.

ADOPTION OF THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION moved by ,
seconded by , and after discussion, upon call vote thereon, the vote

was as follows:

Those in favor —

Those opposed —

Elizabeth Krauss, Chairman
Georgetown County Planning Comumission

ATTEST:

Boyd Johnson, Director of Planning and Code Enforcement
Georgetown County Planning Commission




NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Planning Commission will consider a request from Thomas Bevins of ETS, as agent
for Rod Softy with Georgetown Memorial Hospital to amend the boundary lines of the
Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned Development to atlow for future parking and medical
offices. The property is located at 4070 Highway 17 Bypass in Murrells Inlet. TMS 41-0108-
001-22-00, 41-0108-001-24-00 through 41-0108-001-35-00 and 41-0108-013-01-00. Case
Number AMPD 11-17-19403.

The Planning Commission will be reviewing this request on Thursday, December ‘21,
2017 at 5:30 p.m. in the Georgetown County Council Chambers entering at 129 Screven
Street in Georgetown, South Carolina.

If you wish to make public comments on this request, you are invited to attend this

meeting. If you cannot attend and wish to comment please submit written comment to:

Georgetown County Planning Commission
PO Drawer 421270
Geovgetown, South Carolina 29442
Telephone (843) 545-3158
Fax (843) 545-3299

E-mail: tcoleman(@gtcounty.org




Item Number: 11.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM ;
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL

Item Type: SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Ordinance No. 2018-03 - To amend the Marlin Quay Planned Development to allow for redevelopment of
the Marlin Quay Marina Store/Restaurant.

On November 3, 2017, Dan Stacy of Oxner and Stacy, as agent for Palmetto Industrial Development,
LLC, applied to amend the Marlin Quay PD as a major change to allow for redevelopment of a marina
store and restaurant. According to the application, the owner has brought this request before both
Planning and County Council as a means to bring finality to the matter and allow reconstruction of the
business, although they continue to assert that the proposal is a minor change to the PD.

CURRENT STATUS:

On June 15, 2016 Planning staff determined that a request from Palmetto Industrial Development LLC,
owner of Marlin Quay Bar and Grill and Ship’s Store would be reviewed as a minor change to the Planned
Development. The County issued a permit on November 7, 2016 for construction to begin. The
Gulfstream Café Inc, an adjacent property owner also located in the Marlin Quay PD appealed staff’s
decision to the Zoning Board of Appeals. The appellant asserted that the proposed development should
be reviewed as a major change to the PD. The ZBA upheld staff’s decision at their February 2, 2017
meeting. This case was appealed to Circuit Court and the County won the appeal. The appellant now
has a motion to reconsider pending before the court.

The applicant (Palmetto Industrial Development LLC) then applied for a second permit for a modified
structure that did not affect the parking layout of the PD. The original permit was then voided by the
County and a new permit was issued on September 15, 2017. Gulf Stream Café, Inc. then again
appealed asserting that the submission should be reviewed as a major change to the PD. A “stay” was
placed on the new permit based on the appeal. The ZBA upheld staff’s decision a second time at their
November 2, 2017 meeting.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

1. The PD was approved in July of 1982 for condominiums, a restaurant and a marina. No setbacks
were provided. The PD was amended numerous times to include additional uses and amendments
to the original layout.

2. Prior to November of 2016 the Marlin Quay Marina Restaurant and Store were located on the
property line between TMS 41-0129-002-00-00 which they own and TMS 41-0128-032-00-00
owned by the Marlin Quay Homeowners Association. The property owner had a long term lease for
the section of their building on the condo association property. The owner inquired about
demolishing the existing building in order to reconstruct a new building wholly on the owner’s
property. After significant negotiations with the condo HOA, their board agreed to allow the
demolition. A demolition permit was issued on November 1, 2016. According to an email from the
property owner’s representative, the building contained a total of 4,603 square feet at that time.

The owner then requested approval to reconstruct the restaurant and ship’s store.
3. Staff reviewed the property owner’s request based on Section 619.3 of the Zoning Ordinance

ranardinn rhannac and madifiratinne tn a Plannad Navalnanmant KQtaff anraad that tha etriirctiira
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could be rebuilt on its new location wholly on the owner’s property based on the requirements of
619.3. The square footage of the building would not be increased, the uses would not change and
issue of having a building located over a property line would be corrected. The Planned
Development had no architectural standards. The findings apply to both the initial Permit 22237
(now voided) and the current Permit 24494.

4. The applicant’s current request is for a 4,598 square foot building containing both a restaurant and a
store. The restaurant contains 1,891 square feet of heated space and the retail/marina portion
contains 2,018 square feet. The restaurant also contains 3,112 square feet of outdoor eating and
circulation area.

5. The parking layout for the site will not be changed with the exception of three additional compact
spaces to be located underneath the proposed building. The number of parking spaces provided
exceed the Zoning Ordinance requirement for the proposed building of 51 spaces for a total of 62
spaces. The parking lot is also utilized by the Gulf Stream Café and the marina. The heated
square footage of the proposed building is less than the previous building. (4,598 SF vs 4,603
SF).

6. The amount of pervious/impervious space on the site will not be affected. The County’s
Stormwater Department did not require a review of the redevelopment based on the lack of
increased impervious space.

7. The PD was originally approved with a 60 foot height limit for condominiums and a 35 foot height

limit for commercial uses. The property is located in a VE-16 flood zone. The previous building

did not meet current flood requirements. Any new structure must be elevated to meet the County’s

flood ordinance requirements. Section 619.4 of the PD section of the Zoning Ordinance requires

compliance with height requirements found elsewhere in the ordinance which includes Section 806

allowing for increased heights in flood zones. The proposed structure complies with the 45 foot

height requirement at the midpoint of the roof.

No new signage has been proposed for the building at this time.

Staff recommended approval for this request based on the proposed replacement of an existing

use/structure with one that complies with current flood ordinance requirements and resolves the

issue of having a building located over a property line.

10. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on this issue at their December 21st meeting. 11
came forward to speak. Off the 11, 9 supported the amendment request. The Commission voted 6
to 1 to recommend approval for the request as recommended by staff with the added condition that
total seating not exceed 110.

© ®

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
Not applicable

OPTIONS:

1. Approve as recommended by PC
2. Deny request

3. Defer action

4. Remand to PC for further study

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Approved as recommended by PC. Planning Commission added the condition that total seating remain

at a capacity of 110.

ATTORNEY REVIEW:
Yes

ATTACHMENTS:
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Description

Ordinance No 2018-03 To Amend Marlin Quay
Marlin Quay attachments

Marlin Quay Correspondence Part |
Marlin Quay Correspondence Part Il
Marlin Quay Correspondence Part 11|
MQ Exhibits for ZBA Part 1

MQ Exhibits for ZBA Part Il

MQ Correspondence

G Redman Handout 010918

MQ Correspondence 011018

MQ Correspondence 012218

Type
Ordinance
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ORDINANCE NO. 2018-03
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE MARLIN QUAY PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT (PD) TO ALLOW FOR REDEVELOPMENT OF THE
MARLIN QUAY/MARINA STORE/RESTAURANT

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED THAT THE MARLIN QUAY PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD)
BE AMENDED TO ALLOW FOR REDEVELOPMENT OF THE MARLIN
QUAY/MARINA STORE/RESTAUARANT AS SHOWN ON THE ATTACHED
SITE PLAN NUMBERED “AS101” WITH THE FOLLOWING
ELABORATIONS:

- Heated square feet for the new structure will not exceed 4,598.

- 62 parking spaces will be provided including three compact spaces to be located
underneath the new structure.

- The structure will not exceed a 45 foot height limit measured at the midpoint of the
roof.

- The total seating capacity shall not exceed 110 persons.

DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF
2018.

(SEAL)

Johnny Morant
Chairman, Georgetown County Council

ATTEST:

Theresa Floyd
Clerk to Council



This Ordinance, No. 2018-03 has been reviewed by me and is hereby approved as to form
and legality.

Wesley P. Bryant
Georgetown County Attorney

First Reading:

Second Reading:

Third Reading:




129 Screven St. Suite 222
Post Office Drawer 421270
Georgetown, S. C. 29440
Phone: 843-545-3158
Fax: 843-545-3299

APPLICATION TO AMEND A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD)
COMPLETED APPLICATIONS MUST BE SUBMITTED ALONG WITH THE
REQUIRED FEE, AT LEAST FORTY-FIVE (45) DAYS PRIOR TO A PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING.

Please note this approval applies to this particular property only.

Name of Planned Development: Marlin Quay

Regulation to which you are requesting an amendment (check applicable:
()  Setback — Complete SECTION B: SETBACK AMENDMENT
()  Signage — Complete SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT
() Site Plan — Complete SECTION D: SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
(x)  Other:_Change of Building Location

All Applicants must complete SECTION A: APPLICANT INFORMATION

SECTION A: APPLICANT INFORMATION
Property Information:

TMS Number: 41-0129-002-00-00
(Include all affected parcels)

Street Address: 1508 South Waccamag Drive

City / State / Zip Code: _ Murrells Inlet, South Carolina 29576

Lot/ Block / Number: _ Tract 3, Plat Book 6 @ Page 214

Existing Use:  Marina Slips, Store & Restaurant

PD Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 1 0of 5




Proposed Use: Marina Slips.Store / Reatial / Restaurant

Commercial Acreage: 10 Acres +/- Residential Acreage: O

Property Owner of Record:

Name: Palmetto Industrial Development, LIC

Address: 611 West Palmetto Street,

City/ State/ Zip Code:  Florence, South Carolina 29501

Telephone/Fax: 843~669-7044

E-Mail: marklawhon(@mail.com

Signature of Owner / Date:

lade [ns  1/03]1

Contact Information:

Name: D, Mark Lawhon

- Address: 611 West Palmetto Street, Florence, South Carolina 29501

Phone / BE-Mail:  843-669-7044 / marklawhon@mail.com

I have appointed the individual or firm listed below as my representative in conjunction
. with this matter related to the Planning Commission of proposed new construction or
improvements to the structures on my property.

Agent of Owner:

Name: Daniel W. Stacy, Jr. - Oxner & Stacy, P.A.

Address: 90 Wall Street / Unit B

Clty / State / le Code: Pawleys Island, South Carolina 29585

843-235-6747 [ 843-235-6650

Telephone/Fax:

E-Mail: dstacy@oxmerandstacy.com

ﬂJSﬁ?

M//@L wls/iy

Signature of Agent/ Date:

Signature of Owner /Date:

P} Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 2 of 5



Fee Schedule: $250.00 plus $10.00 per Residential acre or $25.00 per Commercial
acre.
Adjacent Property Owners Information required:

1. The person requesting the amendment to the Zoning Map or Zoning Text
must submit to the Planning office, at the fime of application submittal,
stamped envelopes addressed with name of each resident within Four
Hundred Feet (400} of the subject property. The following return address
must appear on the envelope: “Georgetown County Planning
Commission, 129 Screven St. Suite 222, Georgetown, SC 29449,”

2. A list of all persons (and related Tax Map Numbers) to whom envelopes
were addressed to must also accompany the application.

It is understood by the undersigned that while this application will be carefully reviewed
and considered, the burden of proving the need for the proposed amendment rests with
the applicant.

Please submit this completed application and appropriate fee to Georgetown County
Planning Division at 129 Screven 5t. Suite 222, Georgetown, S. C. 29440. If you need
any additional assistance, please call our office at 843-545-3158,

Site visits to the property, by County employees, are essential to process this
application. The owner\applicant as listed above, hereby authorize County
employees to visit and photograph this site as part of the application process.

A sign will to be placed on your property informing residents of an upcoming
meeting concerning this particular property. This sign belongs to Georgetown
County and will be picked uwp from your property within five (5) days of the
hearing.

All information contained in this application is public record and is available to the
general pablic.

SECTION B: SETBACK AMENDMENT

Please supply the following information regarding your request:

e List any extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to your particular
piece of property.

@ Do these conditions exists on other properties ¢lse where in the PD?

PD Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 3 of 5



e Amending this portion of the text will not cause undue hardship on adjacent
property owners.

Submittal requirements: 12 copies of 11 x 17 plans
¢ A scaled site plan indicating the existing conditions and proposed additions.
s Elevations of the proposal (if applicable).

e Letter of approval from homeowners association (if applicable).

SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT

Reason for amendment request:

Number of signs existing currently on site

Square footage of existing sign(s)

Number of Proposed signs:

Square footage of the proposed sign(s)

Submittal requirements:

e Proposed text for signage requirements.

@

12 copies (11 x 17) of proposed sign image.

@

Site plan indicating placement of the proposed sign(s).

Elevations.

&

@

Letter from POA or HOA (if applicable)

SECTION D: SITE PIAN AMENDMENT

Proposed amendment request:_ To approve the plans for the proposed

redevelopment of the Marlin Quay Marina Store / Restaurant operation as an

approved "Major Change" to the Marlin Quay ‘Plamed Development:-.

PD Amendment
Revigsed 06/11
Page 4 of 5




Reason for amendment request: See Attached

Submittal requirements:
e 12 copies of existing site plan.

e 12 copies of proposed site plan.

e Revised calculations {calculations may include density, parking requirements,

open space, pervious/impervious ratio, etc.).

PE Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 5 of 5



Reason for amendment request

Applicant previously brought the first version of proposed project in to County staff and
requested a determination that the proposed change was a “minor change” to the Marlin Quay PD.
Staff concurred and approved the change as a “minor change”. The Gulfstream Café, adjacent to
the project, appealed the staff’s interpretation of the change as a minor change to the Georgetown
County Zoning Board of Appeals. At the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting, the Zoning Board of
Appeals agreed unanimously with staff that the approved minor change was, in fact, in compliance
with the zoning ordinance, and upheld staff determination that the new building was a minor
change.

The Gulistream Café, being dissatisfied with that result, appealed to the Circuit Court of
the State of South Carolina. The Circuit Court ruled again with the Zoning Board of Appeals and
with Zoning staff of Georgetown County that the proposed change was a Minor Change. In order
to move forward with the project, the Applicant modified the plans for the building so as to not
interfere with the existing parking lot over which The Gulfstream Café has an easement. The
Applicant intends to build a similar building of substantially the same size as the original building
and the first proposed revision, but modify the configuration of said building fo be wholly within
the confines of property owned by the Applicant and not interfering with the parking lot over which
The Gulfstream Café has a parking easement.

This proposed change produced another appeal to the Zoning Board of Appeals from The
Gulfstream Café, which the Zoning Board of Appeals again unanimously upheld staff
determination on November 2, 2017. Based on past conduct by The Gulfstream Café, we
anticipate an additional appeal of the ruling of the Zoning Board of Appeals back to Circuit Court
and ultimately to the Court of Appeals. Applicant has elected to move forward with this
application as a “Major Change” to the Planning Commission such that if the Planning
Commission approves this as a “major change” and County Council approves this as a “major
change”, the ongoing litigation will simply cease and there will be no further legal basis for The
Gulfstream Café to continue its appeals. Your staff has vetted this issue thoroughly and has
approved this project twice.

While we and your staff believe the project is compliant as a Minor Change, we respectfully
ask the Planning Commission to give a favorable recommendation as a Major Change simply as a
means to bring finality to this matter and allow the Applicant to rebuild his business.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Planning Commission will consider a request from Dan Stacy of Oxner and Stacy, as
agent for Dr. Mark Lawhon of Palmetto Industrial Development, LLC to amend the Marlin Quay
Planned Development fo allow for the redevelopment of the Marlin Quay Marina
Store/Restaurant. The property is located at 1508 South Waccamaw Drive in Murrells Inlet.
TMS 41-0129-002-00-00. Case Number AMPD 11-17-193693.

The Planning Commission will be reviewing this request on Thursday, December 21,
2017 at 5:30 p.m. "m the Georgetown County Council Chambers entering at 129 Screven
Street in Georgetown, South Carolina.

If you wish to make public comments on this request, you are invited to attend this

meeting. If you cannot attend and wish to comment please submit written comment to:

Georgetown County Planning Commission
PO Drawer 421270
Georgetown, South Carolina 29442
Telephone (843) 545-3158
Fax (843) 545-3299

E-mail: tcoleman@gteounty.org




Tiffany Coleman

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolidoc@hotmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 16, 2017 7:52 PM

To: Tiffany Coleman

Cc: 101; 102; atimmons@southatlantichank.com; 104; 105; 106; 201; 202; 203, 204; 206; 301,

302; 303; 304; 305; 306; 401; Kathy (kathleen) Greiner; 404; 405; Larry Collins; Ed Norris;
503; 504; 505, Carolyn Bryant;, Nancy Gardner; 507

Subject: Planning Commission Public Hearing, 12/21/17, Public Comments
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Mr. Coleman:

This comment letter is in response to a Notice of Public Hearing for a proposed amendment of the Marlin Quay Planned
Development to allow for the redevelopment of the Marlin Quay Marina Store/Restaurant, TMS 41-0129-002-00-00,
case number AMPD 11-17-193693 which was forwarded by Nancy Gardner of Surfside Realty Company as Assistant
Community Manager of Marlin Quay HOA, Inc. and as an attachment to her e-malil of December 8, 2017.

tam unable to attend the hearing on 12/21/17, so am submitting this letter. | am still concerned that we have not
received information as to the proposed height of this new construction. (In a previous hearing on February 2,
2017, before the Georgetown Planning Commission, it was decided by your Commission that the proposed changes
were “minor” and NOT “major”} but it now seems that your Commission is proceeding with this hearing as a “major
change.” | would like to state for the record that | felt it was MAIJOR the first time, since that proposed building was
going to be over 10,000 square feet instead of the original 4,653 square feet and not on the same footprint!

The first building of Marlin Quay {North of the proposed construction}, and which contains 30 condos next to the
proposed new construction will surely be impacted in view, noise, congestion and property values by Palmetto Industrial
Development, LLC. Since | own two condos in Marlin Quay {2 out of 30 units) naturally, | am concerned about what is
being planned, but uninformed as to what Palmetto industrial Development is actually planning. Ali 30 units of the
adjacent condos pay taxes to Georgetown County. | am most concerned as to what will happen to the view from our
building with the proposed new construction. At the 2/2/17 hearing, it was discussed by Dr. Lawhon's attorney that a
“tower” was planned and further discussion then led to a pronouncement that “towers” were not under ANY height
restriction whatsoever. Also at that hearing comments were taken PRIOR to the presentation of blueprints which was
quite baffling.

It is my understanding that an Application to Amend a Planned Development requires notice to EACH resident within
400’ of subject property. At least that is what | understood under Section 609.202 of the Building Code.

| petition your Commission to take the above into account before making any decision. A red line outlining the property
in question on a drawing attached to your Notice of Public Hearing is very inadequate for proximate homeowners. As
taxpayers we need to have our condos protected. 1 personally would welcome a development next door as long as it
does NOT interfere with cur view, or detract from our property.

Thank you for your anticipated attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

Constance A. Lowery

Owner, Units 501 and 205, Marlin Quay

Mailing address: 1181 Crooked Oak Drive, Pawleys Island, 5C 29585

1




Snail mail to Carl Gibson, 403

Sent from Mail for Windows 10”



Tiffany Coleman

From: Ed Norris <enorris@thebuildingcenterinc.com>
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2017 1:26 PM

To: Tiffany Coleman

Cc: Ed Norris

Subject: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina & Restaurant

Mr. Coleman

This email is in reference to the above proposed building. | have been a residence of the Peninsula since the late 70's, |
live at 2236 Oyster Cove Cir. and also have a condo at Marlin Quay. | have been a patron of the marina for a long time,
and consider it a plus for our area.

| will be unable to attend the hearing on 12/21/2017, but please accept this email as to my concerns on this matter.
This area is already stressed for parking the way it is, unless Georgetown County is willing to furnish traffic control for
this area on a consistent basis, then | find it hard to believe you can cram anymore activity into this area. This area is the
narrowest area between the Inlet and the ocean, according to Google Earth it's only 450'. All the ocean front houses
and condos are jammed up next to the street as are everything on the opposite side of the street.

Between 3:30 PM until 12:30 AM the parking lots are packed and folks double parked on the sidewalk and street, and
that's just from the adjoining restaurant (Gulf Stream). This has been a shared parking lot for years and seems to work
about 60% of the time. | notice that on the plans they are stating that they exceed the parking requirements, maybe so
from their point of view but Gulf Stream was required to have parking when it was built, and half of this space was for
their use. This parking is being counted twice, myself being an unlimited GC have never been able to get that over on
any municipality.

Also the county has a public beach access directly across from the marina, which adds to the parking problems.

Add a fishing tournament about twice a year (which | normally participate) the tent alone takes up about half the
parking spaces. These tournaments create a hardship and traffic issue for all the residence south of there, but it's only
several times a year. If you allow the additional 3rd floor space for this new restaurant than you are going to create a
daily issue for all of us that live south of this area. So as a local resident | would NOT be in favor of the extra level on the
marina.

| think you need to weigh how much extra manpower and money this is going to cost Georgetown County to police the
traffic and disturbance in this part of the county.

Regards
Ed Norris

Ed Norris

THE
BUILDING
CENTER, INC.

SERVICE YOU CAN BUILD ON

enorris@thebuildingcenterinc.com
m: 704-604-1065 p: 704-889-8792
www.thebuildingcenterine.com

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to
whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message
contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named addressee you
should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have received
this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that
disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.
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Tiffany Coleman

From: Kim <taser7272@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, December 18, 2017 6:39 PM
To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: Marlin Quay Marina Building

Follow Up Fiag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Mr. Coleman,

| am a property owner at Marlin Quay Condominium. | own a unit on the 4th floor. | am also concerned with the height of
the proposed building before the counsel. Not only do | think the height of the building is excessive but | feel that it will
obstruct at least 20-25 units in our building from having a view. All of the units in our building pay a lot of taxes to
Georgetown county for property taxes and should not be overshadowed by the proposed building. The backside of this
building is nothing more than a 50" wall. | am sure that this will devalue all of our properties and probably make our
property impossible to sell.

| am not opposed to the development of the Marlin Quay Marina Store but | feel that careful consideration should be given
to the existing property owners investment at Marlin Quay Condominiums. | also was under the impression that only a
minor improvement was to be made on this property and this seems to be a Major improvement and doesn't come close
to having the same footprint.

| can not attend the meeting and would like for you to consider this my opposition to the plans as submitted.

Thanks for your consideration,

Kim Angel

336-382-1522
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Tiffany Coleman

From: Hotlly Richardson
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 2:10 PM
To: Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW; Marlin Quay

From: Britteny Ard [mailto:brittenyard@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 1,24 PM

To: Holly Richardsan <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay

Dear Georgetown County,
I am writing to say I fully support Marlin Quay Marina restaurant and store. 1 visit the inlet multiple times a

year and T always go to this place. It has not been the same. We need this building.
Thank you
Britteny Ard




Debbie Lutz

1398 Basin Drive
Unit 201
Murrells Inlet

December 20%, 2017

Dear Mr. Johnson & members of the Planning Commission,

My Name is Debbie Lutz. My husband Dan and | are homeowners at Marlin Quay
Condomiuns. We own unit 201. We will be unable to attend the hearing being held on
December 21° so we’re sending this letter to express our concerns on this matter.

Our concerns are twofold. We purchased our home in October of 2014. We bought this
Condo for 2 main reasons the spectacular views and the location. From our living room
and balcony, we have year-round sunset views of the marsh & inlet. This was a major
factor in our decision to purchase this unit. Another important factor was the location.
This section of the beach is more residential, quieter, and less congested than areas
closer to Garden City.

This will all change with Dr. Lawhon’s purposed plans. Imagine if you will waking up one
morning & finding a 50-foot-high billboard like structure that runs the entire length of
your property. Where there was once sunsets & marsh views, all we will see is a
building.

My property will lose its views and to add insult to injury there will be the addition of
more traffic congestion & late-night noise to our area. Less than 100 feet from my
building Dr. Lawhon purposes to build a 3-story marina store/restaurant-bar. So, where
there was once a 2-story building now there will be a 4-story building. Dr. Lawhon’s
plans show a marina store on the first floor. A restaurant & bar with indoor & outdoor
seating on the second floor. The third floor has a second bar with balcony and roof deck
areas. This is mainly a residential section of the beach. Gulfstream Café’s hours of
operation are 4-10 PM. I'm not sure what hours Dr. Lawhon plans to be open. However,




Georgetown County allows bars to be open from 10-2AM. With a roof top bar, the
noise will be an issue!

Parking is another big problem. During peak season we already have people parking on
both sides of South Waccamaw. The parking area is very limited & will now need to be
shared by patrons of both restaurants & their employees, the patrons of the marina

store & their employees, the patrons of the Charter fishing boats as well as marina slip

owners.

Dr. Lawhon'’s purposed plans will have a permanent & lasting negative effect on our
property. As homeowners & tax payers in Georgetown County it is our sincere hope that
the board will take into consideration the impact this will have on all homeowners in
this residential community.

Sincerely,

Dan & Debbie Lutz

T
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Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 8:54 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss {ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman; Boyd Johnson

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: ryan_avant [mailto:ryan_avant@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 10:58 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay

I am writing to make sure the Marlin Quay Marina building is built. This place has a special place in my heart, a
lot of good memories. The Lawhons are bringing the good times at this place.

Ryan Avant

Sent from my Verizon 4G LTE smartphone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 8:54 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman; Boyd johnson

Subject: FW: Marlin quay marina

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: Stephanie Goodman [mailto:sgoodman2020@icloud.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 10:37 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin quay marina

This letter is to show my full support for the marlin quay marina new building being built. | go there ever summer and
have some awesome memories that were made at this place. | can remember when my mom and dad woulid take us on
the boats. | would say this building is needed in the area. | can't wait to make more memories at the marina with my
kids.

Stephanie goodman

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Holly Richardson

Wednesday, December 20, 2017 9:47 AM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Boyd Johnson; Tiffany Coleman

FW.

Follow up
Flagged

From: Alanna Mcelveen [mailto:alanna.mcelveen@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 9:16 PM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject:

To whom it may concern . I want to send this email explaining my full support for the Marlin Quay Marina new
store and restaurant. The atmosphere is great and I have been coming to Garden City since I was a little girl. It’s
our family tradition to get the new T-shirt design each year we love this place.

Alanna Mcelveen

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 9:48 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc Tiffany Coleman; Boyd Johnson

Subject: FW:

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: oliviamcelveen oliviamcelveen [mailto:olivia_mcelveen@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 8:45 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject:

My name is Olivia Culick . I am in full support of Marlin Quay’s new building . I went , and still go every
summer to have fun doing karaoke . The food is really good and my husband loves to take the fishing trips.

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Holly Richardson

Wednesday, December 20, 2017 9:49 AM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

FW: Marlin Quay Marina

Follow up
Flagged

From: card42188 [mailto:card42188@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 8:20 PM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

To Georgetown County,

I have been a patron of the Marlin Quay Marina for quite some time and cannot praise enough the ambiance of
this establishment that has entrenched itself in the Murrels Inlet community. I work in law enforcement in the
great State of South Carolina and tend to be captious in the establishments T choose to frequent; with this being
said, T cannot think of another establishment in the Georgetown area that I feel more safe and secure. The
Marlin Quay Marina atmosphere is suitable for all occasions from a romantic evening to a family dinner. Most
know that the Myrtle Beach and Georgetown area can at times be frantic with tourism. Some businesses in the
area can forget the the local community, the Marlin Quay Marina has raised the standard for other
establishments. I fully support the Matlin Quay Marina and their efforts to construct a new establishment and to
continue to be a part of the Murrels Inlet community.

With Regards,

Todd Ard




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 9:51 AM

To: Flizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny®@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW:

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: Bridget Owens [mailto:bridgetariel67 @gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2017 7:17 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject:

Dear Planning Commission,
The Matlin Quay Restaurant and ship store are a vital part to the Garden City and Murrells Inlet Economy and
Tourism. I have met people from Ohio, Maryland and other states that come to visit Marlin Quay every year
and has been disappointed the new restaurant and store have been stopped from being built.
We need this building

Bridget Owens




Tiffany Coleman

From: CWILLIAMS037@SCRR.COM

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 1:26 PM

To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: 1508 S Waccamaw Dr. Murrells Inlet Case AMPD11-17193693

To Georgetown Planning Commission

| am strongly opposed to the building proposed for this focation. | am a resident of Marlin Quay. The business proposed
,a bar. does not blend with the area. This area is family oriented and a bar is not suitable.

| am not sure that there is even enough parking space to support the proposed business. Also the noise level from a bar
would be a constant nuisance with calls being made to the police because of the noise level. The building would
diminish the view that Marlin Quay residents enjoy. The value of the properties will be greatly reduced, resulting in less
property taxes.

Waccamaw Dr. can not handle the increase in traffic.

The area as a whole will be negatively impacted.

Sincerely

Pamela Williams




Tiffany Coleman

From; Chris Sanders <csand54@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 2:01 PM

To: Constance Lowery; Tiffany Coleman

Cc: 101; atimmons@southatlanticbank.com; 104; 105; 106; 201; 202; 203; 204; 206, 301, 302

303; 304; 305; 306; 401; Kathy (kathleen) Greiner; 404; 405; Larry Collins; Ed Norris; 503;
504; 505; Carolyn Bryant; Nancy Gardner; 507
Subject: Re: Planning Commission Public Hearing, 12/21/17, Public Comments

Mr. Coleman,

| have owned my unit at Marlin Quay for 24 years. it was our understanding that Mr. Lawhon intended to
build a new marina store/bar to the original square footage {heated) that he originally had. 1 drove to
Georgetown to see the plan but did not know that the "minor” changes were to follow which resulted in a
legal battle with Guifstream restaurant. Now, Mr. Lawhon has no recourse but to try to build this

large building on the small amount of property adjacent to Marlin Quay.

| am concerned for several reasons. The proposed building of this size will block all of the existing views of the
inlet. | can assure you that it is the view of the inlet and sunset that we have enjoyed for 24 years year

round. In addition, there will be very little sun to reflect on our pool as well as inside our condos. The
proposed outdoor bar seating is sure to draw a large crowd which presents an already compromized

parking situation as well as noise from bar patrons. It has always been so peaceful and quiet here at night on
this family beach.

The marina bar and store was built many years ago for the "leisure" of the Marlin Quay homeowners and
slipowners. Many homeowners patronized the Marina store and bar over the years as well as locals from the
beach side of the inlet.

| can only imagine how a building of this magnitude will affect our property values. We just retired to Marlin
Quay. If we had desired to live next door to a large bar, we would have moved to Murrells Inlet!

Sincerely,

Chris Sanders
Unit 102 Marlin Quay

oFrom: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 16, 2017 7:52 PM

To: tcoleman@gtcounty.org

Cc: 101; 102; atimmons@southatfanticbank.com; 104; 105; 106; 201; 202; 203; 204; 206; 301; 302; 303; 304; 305; 306;
401; Kathy (kathleen) Greiner; 404; 405; Larry Collins; Ed Norris; 503; 504; 505; Carolyn Bryant; Nancy Gardner; 507
Subject: Planning Commission Public Hearing, 12/21/17, Public Comments

Dear Mr. Coleman:




December 20, 2017

To Whom Il May Concern:

the Hook Fishing Charter. | charter my boal for many people from all
over the slales 1o enjoy fishing excursions. My hoat is docked year
round al Mdrlin Quay Marina. In my opinion, the marina lhat was
demolished needed upgrading for quite somelime. The previous building
was insulficienl as far as occupancy. More space is needed [or a more
casual environment to suil all of the customers. Most people want a
place to relax, shop for bait and tackle, and enjoy themselves before
heading off Lo their destinations,_ | definelely belicve that a new marina
would be heneficial Lo all businesses and will make a greal change for

the comnmunities surrounding the area.

Thank vou [or your time,

sames [). Bass




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 3:30 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Hearing

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 3:27 PM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Hearing

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: jackie haddad [mailto:jackieh.1@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 3:09 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Hearing

Dear Sir/f Madame,

| am sending this letter of support of Marlin Quay. My family frequently visits this local treasure. We
are gratified that its owners have indicated investing in improvements that will enhance the
neighborhood. Other owners, instead of following their lead, have adopted the position of
obstructionists. The obvious strategy of financially bleeding the Marina owners with litigation and
implementing the filing only after Marlin Quay has torn down its existing structure, also underscores
the complete disregard for the needed aesthetic enhancement of our community.

We are not just talking about an improvement but also the reality that this upgraded edition will
employ additional tax paying employees, along with the expected property tax increase. The new
bulkheads are a testament to the commitment of the owner to invest in the future of Georgetown
County.

This lawsuit remaining alive so long has soured a lot of residents and covertly caused potential
investors to think long and hard about doing business in our county. Nobody wants to be blindsided
by the potential of frivolous litigation.



For the sake of the image of the County, your residents, and what is just, please bring this situation to
its logical conclusion today. Please take a stand on the side of the Marlin Quay Marina.

Phil Haddad




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 3:30 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 3:28 PM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Doug Jones [mailto:DougSaltPlace@twc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 2:03 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

Please let them get this place built and help us get our part of the grand strand back to normal. Missing having

our family meals and good times at the Quay.
I’ve kept a boat at the marina over the years and nothing feels the same having a double wide there and missing

out on some great community gathering.

GulfStream is a tourist trap with 8 menu items and fine for another option - but Marlin Quay is home!
Doug
Doug Jones

DougSaltPlace(@twc.com
717.572.6930
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December 20, 2017

VIA HAND DELIVERY
& VIA EMAIL — tcoleman@gicounty.org

Georgetown County Planning Commission
129 Screven Street
Georgetown, SC 29442

Re: 1508 South Waccamaw Drive, Murrells Inlet
Case Number: AMPD 11-17-193693

Dear Sirs and Madams:

Introduction

The Gulfstream Café, Inc. submits the following opposition to Palmetto
Industrial Development, LLC’s Application for a Major Change to the Marlin Quay
Marina PUD. The application should be denied for the following reasons. Palmetto has
not provided proper notice to a large number of affected property owners, which makes
Palmetto’s application invalid. Additionally, Palmetto’s proposed development will
violate Georgetown County Zoning Ordinance provisions related to parking
requirements. Palmetto’s proposed development also exceeds the building height and
square footage permitted at Marlin Quay. Further, Palmetto’s proposed development
constitutes a more intense use of the Marlin Quay PUD than is acceptable at this
location. Finally, Palmetto’s proposed development will interfere with Gulfstream’s
easement rights and any construction by Palmetto will violate a Court order. For these
reasons, the Georgetown County Planning Commission should not recommend approval
of the application.

Discussion

The Georgetown County Zoning Ordinance treats a major change to a PUD as an
amendment to the zoning ordinance, and all major changes must satisfy the
requirements for an amendment. (Zoning Ordinance § 619.302). The Zoning
Ordinance may only be amended when “the public necessity, convenience, general
welfare, or good zoning practice justifies the action.” (Zoning Ordinance § 1701). The
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major change request must follow the amendment procedures set forth in Section 1702
of the Zoning Ordinance, including providing required documents to the Planning
Commission and providing proper notice to affected property owners.

The Planning Commission should recommend denial of Palmetto’s application
because that application does not meet the requirements for an amendment to the
Zoning Ordinance. As set forth below, Palmetto’s application contains procedural
defects that render it invalid. Additionally, Palmetto’s application is substantively
deficient because the proposed development would violate the Zoning Ordinance,
exceed the limitations contained in the Marlin Quay PUD, increase the intensity of use
at Marlin Quay, violate a Court order, and interfere with Gulfstream’s easement.

A. Procedural Defects in Palmetto’s Application

1. Palmetto Failed to Provide Notice of the Requested Major Change to
the Vast Majority of Surrounding Property Qwners.

Palmetto did not notify property owners in the area directly impacted. The
Zoning Ordinance requires Palmetto to send letters to each property owner within 400
feet of the subject property containing certain information regarding the requested
major change. (Zoning Ordinance § 1702.206). There are more than 300 property
owners within this 4o0-foot radius, inchuding multiple condominium complexes. The
map Palmetto submitted with the major change application confirms this. But
Palmetto’s own application indicates that it only provided notice to 23 property owners,
three of whom are Palmetto itself. The planning staff report states that only 19 property
owners were notified.

Further, Section 1702.206 requires Palmetto to submit the letters it sent to
nearby property owners as part of the application. Palmetto’s application contains no
copies of letters, which makes it impossible to determine what information Palmetto
actually disclosed.

It is clear that hundreds of property owners, including many if not all of the
condominium residents adjacent to Palmetto’s property, have been left in the dark.
The Planning Commission should not consider Palmetto’s request for a major change
until proper notice has been provided to all property owners within 400 feet of the

property.

B. Substantive Defects in Palmeltlo’s Application.

1. Palmetto’s Proposed Development Violates Georgetown County
Parking Requirements.

Palmetto’s proposed development would violate the Zoning Ordinance because it
does not contain sufficient parking. Section 1102.1 of the Georgetown County Zoning
Ordinance provides minimum requirements for off-street parking. Planning staff has
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determined that Palmetto’s proposed development would require 51 parking spaces.
Staff has determined that there are 60 available spots in the parking lot adjacent to
Palmetto’s proposed building.

Critically, the planning staff analysis ignores the other uses of the parking lot.
Palmetto does not have the exelusive rights to park cars in that lot. The Marlin Quay
Marina possesses a perpetual easement to use the parking lot. The Marina has 67 boat
slips. Section 1102.1 requires one parking space per every three slips, meaning that the
Marina requires 22 parking spots. Additionally, Gulfstream has a perpetual easement to
use the parking lot. Gulfstream is a 5,000 square foot restaurant that is required to
have 47 parking spaces under Section 1102.1. Collectively, Palmetto’s proposed
building, the Marina, and Gulfstream require 103 parking spaces,! 43 more than are
available.

Section 1102.3 contains requirements for shared parking lots, but that section
only allows reductions in required parking where occupancies occur at different times.
Here, Palmetto’s proposed building would contain a restaurant that is open during the
evening hours, the same hours that Gulfstream operates. Accordingly, the Georgetown
County Zoning Ordinance does not permit a reduction in the required parking spaces.

Uistorically, Gulfstream, the Marina, and the prior Ship’s Store and Snack Bar
were able to share the parking lot because Gulfstream and the Snack Bar were open at
different times. The Snack Bar was much smaller than Palmetto’s proposed
development and was generally open during the day. Palmetto intends to upset this
balance by operating its proposed restaurant during the evening.

The planning staff has erred by analyzing Palmetto’s parking requirements in a
vacuum and ignoring the other, existing uses of the parking lot. The reality is that the
Marlin Quay PUD does not have enough parking spaces to support Palmetto’s large
redevelopment in addition to Gulfstream Café and Marlin Quay Marina, Palmetto’s
proposed building will violate Georgetown County Zoning Ordinance parking
requirements, and the Planning Commission should recommend denial of Palmetto’s
application.

2. Palmetto’s Proposed Development Exceeds the Square Footage and
Maximum Height Allowed by the PUD,

The planning Staff report states that Palmetto’s proposed building is the same
size as the Snack Bar that was demolished in 2016. The staff is incorrect. The Snack Bar
contained 4,600 square feet, and this calculation included both enclosed space and
unenclosed deck space. By the staff's own calculations, Palmetto’s new development
would contain 4,598 square feet of enclosed space and 3,112 feet of “outdoor eating”

'I'he total required parking for all three occupants would be 120 spaces, but Gulfstream has 17 parking
spaces on its property.
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space.2  When comparing apples to apples and using the staff’s own calculations,
Palmetto is seeking to replace a 4,600 square foot building with a 7,620 square foot
building. 2

Palmetto’s proposed development greatly exceeds the square footage
requirements of the Marlin Quay PUD. Nothing in the PUD permits Palmetto to build a
7,610 square foot building. In fact, the PUD documents contemplate only a 1,200
square foot marina store in the location where Palmetto intends to construct the
proposed development, The Planning Commission should recommend denial of this
building that grossly exceeds the maximum square footage allowed by the PUD.

The planning staff reports also states that Palmetto’s proposed building complies
with the 45 foot height limit in Marlin Quay. This is incorrect. Palmetto’s plans clearly
indicate that the maximum roof height of the building would be 52 feet. The Planning
Commission should recommend denial of this building that exceeds the maximum
height allowed by the PUD.

3. Palmetto’s Proposed Building Would Increase the Intensity of Land
Use in the Marlin Quay PUD.

Palmetto’s proposed major change offends notions of necessity, convenience,
general welfare and good zoning practices because it would substantially increase the
intensity of land use at Marlin Quay. The Georgetown County Zoning Ordinance section
619.3023 defines intensity as:

[T]he degree of the negative impacts on the environment and neighboring
Jand uses. Impacts of intensity include, but are not limited to, greater
impervious surface coverage, reduced open space, increased bulk and
height of buildings, increased traffic with associated noise and congestion,
signs and exterior lighting visible from neighboring property.

Palmetto’s proposed development would increase the intensity of land use in the
PUD by increasing the bulk and height of buildings at Marlin Quay, increasing the
number of restaurant seats, and increasing traffic in the area.

As discussed above, Palmetto seeks to build a 52-foot tall building with between
7.610 and 8,500 square feet. That building would replace the Snack Bar which was 1.5
stories, and contained 4,600 square feet, including both enclosed and unenclosed space.
There is accordingly no question that the intensity of land use in the Marlin Quay area
will greatly increase.

2 It appears that the staff may have incorrectly calculated square footage for the new development. The
building permit that Palmetto obtained in September 2017 lists a 8,500 square foot building, which is
substantially larger than the staff’s caleulations,

3 Palmetto’s architect, Steve Goggans, has acknowledged that Palmetto’s proposed building is much larger
than the Snack Bar.
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Additionally, Palmetto plans to build a full-service restaurant that contains 5,003
square feet (1,891 interior square feet and 3,112 feet of “outdoor eating”) and at least 175
seats, with potential additional seating on outside decks. This tull-service restaurant
would replace the Snack Bar, which had less than 2,000 square feet and approximately
70 seats, The Snack Bar did not contain a full, commercial kitchen, and it was not open
during the evenings. By moving from a 2,000 square foot, 70-seat snack bar to a 5,000
square foot, 175+ seat full-service restaurant, Palmetto’s proposed development would
increase the intensity of land use at Marlin Quay.

Further, Palmetto’s proposed development would significantly increase traffic
volume at Marlin Quay. Palmetto’s restaurant would be much larger than the Snack
Bar, would be open during the evening, and would cater to people arriving by car. These
factors would clearly increase the vehicular traffic in the Marlin Quay area, which
already experiences significant congestion during the summer months. The traffic
problems would be made worse by the fact that there is only one road in and out of
Marlin Quay.

Planning staff has not considered the increase in intensity of use associated with
Palmetto’s proposed development. It is clear that increased building height, increased
restaurant size, and increased traffic all qualify as intensity impacts under Section
619.3023. There is no basis for increasing the intensity of use at Marlin Quay, and the
Planning Comimission should recommend denial of Palmetto’s application. At a
minimum, the Planning Commission should defer consideration of the application to
evaluate the intensity impacts.

4. Palmetto’s Proposed Redevelopment_Interferes with Gulfstream’s
Easement and Would Violate a Court Order.

Palmetto’s application acknowledges that Gulfstream possesses an easement for
parking. Palmetto’s proposed building would cover a portion of the parking lot and
interfere with Gulfstream’s perpetual easement.4 The scope of Gulfstream’s
easement is currently the subject of litigation between Palmetto and Gulfstream.
Gulfstream’s easement and the pending lawsuit support a denial of Palmetto’s
application.

First, Court has entered an injunction that prohibits Palmetto from interfering
with the easement.s The Court has already held Palmetto in contempt for violating the
injunction. Any attempt by Palmetto to construct the building would represent further
contempt of the Court’s order.

4 A rendering of the portion of the easement affected by Palmetto’s proposed redevelopment is attached to
this letter.
5 A copy of the injunction entered by Judge Culbertson is attached to this letter.
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Second, the proposed development by Palmetto sits directly on top of
Gulfstream’s easement. Palmetto’s development would interfere with and encroach on
Gulfstream’s easement both during construction and after completion.

Third, if Georgetown County approves Palmetto’s major change request, that
approval would violate Gulfstream’s constitutional rights and constitute a taking
without compensation. In this scenario, Gulfstream would he permitted to seek
damages for this taking.6

Fourth, if Gulfstream prevails in the Court case, the Court would permanently bar
Palmetto from pursuing its present redevelopment. Palmetto would then have to
submit totally new plans to the Planning Commission for approval.

It does not constitute good zoning practices for the Planning Commission to
approve Palmetto’s requested change to the Marlin Quay PUD. Instead, Palmetto’s
plans would violate a Court order and interfere with Gulfstream’s easement, and
approval by the County would constitute an unconstitutional taking. Accordingly, the
Planning Commission should recommend denial of Palmetto’s application.

5. Planning Staff Concerns _can be Addressed with a Different Design
from Palmetto.

The planning staff analysis recommended approval of Palmetto’s proposed
development based on two factors: constructing a building that meets flood zone
requirements; and constructing a building that sits exclusively on Palmetto’s property.
While these may be valid concerns, they do not support approval of Palmetto’s proposed
development. It is possible for Palmetto to design a building on the portion of its
property that is not part of the Gulfstream easement that meets flood zone
requirements. But the current proposal is defective because it would:

e Violate Zoning Ordinance requirements related to parking;
o Exceed the restrictions contained in the Marlin Quay PUD;

» Increase the intensity of land use in Marlin Quay; and

o Interfere with Gulfstream’s easement both during construction and after
completion.

The Planning Commission should recommend that Palmetto go back to the
drawing board to design a building that addresses the staff’s concerns but does not
violate the Ordinance, exceed the PUD limitations, violate a Court order, or interfere
with Gulfstream’s easement.

6 Gulfstream has attached a constitutional notice notifying the Planning Commission and Georgetown
County of Gulfstream’s intent to seck redress for any constitutional violations.
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Sincerely,

Simon H. Bloom

Enclosures
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA } IN THE COURT OF COMMONPLEAS
) FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN ) Civil Action No.2016-CP-22-00961
)
The Gulfstream Café, Inc,, )
)
PlaintifT, )
)
v ) AMENDED ORDER GRANTING
) TEMPORARY INJUNCTION
J. Mark Lawhon, Individually, and )
Palmetto Industrial Development LLC, )
)
Defendants. )
}

THIS MATTER was before the Court on December 5, 2016, upon Plaintiff The Guifstream
Café, Inc.’s Motion for a Temporary Injunction, At the hearing, Plaintiff The Gulfstream Café, Inc.
(hereafter “Plaintiff”) was represented by George W. Redman, 1II, Esquire, and Holiy M. Lusk,
Esquite, of Bellamy, Rutenberg, Copeland, Epps, Gravely & Bowers, P.A. Defendants J. Mark
Lawhon, Individually, and Palmetto Industrial Development LLC (hereafter “Defendants™) were
represented by Henrietta U, Golding, Esquire, of The McNair Law Firm. The record before the
Court included Plaintiff’s Verified Complaint with Exhibits, Memoranda of the Parties with
Exhibits, the Affidavits of Linda Barnaba and Jef Kirk on behalf of Plaintift, as well as the Affidavits
of Mark Lawhon and Chris Lawhon on behalf of Defendants.

After the careful consideration of this Matter, the record before the Court, argument of
counsel, and in the interest of equity, this Court finds and concludes that Plaintift’s Motion should

be and hereby is GRANTED, WI'TH CONDITIONS, as more fully set forth below.
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PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Gulfstream Café, Inc. filed its Verified Complaint in this Action on November 16, 2016
asserting causes of action against Defendants for: (1) Intentional Interference with Easement Rights,
(2) Trespass and Nuisance, and (3) Fotcible Entry and Detainer. Plaintiff also filed a Motion for a
Temporary Restraining Order secking immediate injunctive relief pursuant to Rule 65 of the South
Carolina Civil Procedure, a Memorandum in Support of Motion for a Temporary Restraining Order,
and deposited Bond with the Clerk of Court in the amount of $250.00. On November 17, 2016, at
9:30 A.M., this Honorable Court entered its Order granting Plaintiffs Motion for a Temporary
Restraining Order, providing:

Defendants...and any and all individuals, entitics, contractors or others acting in
concert with Defendants, are hereby enjoined and prohibited from, inter alia, taking
any actions whatsoever which would in any way interfere with Plaintiff’s perpetual
easement rights to use their Parking Lot, including but not limited to, immediately
stopping and enjoining Defendants from obstructing the Parking Lot via fencing,
signage, or placing any materials whatsoever on any portion of the Parking Lot, or
in any other way whatsoever obstructing the Parking Lot in any way.

On November 23, 2016, the Coutrt entered an Order extending the a Temporary Restraining Order

until the hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for Temporary Injunction.

BRIEE STATEMENT OF FACTS

Plaintiff has owned and operated a restaurant known as The Gulfstream Café (“Gulfstream
Café”), located in Murrells Inlet, South Carolina since 1986. The real property adjoining Gulfstream
Café is part of a Planned Unit Development generally referred to as the Marlin Quay Marina.
Through a series of conveyances of the Parking Lot adjoining Plaintiff’s restaurant, Plaintiff was
expressly granted a series of perpetual easements for the use of the Parking Lot. The recorded
perpetual easement attached to Plaintiff’s Verified Complaint and Memorandum in Support of the

Motion expressly states:

Page 2ol 10
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[A] non-exclusive perpetual easement appurtenant to the premises of the Grantee
hereinafier described for the full and free right of ingress and cgress on, over and
across the following described property of the Grantor, together with the rights of
vehicular parking on and vehicular and pedestrian access to, all in accordance with
all governmental rules, regulations, ordinances or laws, the premises of the Grantor
hercinafter described, and also for the purpose of maintenance, repait, alteration
and/or improvements to the [Gulfstream Café’s] hereinafter described property. It
is anticipated by the parties that while they will each have joint and non-exclusive
use at all times of the area covered by this casement that the Grantor will utilize the
premises primartily during the daytime regular business howrs of Grantor and the
[Gulfstream Café] will utilize the premises primarily in the evening regular
business hours of [the Gulfstream Café].

Hokok

A non-exclusive right of ingress, egress and vehicular parking over, across

... Lots 3, 4, and 5 of Tract 3 on that certain Plat entitled Survey of Marlin Quay

Marina Horizontal Property Regime, Garden City Point, prepared by Surtech, Inc,

dated May 21, 1985, revised November 27, 1985, and recorded in the office of the

Cterk of Court for Georgetown County in Plat Book 6 at Page 214, said plat being

expressly incorporated herein by reference.
In August 2014, Defendant Palmetto purchased portions of the Marlin Quay Marina, including the
Patking Lof, subject to Plaintiff’s perpetual easement rights of record. In November 2016,
Defendants initiated a construction project demolishing an existing building (hereinafter, the
“Marina Building”), and installing a fence that the Plaintiff alleges blocked Plaintiff’s access to the
Parking Lot. Other construction containers and materials were placed directly upon the Parking Lot
as well. Plaintiff alleges that at no time prior to the initiation of the construction activities was it
notified that construction activities would block access to the Parking Lot, nor provided any written
construction plans or details. Defendants allege that Plaintiff was informed about the construction,
that the Plaintiff consented to the use of the Parking Lot, and waited to bring this Action until after
the Marina Building was demolished. After the a Temporary Restraining Order was served upon

Defendants on November 18, 2016, Defendants removed the fence blocking Plaintiff’s access to and

use of the Parking Lot.

Page 3 ol 10
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Defendants have a permit from Georgetown County to: (1) demolish the Marina Building,
and (2) to install pilings into the Parking Lot that potentially would be used to support the new
building. At the time of the December 5, 20{6 hearing, the Defendants did not have a building permit
to build the new building. Defendant’s constriction plans were made available to Counsel for
Plaintiff on Tuesday, November 22, 2016.

According to Plaintiff, Defendant’s plans indicate that a new building wouid be placed over
the Parking Lot. Plaintiff alleges the proposed construction would significantly, if not completely,
block the Parking Lot. Plaintiff also asserts that the finished building would impermissibly encroach
upon, interfere with, and overburden its easement rights, as well as impermissibly and prejudicially
reconfigure the Parking Lot contrary to the configuration depicted in the plat publicly recorded with
the Clerk of Court for Georgetown County in Plat Book 6 at Page 214, as said plat was expressly

incorporated by reference.

LEGALSTANDARD

“A plaintiff's entitlement to an injunction requires the complaint to allege facts sufTicient to
constitute a cause of action for an injunction while establishing that an injunction is reasonably
necessary to protect the legal rights of the plaintift’ during the litigation.” FOC Lawshe v.
International Paper, 352 S.C. 408, 416, 574 S.E.2d 228, 232 (Ct. App. 2002). A Plaintiff seeking a
temporary injunction generally must demonstrate that it meets each of the three following critcria:
(1) that absent the restraint, the Plaintiff may possibly suffer irceparable harm; (2) that the Plaintitf
is likely to succeed on the merits of the action; and (3) that the Plaintiff has an inadequate remedy at
law. Ji. The court must review each of these factars, and balance them against the interests of the
party being restrained. LeFurgy v. Long Cove Club Owners Assn., Inc., 313 8.C. 555, 558,443 S.E.2d

577, 578 (Ct. App. 1994). “The sole abject of a temporary injunction is to preserve the subject of
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controversy in Lhe condition which it is at the time of the Order until opportunity is offered for full

and deliberate investigation and to preserve the existing status during litigation.” Cownty Council of

Charleston v, Felkel, 244 S.C. 480, 483-84, 137 S.E.2d 577, 578 (1964).

1. Irreparable Harm

A temporary injunction may be issued to protect property rights, including those acquired
under an easement, AJG Holdings, et ol v. Dunn, 382 S.C. 43, 674 S.E2d 505 (Ct. App.
2009)(Injunction issued to preserve rights under subdivision restrictive covenants where the ability
to call police or money damages would not protect right to peaceable enjoyment); See Id.
Transcontinental, 252 8§.C. 478, 481, 167 SE2d 313, 315 (1969)Temporary injunction prohibited
construction over an easement); Xanadu Horizontal Prop. Regime v. Ocean Walk Horizontal Prop.
Regime, 306 S.C. 170, 410 S.E.2d 580 (Ct. App. 1991 }(Enjoining reconfiguration of non-exclusive
parking easemeunt as depicted on publicly recorded plat).

South Carolina courts also have held the potential foss of a business would constitute an
irreparable harm. Peek v. Spartanburg Regional Healthcare System, 367 S.C. 450, 626 S.E.2d 34
(Ct. App. 2005). In Peek, the Plaintiff sought to protect her ptivilege to provide services to the
Detfendant hospital when the hospital contracted with another company to provide its own
anesthesiologists. Jd. Defendant hospital terminated Plaintiff when she failed to become employed
by the new company. Id. Thereafter, Plaintiff filed a breach of contract action and moved for a
restraining order to prevent her termination during the pendency of her case. fd The trial court
granted a temporary injunction, which the hospital appealed. Jd. On appeal, the Court of Appeals

upheld the temporary injunction, holding, in pertinent part:
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Peek has lived and practiced anesthesiology for fourteen years. During this time
Peek built a patient referral base, which fueled her professional practice. The loss
of privileges at the Hospital would lead to the loss of her patient referral base, which
would, in turn, lead to the loss of her professional practice. The complete loss of a
professional practice can be an irreparable harm.

Id. at 455, 37.

Comparable to the AJG Holdings, Transcontinental, Xanadu, and Peek cases, Plaintitt
presents sufficient facts that it could be irreparably harmed if a temporary injunction is not granted
to prevent Defendants from blocking Plaintiff’s access to its Parking Lot as per the recorded plat at
Plat Book 6 at Page 214. Plaintiff has built a restaurant that has operated in the Murrells Inlet area
for over thirty (30) years, Plaintiffs business is dependent upon its ability to provide convenient and
safe access and patking for its staff, commercial vendors, and invitees. Defendants’ construction
upen the Parking Lot could interfere with Plaintiff’s right to peaceably use its property rights without
interruption, and could irreparably be detrimental to the operation and reputation of the Plaintiff's
restaurant. Therefore, this Court finds and concludes that an injunction is proper to prevent

irreparable harm to Plaintiff’s business and property rights.

2. Likelihood of Success

In order to satisfy the Coutt’s requirement that the Plaintiff demonstrate a likelihood of
sticcess on the merits of its claim, Plaintift only needs to make a prima facie showing of entitlement
to relief based upon the allegations set forth in its Veritied Complaint. Complon v. South Carolina
Dept. of Corrections, 392 S.C. 361, 366, 709 5.E.2d 639, 642 (2011). The South Carolina Supreme
Court held that where an easerment has been expressly granted, said grantor “must be held during the
continuance of the easement to have abandoned every use of the land except such as might be made
consisient with the reasonable enjoyment of the easement granted.” Faulkenberry v. Norfolk
Southern Ry, Co., 349 §.C. 318, 325, 563 S.E.2d 644, 648 (2002)(citing Marion County Lumber Co.

v, Tilghman Lumber Co., 75 S.C. 220, 55 S.E. 337 (1906) (Dominant estate cannot materially
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interfere with the use and enjoyment of a servient estate’s easement)). The Verified Complaint
alleges and attaches photographic evidence depicting Defendants’ construction fence blocking access
to the Parking Lot. Therefore, Plaintiff has demonstrated prima fucie causes of action for intentional
interference by Defendants with Plaintiff’s Easement rights.

As to future construction and possible reconfiguration of the Parking Lot, Plaintiff’s

Easement expressly incorporates a plat with a depiction and configuration of the Parking Lot, which

is recorded with Georgetown County records in Plat Book 6 at Page 214.—Accordingly, Plaintiff

alleges that Defendants cannot constrain or narrow the boundaries of Plaintiff’s easement. Xanadu
Hovizontal Prop. Regime v. Ocean Walk Horizontal Prop. Regime, 306 S.C. 170, 410 S.E.2d 580
(Ct. App. 1991)(Holding that where an easement references and incorporates a plat depicting an
easement, said easement cannot be constrained to anydegree).

Pursuant to the facts set forth on the record in this matier, Plaintifl has set forth prima focie

causes of action for reliel against Defendants and has a likelihood of success an the merits.

3. No Adequate Remedy At Law

An adequate remedy at law is one which “is certain, practical, complete, and efficient to attain
the ends of justice and its administration as the remedy in equity.” Nutt Corp. v. Howell Road, LLC,
396 5.C. 323, 328, 721 S.E.2d 447, 450 (Ct. App. 2011). The South Carolina Supreme Court has
held that temporary injunctions are proper when protecting property rights acquired under an
easement. AJG Holdings, et al. v. Dunn, 382 S.C. 43, 674 S.E.2d 505 (Ct. App. 2009)_(Injunction
issued to preserve rights under subdivision restrictive covenants where the ability to call police or
money damages would not protect right to peaceable enjoyment); Transcontinental, 252 5.C. at481;
See alse D.W. Alderman & Sons Co. v. Wilson, 69 S.C. 156, 48 S.E. 85 (1904) (holding that where
a plaintiff had an established right of way to real property, a temporary injunction, during the

pendency of litigation, was proper to preserve the plaintiffs rights). Therefore, an injunction during
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the pendency of this Action is appropriate to preserve Plaintiff’s right to its casement,

Additionally, there is also no legal remedy to completely and sufficicntly protect Plaintiff

against the harm that would result to its longstanding business if Defendants resume blocking all
access to the Parking Lot. As set forth above, the Peek Cowrt specifically held, there is no adequate
remedy for actions that will cause the loss of a business. Peek, 367 S.C. 450, 457, 626 S.E.2d 34, 33.
If Defendants are permitted to resume and/or continue blocking Plaintiff’s parking, Plaintiff’s
employees, vendors, and invitees will not be able to safely access the restaurant, and Plaintiff would
therefore face the risk of the loss of its entire business during the pendency of this action. Here, as
was the case in Peek, injunctive relief is a better remedy than monetary damages because it allows
Plaintiff to remain in business as it has for thirty (30) years. See Jd.

4, Bond Reguirement of Rule 65, SCRCP

Rule 65(c) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure provides, “no temporary injunction
shall issue except upon the giving of security by the applicant, in such sum as the court deems propet,
for the payment of such costs and damages as may be incurred or suffered by any party who is found
to have been wrongfully enjoined or restrained.” On November 16, 2016, The Gulfstream Café, Inc.
filed its Verified Complaint with a Motion for a Temporary Restraining Order and deposited Bond
with the Clerk of Coutt in the amount of $250.00. The Affidavits of Mark Lawhon and Chris Lawhon
on behalf of Defendants both indicate that Plaintiff will lose $180,000.00 if installation of the pilings
is enjoined, and over $4,000 per day if construction of the new building is enjoined. As a result,
Defendants assert that if a Temporary Injunction is granted, Plaintiff should posta bond in the amount
of $2,000,000.00.

As of the hearing date, Defendants had a permit to demolish the Marina Store and to install
pilings into the Parking Lot. While the Marina Store has been demolished, Plaintiff asserts the

installation of pilings will interfere with Plaintiff’s Easement rights both during construction and
piing g g
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after, as they may result in the efimination of parking spaces and require reconfiguration of the
Parking Lot.

Counsel for Defendants asserted that instaliation of the pilings will not unreasonably interfere
with Plaintiff’s use of the Parking Lot in any respect because cars can park between them, and the
installation of the pilings will only take four (4) days during which time only sixteen (16} parking
spaces would be inaccessible. Defendants assert that the Parking Lot has sixty-one (61) parking
spaces, and since this is not the PlaintifPs busy season, the use of sixteen (16) parking spaces for four
(4) days will not materially or unreasonably interfere with the Plaintiff’s non-exclusive easement
rights.

CONCLUSION

This Court finds and concludes Plaintiff will suffer irreparable harm should Defendants be
alfowed to interfere with PlaintifPs Easement rights during the pendency of this action. And
therefore, it is ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that:

1. Defendants 1. Mark Lawhon, Individually, Palmetto Industrial Development, LL.C, and any
and all others acting in concert with the aforementioned Defendants, are hercby temporarily
restrained and enjoined from interfering with Plaintiff’s perpetual easement rights fo use the
Parking Lot, which is the subject of this Action, provided however, Defendants shall have
four (4) days to complete all construction work for which permits were issued prior to the
commencement of this Action;

2. During the four (4) day construction period referenced in No. | hereinabove, Defendants shal
not interfere with the use of more than sixteen (16) parking spaces covered under Plaintiff’s
easement;

3. Prior to construction, Defendants shall provide written notice to Plaintiff of the four (4) days

when construction will be ongoing and idenfify the sixteen (16) parking spaces which may
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be affected by theconstruction;

4. After the four (4) day construction period, Defendants are temporarily restrained and enjoined
from interfering with any of Plaintiff’s perpetual easement rights;

5. This temporary injunction is conditioned upon Plaintiff increasing the bond from the $250.00
currently on with the Clerk of Court, and posting additional cash or surety with the Clerk of
Court, to the amount of$5,000.00,

0. Should Defendants obtain permits for the construction of its building, then Defendants may
seek an increase of the bond posted byPlaintiff;

7. This temporary injunction shall remain in effect pending the trial of this case unless otherwise
terminated or modified by Court Order; and,

8. Nothing contained in this Order shall have precedential value at the trial of this case. The
grant of this temporary injunction is NOT a ruling that either party will ultimately prevail in
this case.

I'T IS SO ORDERED by this Court on December 5, 2016, notwithstanding the Court's failure

lo sign this order until Auguost 24, 2017,

FHonorable Benjamin H. Culbertson
Tudge, Fifteenth Judicial Cireuit

Georgetown, South Carolina

August 24, 2017,

Pape 10 of [0
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Georgetown Common Pleas

Case Caption: Guifstream Cafe Inc VS J Mark Lawhon , defendant, et al
Case Numbecr: 2016CP2200961

Type: Order/Temporary Injunction

Presiding Circuit Judge

s/Benjamin H. Culbertson, Judge Code 2148

Electronically signed on 2017-08-25 15:18:21  page 11 of 11
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Simon H Blowm
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ACLLEFF T

December 20, 2017

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Georgetown County Planning Commission
129 Sereven Street
Georgetown, SC 29440

Georgetown County Council
716 Prince Street
Georgetown, SC 29440

Re: Constitutional Notice
Dear Sirs and Madams:

I understand the Georgetown County Planning Commission is scheduled to
consider the request of Dr. Mark Lawhon of Palmetto Industrial Development, LLC to
amend the Marlin Quay Planned Development to allow for the redevelopment of the
Marlin Quay Marina Store and Restaurant (the “PUD Amendment”) on December 21,
2017. Please accept this letter in order to preserve the rights of my client The
Gulfstream Café, Inc. (“Gulfstream”) in connection with property they own at 1536 S.
Waccamaw Drive, Murrells Inlet, SC 20576 located within the Marlin Quay Planned
Development.

Approval of the PUD Amendment would be unconstitutional in that it would
unreasonably impair and destroy Gulfstream’s property and easement rights without
first paying fair, adequate and just compensation for such rights, in violation of Article I,
Section 111 of the Constitution of the State of South Carolina of 1971, Article I, Section
VIII of the Constitution of the State of South Carolina of 1971, and the Due Process
Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States.
Gulfstream has vested rights in the current PUD and Gulfstream’s perpetual easement,
and the approval of the PUD Amendment would deprive Gulfstream of these vested
rights.

Approval of the PUD Amendment would also be unconstitutional, illegal, null
and void, constituting a taking of Gulfstream’s property in violation of the Just
Compensation Clause of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States,
Article I, Section I11, and Article I, Section VIII of the Constitution of the State of South
Carolina of 1971, and the Equal Protection and Due Process Clauses of the Fourteenth
Amendment to the Conpstitution of the United States, by denying Gulfstream an
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Georgetown County Planning Commission
Georgetown County Council

December 20, 2017

Page 2

economically viable use of its land while not substantially advancing legitimate state
interests.

Approval of the PUD Amendment would constitute an unreasonable and extreme
hardship upon Gulfstream, without remotely advancing the public health, safety and
welfare and would constitute an arbitrary and capricious act by the Georgetown County
Council without any rational basis therefor, constituting an abuse of discretion in
violation of Article I, Section III of the Constitution of the State of South Carolina of
1971, Article I, Section VIII of the Constitution of the State of South Carolina of 1971,
and the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States.

Approval of the PUD Amendment by the Georgetown County Council would also
violate Gulfstream’s rights under the First Amendment to the Constitution of the United
States and would unconstitutionally discriminate, in an arbitrary, capricious and
unreasonable manner, between Gulfstream, and owners of other similarly situated
properties in Georgetown County in violation of Article I, Section III of the Constitution
of the State of South Carolina of 1971 and the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States.

In addition, this letter constitutes Gulfstream’s formal written notice to
Georgetown County, pursuant to applicable law, that Gulfstream plans to seek and
recover all damages that it sustains or suffers as a result of the approval of the PUD
Amendment. Such damages may include, but are not necessarily limited to, damages
related to diminution of value of Gulfstream’s Property, attorneys’ fees and expenses of
litigation.

Sincerely,

. Simon H. Bloom

{00402735.D0CX / }




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:02 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay New Facility

From: Alex Hrycak {mailto:laxgoalie0212 @aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 5:31 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay New Facility

To whom it may concern:

My name is Alex Hrycak, and 1 am writing this letter reguarding the current situation between the Gulf Stream
Cafe and Marlin Quay Marina. To my knowledge, | understand that the Guif Stream Cafe is against the improvements
that their neighbor Marlin Quay Marina has planned and are doing what they can to stop the building of a new facility
next door. | feel this is wrong. Marlin Quay Marina has been apart of Murrells Inlet and Garden City since the 60's while
Guif Stream Cafe is fairly new to the scene, being established in the mid 80's(1986). The previous statement speaks for
itself and is just one reason why the Guif Stream Cafe is in the wrong here.

| am a local charter captain in Murrells Inlet, and have frequently visited Marlin Quay Marina through out the
past five years that | have lived in South Carolina. They have always been good to my clients, friends and myself no
matter what the situation is. The building of Marlin Quay's new facility would not only benefit the community of Garden
City, but all of Murrells Inlet as a whole. Its also a favorite tourist attraction for those visiting Garden City with much to
offer like charter fishing, sunset cruises, water taxi, and much more. To limit this establishment to their current
building{a portable) is not just wrong, but selfish and unjustifiable. It seems the Gulf Stream Cafe considers Marlin Quay
Marina as a competitor that doesn't have the right to expand. All businesses should have the right to succeed and
prosper. | cannot support the Gulf Stream Cafe's decision to hinder the process of successful business management and
feel many others would agree. | hope you feel the same and will help put an end to what the Gulf Stream Cafe is trying
to do.

Sincerely,
Capt. Alex Hrycak

{240)676-6982
Laxgoalie0212@aol.com




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:02 AM

Ta: Flizabeth Krauss {ekrauss@gchdsn.com), Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: James Lampi [mailto:jlampi32@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 5:50 PM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

Hi Mr. Richardson

My family, friends, and 1 visit the Marlin Quay Marina throughout the entire year. We would love for the Marina to
continue the growth with it's new planned facilities. The new facilities would attract and accommodate many existing
and new families to come on and off the water. Not to mention the economic growth to the area from tourists, boat slip
owners, and commercial fishermen. Thank you for the opportunity to express and voice our opinion.

Best Regards

lames Lampi

Sent from my iPhone




December 20, 2017

To Whom It May Concern,

I have received knowledge of the upcoming court proceedings regarding the construction
of Marlin Quay Marina. This marina has served many local families and tourists over the years.
In particular, my family has enjoyed the amenities of the marina since I can remember. We know
as individuals’ time brings growth, and for a business growth brings re-construction.

In order for a business to continue to be successful, it does require changes to meet the
demands of the evolving industry for local attractions. I have personally witnessed the increase
in customers, events, and amenities since the new ownership of the marina in 2014, If the
construction is allowed, this will benefit the economy in Murrells Inlet. It will allow for an
increase in customers served, parking in the area, and a growth in the amenities offered at the
marina. It will attract tourist to other areas of Murrells Inlet, other than that of the Marshwalk. As
advertised, it is the only full service marina in Murrells Inlet. The marina offers boat docking,
fuel, dining, a water-taxi to the Marshwalk, charters, and much more. However, they do need
more space and an updated appearance to continue to grow. Many tourist vacation in this area,
and need more establishments nearby for entertainment, Local families who have always enjoyed
the marina continue to grow.

1 do not feel the construction of this business will impact the current business of the
Gulfstream Café. As the marina is a local favorite, so is the Gulfstream Café. Also, I truly
believe it will bring additional customers for the Gulfstream Café to have an establishment
nearby offering a variety of entertainment/amenities. I know many fishermen, tourists, and locals
who dine at the restaurant, as it is convenient. While Marlin Quay does have dining, I have
witnessed individuals support the Gulfstream that are enjoying other services at the marina.

As an area that flourishes on tourism during the summer months, we must support our
local businesses. Support must come from one another, businesses and residents combined.
Support must be financially, as well as supporting one another in growth. With the growth of one
business, the growth of our economy occurs.

Sincerely,

The Tyner Family




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:06 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Rebuild

From: Trey Tuner [mailto:trey21686@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 10:58 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>; Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Rebuitd

Hey my name is Trey Tyner and | would like to voice my opinion on the rebuild of the Marlin Quay Marina. | believe the
rebuild of the marina would be a great opportunity for Murrells Inlet and surrounding areas. Not only would it create
more jobs but also attract tourist to the area especially fisherman. During the summer months everyone is looking for
great restaurants, nightlife, water sports, and family activities. Marlin Quay will bring all this to the table. | spend a great
deal of time at Marlin Quay Marina and these are some of the most stand up people and create the most friendly
environment for all ages especially for kids. By attracting new people this would also help the surrounding businesses as
those people visit our area. That being said { would love to see the completion of the new facility and | can’t wait to see
the positive outcome they will bring to the town.

Thanks, Trey Tyner




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:07 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss {ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: Julia Baldwin [mailto:jbaldwin0821l@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 11:59 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardsen@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

To Whom It May Concern,

My family and | have been vacationing in our condo at Marlin Quay since they were constructed in the 80's. For years,
the marina store has been our go-to for small needs and dining. | have spoken with the new owners of the store in my
tast few trips to Garden City. They are kind, hard-working individuals who have a vision for updating the marina. Itis
disappointing to see the delay in construction due to what we've been told are legal issues. | was given your contact
information after inguiring about the progress again this evening. Simply put, we would like some resolution for when
the store construction can be started. { am speaking on behalf of my family, both immediate and extended, who call unit
409 our home away from home. We are fully supportive of a new and improved marina store which will offer better
service to both boating customers and condo owners. | don't think a new and bigger store will jeapordize any nearby
businesses, such as the Gulf Stream Cafe. The fine-dining restaurant has maintained its charm and individuality over the
years and | do not see the new store changing that. | do hope you can all come to an agreement and work out the kinks
soon. We look forward to seeing the marina back in order with improvements, Thank you for your time.

Regards,
Julia Ross

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Holly Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:08 AM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

FW: Marlin Quay

From: Daniel Cannon [mailto:dcannon315@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 6:51 AM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay

To whom it may concern,

I would like to express my support for marlin quay to be rebuilt.

Thank you

Daniel Cannon

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android




Tiffany Coleman

From: Melvin Lawson <corvettestingrayl5@icloud.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:01 AM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Gulfstream

F think this Cafe is a good addition to our community....

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Matt Tyler <mnt@aikenbridges.com:
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 8:34 AM
To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin Quay

Helio and good morning-

Please accept this letter in support of all efforts to rebuild the facilities at Marlin Quay as quickly as possible, especially
the restaurant and store.

As a Georgetown County homeowner in this area (1860 Dolphin, approx 1/2 mile south of Marlin Quay), it is vital that
the premises are reestablished, and | offer three reasons.

First, the community depends upon the store for local needs. It services many homes that simply don’t want to have to
drive a long distance and engage in the traffic tie ups {especially in summer} just for milk or a loaf of bread.

Second, the restaurant is not only important for locals, but tourist traffic as well. And it serves a market completely
distinct from the existing Guifstream Cafe. We will continue to dine at Gulfstream, but for more casual fare, and a
different type of food offering, the Marlin Quay restaurant is appreciated by so many {including tourists who just want a
burger/fries or such without a sit down meal). Certainly there is room for both the Marlin Quay restaurant and
Gulfstream- they were neighhors before and both seemed to do well.

Third, as a boater {and as a safety measure} it is feft that having a full service marina with monitored VHF channels and
the ability to receive/relay distress calls is an essential feature for South Garden City Beach, especially with the Marlin
Quay location and ability to respond quickly to any emergent circumstance.

Please give them favorable consideration so that the marina, restaurant and store can be back in place as quickly as
possible.
Thank you.

Matt Tyler

Sent from my iPhone

CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED Unless otherwise indicated or obvious from the nature of the above communication, the
information contained herein may be an attorney-client privileged and confidential information/work product. The
communication is intended for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the reader of this transmission is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error or are not sure whether it is privileged, please
immediately notify us by return e-mail and destroy any copies, electronic, paper or otherwise, which you may have of
this communication. CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: To comply with certain U.S. Treasury regulations, we inform you that,
unless expressly stated otherwise, any U.S. Federal tax advice contained in this e-mail, including attachments, is not
intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, by any person for the purpose of avoiding any penalties that may
be imposed by the Internal Revenue Service.




Tiffany Coleman

From: queale@comcast.net

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 7:43 AM
To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin Quay Restaurant

Good morning. I'm writing this in support of Marlin Quay and their plans for their restaurant. | have always enjoyed both
the marina AND the gulf stream Cafe. The time and effort that has been put into the marina is much overdue and very
good for the region and all who visit.There’s a very real need for another restaurant and plenty of customers to go
around. Please support their efforts. It's going to diversify an area that needs it. It will benefit the locals and surely be
appreciated by all of our visitors.The “competition” that is going on is halting progress and clearly there is no hidden
agenda. Marlin Quay is willing to spend a large amount of time,effort,and money on a project that is good for the entire
region. Quite frankly, many of us were disappointed last season to see that it was halted. | urge you to look through the
politics and help facilitate the completion of the restaurant. Please feel free to call me on my cell if it helps clarify my
intent. | am very passionate about the topic and would be very willing to speak with you if it would help. 724-396-3624.
Very sincerely, Bob Queale.




Tiffany Coleman

From: Keith Gossett <keithgossett@rocketmail.coms
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 851 AM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin quay

I’m writing to you on behalf of Marlin Quay marina. The ongoing actions being taken by the Gulfstream restaurant |
believe is becoming out of hand. | have been there from the beginning when the Lawhon’s purchased the marina. The
Gulfstream and them complimented each other in taking care of the public and what | seen had a good relationship. The
Gulfstream now has taken that away and now has made a negative impact on what that location should be offering. |
run a Charter business out of the marina and not only has it hurt me it has caused problems for the entire community.
Marlin quay is a well know marina that people frequent. 'm there most everyday to see transients coming through to
fuel up on their travels and wonder what happened to the facility. That is not good for us or the garden city area. Word
of mouth goes a long way. I'm writing you to hope get past this nonsense and get things started to get back where they
should be. Thanks for your time.

Keith Gossett

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Jason Carrico <carricojd@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 8:30 AM
To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marfin Quay Marina

Hello,

I am writing as a concerned citizen and regular visitor to Garden City and Murrells Inlet. I am asking that you
consider permitting the owners of Marlin Quay Marina to rebuild their ship store and restaurant. Marlin Quay is
a very valuable resource to the outdoorsmen and fishermen in Murrells Inlet, as well as to the many charter
captain's and their customers. It would greatly benefit the community to have a top notch facility at the marina,
such as the owners are proposing. Again, please help the local community and economy by permitting this
construction.

Very sincerely,

Jason Carrico




Tiffany Coleman

From: Tommy Jones <millstarrecords@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 7:29 AM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

F'm writing this letter to support the rebuilding of the Marlin Quay Marina where my boat resides. | have a home in
Murrells Infet and this is very convenient location for me and my family. Please consider the rebuilding of this Marina as
it has lots of fond memories for me and my family as well. Thank you in advance.

Tommy Jones
Millstar entertainment / Outshyne
2843-601-9111




Tiffany Coleman

From: Kevin Sattele <ksattele@sc.rr.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 8:49 AM
To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin Quay Restaurant

Hello Mir Richardson,

| am writing on behalf of Marlin Quay. 1 own 2 ocean front homes in Garden City, one which we use personally and one
that we rent. | am a business owner in the Inlet as well and we are down there often and practically live there in the
summers. We have not only enjoyed the Marlin Quay restaurant ourselves on numerous occasions but we also
recommend it to renters {who also comment on how much they enjoy it). We have waited ali year for them to rebuild
and it will be a shame if they are not allowed to. 1am not certain of the details of the situation but personally | feel if the
restaurant was there previously, then it should be allowed to rebuild and continue. We enjoy the Gulf Stream Cafe as
well am | am not certain if this is more of a personal dispute between them or a county regulation issue but | ask that
you PLEASE see if you can find a way for the Marlin Quay to rebuild.

Sincerely,

Kevin M Sattele, MD




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

bbutler <bbutler@financeofamerica.com>
Thursday, December 21, 2017 8:26 AM
Holly Richardson

Marlin Quay

I totally support the rebuilding of the restaurant and store .
We were there this past summer ! It is a great complex. Any upgrades with make it so much more attractive.
Please consider allowing this to occur.

God Bless

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S7 edge, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone

bisclaimer

This message and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and are only for the use of the intended
recipient of this message. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender by return email, and delete or destroy this
and all copies of this message and all attachments. Any unautharized disclosure, use, distribution, or reproduction of this message or
any attachments is prohibited and may be unlawful.

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd.




Tiffany Coleman

From: Brian Hicks <brianhicks54@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 7:14 AM
To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin Quay Marine

Marlin Quay Marine has been a very important part of Murrells Inlet for as long as [ can remember, I grew up
here and this place is very vital to the inlet. I strongly believe that denying them the right and Bill back will
hurting Inlet in the long term

This is good people and a good place good family-oriented and it needs to be rebuilt.




Tiffany Coleman

From: wallacejordan2@gmail.com

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 8:46 AM
To: Hoily Richardson

Subject: Marlin quay

My understanding is that the board will consider the marlin quay project this evening. Please allow the project to go
forward. Marlin quay marina is a long standing business that myself and my family enjoy and much desire to continue to
enjoy.

Thanks,

Wallace “Jay” Jordan

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: David Hear! <dhearl@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 8:05 AM
To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin Quay

Marlin Quay Marina is a great asset for Georgetown County and South Carolina. Please allow the owners to continue to
improve the property for all boaters and residents to enjoy.

David Hear!




Tiffany Coleman

From: Larry Adams <jadama2013@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 7:09 AM
To: Holly Richardson

Subject: Marlin Quay

ir. Richardson,

| have a home in Garden City and ¥'m writing in support of the rebuilding of the Marlin Quay Marina building. Not
allowing the rebuilding of this building would be a blow to the community.

Larry Adams
843.455.0483




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:11 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Restaurant and Store

From: Mark Bauman [mailto:markbauman98@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:07 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Restaurant and Store

Dear Sir: | am writing you in support of the Marlin Quay’s effort to build a restaurant and store at the marina. | believe

this would provide an economic boon for the area, its residents and visitors. It would provide jobs and act as a
destination for tourists as well. Please reconsider your decision to impede growth for the area. Mark Bauman

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce
Subject:

Holly Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:34 AM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
{(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

Fw: Marlin Quay Restaurant rebuilding request

From: jsattele [mailto:jsattele@aol.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:27 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Mariin Quay Restaurant rebuilding request

PLEASE allow us to rebuild Marlin Quay Restaurant as you promised. Marlin Quay was my all time favorite

restaurant.

Thank you, kindly, for keeping your word.

Blessings! :)Janice Satiele

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device




Tiffany Coleman

From: Donna King <donnabking@earthlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 %35 AM

To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: Planning Commission Meeting- Marlin Quay Development
Attachments: Georgetown County Planning Commission.docx

Mr or Mrs. Coleman,

| am the Secretary and Treasurer of A Place at the Beach Ocean Front || HOA Board. The Board of Directors does have
a concern about the proposed Marlin Quay development and asked that | contact you by email. | have attached a word
document explaining our concern.

The Place at the Beach OF Il complex ( 42 Condo Units ) is located on 1501 South Waccamaw Drive in Garden City
Beach and is less than 25 yds from the Marlin Quay Marina. We would appreciate if you would share the attached
document with the Planning Committee members prior to the meeting today.

Thank you in advance,
Henry L. King
APATBOFII HOA

PO Box 14280
Surfside Beach ,SC 28587




Georgetown County Planning Commission
129 Screven 5t. Suite 222
Georgetown, SC 29440

Commission Members:

A Place at the Beach OF Il HOA Board of Directors would like to express a concern with the proposed
planned development of the Marlin Quay area in Garden City Beach. A Place at the Beach OF Il complex
{42 Condo Units) is located at 1501 South Waccamaw Drive.

The proposed building is very attractive and will be significant upgrade to the area. Our concern is only
the lack of adequate customer parking to support the existing Gulfstream restaurant and proposed
restaurant along with the Marina daily traffic especially in summer and fali months. We believe that the
end result will be parking on both sides of South Waccamaw Drive and a carry over into the A Place at
the Beach OF 1i parking area which is only adequate for homeowners, guests, and renters.

If our memory is correct, two fatalities occurred many years ago in this area. A car was exiting the
parking lot and vision to traffic was impaired due to cars on the side of the road. The car did pull out in
front of two motoreycles.

Thank you in advance for considering the Board’s concern in your decision at the upcoming Commission
meeting.

Sincerely,

Henry L. King — Secretary and Treasurer
12/20/17

APATBOF It HOA Board of Directors
PO Box 14280
Surfside Beach, SC 29587




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:47 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(fohnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay

From: Barry Hulsey [mailto:bhulsey901@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:36 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Markin Quay

This is in support of allowing Marlin Quay to build back their desired plans. The owners are great people who take great
pride in doing things correctly and first class. | know if they give you their word you can bank on it and that is what they
are requesting back. They were give a verbal ok to tear down and rebuild Marlin Quay and expect that to be honored.
Sincerely, Barry Hulsey

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Heolly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 13:15 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject; FW: Marlin Quay Building

From: icsikyle@gmail.com [mailto:icsikyle@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Kyle P. Sattele
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:05 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Guay Building

I really believe that it is sad to hear about the Marlin Quay not being able to rebuild.
This establishment has been a part of the community for years. Having grown up in Murrells Inlet, I can

remember being a kid and listening to the blowing of the Conch Shell at sunset on Sundays.
This place has giving back to the community with fund raisers for local charities for as long as I can remember.

Marlin Quay is the only full service marina in Murrells Inlet. What they offer to our community is priceless.

When they tore down the building to rebuild, they had the support of local business. Now these same people
would like to stop the rebuild, for selfish reasons, I assume for their extra parking.

You basically have Two businesses on this property.
The 1st, selling food,...

The 2nd, offering Fuel, Food, Water Sports, Convenience Store, Fishing Tournaments, Fishing Charters and
Slip Rentals.

If one were to weight the benefits of the Two said properties on this parcel, I would say to tear down the Gulf
Stream restaurant and have a bigger Marlin Quay. They have a lot more to offer the community, and their
money stays in this community, not sent to Atlanta corporate offices.

Hoping for a better, smarter outcome,

IKer

866-821-4274

Note: The information contained in this email and in any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, re-transmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance
upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. The recipient should check this email and any
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Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Holly Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:24 AM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

FW: Marlin Quay Restaurant and Store

From: Denny Claborn [mailto:dennyclaborn@medtechinc.biz]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:22 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay Restaurant and Store

Hello,

I wanted to write this letter in support of rebuilding Marlin Quay Restaurant and Stire. We had a lot of great
family memories every summer and I am hoping that you find compassion to let this Restaurant and Store be
rebuilt to continue memories for other familes to be built for years to come.

Thank you,

Denny Claborn
Medtech

ZimmerBiomet CMF/Thoracic

843.530.0797



Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:33 AM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Support for Marlin Quay

From: Kelly Sattele [mailto:ksattele@msn.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:27 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Support for Marlin Guay

To whom it may concern,

| am in support of the rebuilding of Marlin Quay. This business has been a part of the Inlet for as long as | can
remember and it would be a shame to see it disappear. | was born here and have lived in this area for close to
50 years and | know this area has a strong sense of community. This same community would also support the
rebuilding of Gulf Stream Café if the situation were reversed. It is hard for me to understand why Gulf Stream
would be strongly opposing this reconstruction other than they must fear a little competition. Competition
creates incentive and motivation for businesses to grow and continue to improve within communities. Maybe
if individuals and corporations had more empathy towards others and less fear of healthy competitors, our
world would begin heading in a better direction. | really hope the County makes the right decision regarding
this matter. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Kelly Sattele




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:33 AM

To: Flizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver,com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Ce: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay

From: Derek Heiden [mailto:dheiden1966@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:28 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay

I fully support the construction on Marlin Quay Marina and restaurant. Thanks




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:51 AM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Colemnan
Subject: FW: Marlin quay marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement

129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440
{843) 545-3162
bjchnson®@gtcounty.org

From: daniel carey [mailto:dtc543@icloud.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 9:48 AM
To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin quay marina

Unfortunately | will not be able to attend tonight's hearing. This e mail is in regards to supporting marlin quay marina.
This battle between the two sides has affected many people including myself and my family. When the original building
was in place, it was a go to spot for us to enjoy the beauty and tranquility of the inlet. This past season was very difficult
and disappointing due to the temporary structure. | am all for an improvement. | only hope that the Gulf Stream
restaurant and the marina can reach an agreement. Thank you captain dan carey

Sent from my iPad




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:52 AM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown 5C, 25440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Darrell Laney [mailto:dlt122@windstream.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 6:49 AM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

I wanted to comment on the hearing. There is limited access to Murrells Inlet and the Marlin Quay is a great spot. Why is
there such an issue on a nice building? | like to take my wife out on the boat and the Marina is clean and plenty of lights.

A nice building would only enhance the area and make it a better place.
Thank you
Darrell Laney

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:52 AM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Rebuild

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

{843) 545-3162

biohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Trey Tuner [mailto:irey21686@aoi.com}

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 10:58 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>; Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Rebuild

Hey my name is Trey Tyner and | would like to voice my opinion on the rebuild of the Marlin Quay Marina. | believe the
rebuild of the marina would be a great opportunity for Murrells inlet and surrounding areas. Not only would it create
more jobs but also attract tourist to the area especially fisherman. During the summer months everyone is looking for
great restaurants, nightlife, water sports, and family activities. Marlin Quay will bring all this to the table. I spend a great
deal of time at Marlin Quay Marina and these are some of the most stand up people and create the most friendly
environment for all ages especially for kids. By attracting new people this would also help the surrounding businesses as
those people visit our area. That being said | would love to see the completion of the new facility and | can’t wait to see
the positive outcome they will bring to the town.

Thanks, Trey Tyner




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:53 AM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown 5C, 25440

{843} 545-3162

bjchnson@gtcounty.org

From: Denny [mailto:dsprings@thecrabcakelady.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 8:43 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay

Mr Johnson,

| believe that the new construction at the Marlin Quay property will be a great asset to the community.

Best regards,

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:53 AM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin quay Marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Matt Camak [mailto:matt.camak@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 7:18 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin quay Marina

I am sending this email on behalf of Marlin Quay Marina in Murrells Inlet. My name is Matt Camak, [ am a true
South Carolinian through and through, born and raised here in the grand strand. I feel as if Marlin Quay has
been punished enough. I can't imagine all the income they lost this year. I feel like they should be allowed to
start building immediately. What can it hurt? I feel like it could only improve the look and feel of the
community. I personally do not think our boardwalks would be the attractions they are if there was only one
restaurant. They thrive off each other from over flow and keep business around the area, which I believe only
benefits our community. Marlin Quay and Gulf Stream would likely feed off one another, not hurt each other.
Shouldn't we want to grow our community together? Having a marina with a facility like this could certainly
help achieve that.

Thank you for you time.

Sent from Yahoo Mail




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:54 AM

To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: zoning hearing for proposed rebuild of gulf stream bar and grill
Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement

129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440
(843) 545-3162
bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Tom Adams [mailto:tomadams189@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 5:56 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: zoning hearing for proposed rebuild of gulf stream bar and grill

| Tom Adams am a property owner at Compass Rose in Garden City Beach | am located very close to the property under
zoning. | am very much in favor to see the proposed rebuild go forward as i think it will bring fresh views and chocies not
only to current residents but to the many visitors that visit our beautiful area every year.



Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:54 AM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

{843) 545-3162

bichnson@gtcounty.org

From: James Lampi [mailto:jlampi32@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 5:43 PM
To: Boyd lohnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

Hi Mr. Johnson

My family, friends, and | visit the Marlin Quay Marina through out the entire year. We would love for the Marina to
continue the growth with its new planned facilities. The new facilities would attract and accommodate many existing
and new families to come on and off the water. Not to mention the economic growth to the area from tourists, boat slip
owners, and commercial fishermen. Thank you for the opportunity to express and voice our opinion.

Best Regards

James Lampi

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:55 AM
To: Helly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina New Facility

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown 5C, 29440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gicounty.org

From: Alex Hrycak [mailto:laxgoalie0212@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 5:27 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina New Facility

To whom it may concern:

My name is Alex Hrycak, and | am writing this letter reguarding the current situation between the Gulf Stream
Cafe and Marlin Quay Marina. To my knowledge, | understand that the Gulf Stream Cafe is against the improvements
that their neighbor Marlin Quay Marina has planned and are doing what they can to stop the building of a new facility
next door. | feel this is wrong. Marlin Quay Marina has been apart of Murrells Inlet and Garden City since the 60's while
Gulf Stream Cafe is fairly new to the scene, being established in the mid 80's{1986). The previous statement speaks for
itself and is just one reason why the Guif Stream Cafe is in the wrong here.

I am a local charter captain in Murrells Inlet, and have frequently visited Marlin Quay Marina through out the
past five years that | have lived in South Carolina. They have always been good to my clients, friends and myself no
matter what the situation is. The building of Marlin Quay's new facility would not only benefit the community of Garden
City, but all of Murrells Inlet as a whole. 1ts also a favorite tourist attraction for those visiting Garden City with much to
offer like charter fishing, sunset cruises, water taxi, and much more. To limit this establishment to their current
building{a portable) is not just wrong, but selfish and unjustifiable. It seems the Guif Stream Cafe considers Marlin Quay
Marina as a competitor that doesn't have the right to expand. All businesses should have the right to succeed and
prosper. | cannot support the Gulf Stream Cafe's decision to hinder the process of successful business management and
feel many others would agree. | hope you feel the same and will help put an end to what the Gulf Stream Cafe is trying
to do.

Sincerely,
Capt. Alex Hrycak

{240)676-6982




Laxgoalie0212@aol.com




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:26 PM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Rebuilding of Marlin Quay Marina
Attachments: Marlin Quay.docx

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Frances Wellman [mailto:fbwellman@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:22 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Rebuilding of Marlin Quay Marina

Please consider the attached letter and allow Marlin Quay to be rebuilt as it is a real asset to Georgetown
County. I live in the county and would consider it a huge mistake not to allow this rebuilding.

Please consider what [ have written in the attached letter.

Thank you for hearing my request.



Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:52 PM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown 5C, 29440

{843) 545-3162

bjochnson@gtcounty.org

From: Katy Newman {mailto:newman.kcl4@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:34 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

Hello,

My name is Katy Newman and [ have been an employee of Marlin Quay Marina for the past 3 years. | say employee, but
truthfully it’s more than a place of business, it's home and the people there are my family. Not only the people | work
with/owners of the marina, but the boat owners, captains and mates, and most importantly the customers that return
regularly to the marina year after year. These people are what makes Marlin Quay the home away from home, and the
friends who instantly became my family.

Without the marina, | would have never stayed in South Carolina to continue my education. | was a freshman marine
science major at Coastal Carolina when | first found out about the marina. Going through some tough family times, | was
certain that | wasn’t going to be returning to Coastal, until | learned about the marina through the Saltwater Anglers
Team. This team at Coastal Carolina is sponsored by the marina, and provide opportunities for the members of the
team, like me, job opportunities and networking in the marine/boating/fishing fields. When | began the job that
summer, | truly did not believe that this job would lead me to where | am today. From being offered an internship from
the Vice President of Patagonia after unknowingly serving him and his family dinner one night, to forming friendships
with local business owners such as lessica Perry, these people have truly changed my life and it was all thanks to the
marina.

This only scrapes the surface of what the marina has offered to me, just me. This is my home, and it is home to so many
people locally and along the coast. Building a new facility is exactly what the marina needs, to meet the needs and
expectations that the marina upholds for its customers. The previous {and current) facility can not provide the essentials
for them, and by building a new one, there is no telling how much impact we can make on our focal and traveling
community.

Best,
Katy Newman




Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:27 PM
To: : Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Zoning Hearing 12.21.2017

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement

129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440
{843) 545-3162
bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Paden Capps [mailto:pcapps91@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:23 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>; Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Zoning Hearing 12.21.2017

To whom it may concern,

| was made aware that there is another zoning hearing this afternoon. Due to my permanent residence hot
being in Georgetown, | will be unable to make it. { was told that | could send an email showing my support for
having Marlin Quay Marina rebuilt.

i am in full support of having the Marina rebuilt, as [ feel a new facility is important and beneficial to the
success of the community. This Marina, at this location, has been a beacon to the community for generations
of visitors to the area and | am in total dishelief that not having the Marina rebuilt would even be considered.
Having a Marina to provide services that both residents and visitors to the community are looking for is
important for growth and overall progression in the future. | am a full believer that growth and expansion of
services in this area gives hope and promise to the future and longevity of it remaining one of the top vacation
areas in the state.

Regards,
Paden Capps




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:52 PM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

{843) 545-3162

bichnson@gtcounty.org

From: Jason May [mailto:countypd09@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:30 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Fwd: Marlin Quay Marina

Mr. Johnson, | just wanted to send my letter again in support of Marlin Quay Marina and the rebuild of their Marina and
Restaurant. | will be unable to attend the meeting tonight due to the Holidays and not being in town. | would appreciate
it if you could share this letter as part of the meeting tonight.

Thanks
Jason May

>

> Mr. lohnson,

>

> | am sending this email in reference to the ongoing dispute that the

> Gulf Stream cafe is having with Marlin Quay Marina. 1 am not going to
> be able to attend the meeting tonight to voice my opinion, so that's

> why | am sending this email. My family and | have called Murrells

> Inlet, SC our second home for years. | have been involved in Marlin

> Quay Marina for years, from taking my kids and family fishing there,

> fishing tournaments, which proceeds have been given to local Charities
> and just going there to enjoy the beautiful view that that location

> has. I'm not going into great detail on the owners of this property,

> hecause their dedication to Murrells Inlet is seen by anyone who has

> ever stopped into their establishment and had contact with anyone

> that’s associated with the marina. | could not ask for a more family

> oriented place to take my entire family to and be treated the way we

> are at this Marlin Quay. | hope you will help Chris Lawhon and his

> father Mark Lawhon complete the revised building plans that have been
> modified several times to accommaodate and resolve the parking issues
> to move forward and put the history of the Marina back on the map of

1




> Murrells Inlet Sc. 1 know | am speaking on behalf of a lot of people

> who own homes in that area, that would like to see their Marina built
> back that was damaged by the hurricane. The new Marina would be a huge
> influence and be a perfect place for my family and kids and other

> families to come and enjoy what has been a landmark in Murrelis Inlet
> for many years.

>

> Thanks,

>

> Jason May

> Marine Enforcement Unit

> Educational Services Unit

> (S)704-629-2258

> (W) 704-866-3320

>

>
>
>




December 21, 2017

Re: Marlin Quay Restaurant and Ship Store

This letter is to show my support for the Marlin Quay Restaurant and
Ship Store to be rebuilt. I have always enjoyed the brunch and the
amazing view, and can’t wait to see it back up and running!




December 21, 2017

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to show my support for the rebuilding of the Marlin Quay
Restaurant and Ship Store. I would love to see this landmark rebuilt, and
I am looking forward to visiting again as soon as it is complete!

r. Steven McKay, D.C.




December 21, 2017

I would like to show my support for the Marlin Quay Restaurant and Ship
Store to be rebuilt. I am looking forward to visiting again!

With Kind Regards,

LoD T

Judy Rabon, FNP




December 21, 2017

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing this letter to express my support for the rebuilding of
the Marlin Quay Restaurant and Ship Store. My family is looking
forward to it!

Thank You, ~

Ashley Hill




December 21, 2017

Re: Marlin Quay Restaurant and Ship Store

I would like to express my support for the rebuilding of the Marlin
Quay Restaurant and Ship Store. I am looking forward to the grand
opening!

Singerely,

Kellf Tedder




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:19 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss {ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay

From: Walter Smith {mailto:w.p.smith@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:33 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay

| support the rebuild of the Marlin Quay. | am a resident of Georgetown County. We have lived here for 40 years. |
actually worked at the bar in the past. | have also used the store while fishing and as beach goers.
Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:19 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss {ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
{johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coteman

Subject: FW. Marlin Quay Restaurant and Ship Store

From: Connie Poston [mailto:cgposton@ymait.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:37 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Restaurant and Ship Store

Please accept this e-mail as my support for Marlin Quay to rebuild their restaurant and ship store. [ was a patron and
friend of the owners and I'm aware that at the time they tore the previous building down, they had the full support of
Gulifstream Restaurant to tear down and rebuild.

They have not only lost revenue by being delayed in rebuilding, but legal fees to now have to deal with Gulfstream over
what was originally not an issue.

Marlin Quay's business is for boaters to come in and buy supplies and also they can come straight off the boat and into
their restaurant for a meal and not have to worry about the atfire. Also, it's a nice relaxing atmosphere to relax and enjoy
family and friends, not just a restaurant like Gulfstream. You talking two different types of establishments.

Your assistance in allowing Marlin Quay to rebuild will certainly help the Georgetown area of the Grand Strand

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Connie G. Poston
843-617-2752




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc
Subject:

Hoily Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:20 PM

Elizabeth Krauss {(ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

FW: Marlin Quay

From: Rgwinesette [mailto:rgwinesette @gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:41 AM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay

Hello,

My name is Greg Winesette and I want to voice my support for th furtherance of Marlin Quay Marina’s
building progress. I believe that the new plans that the Lawhon’s have for the location would be very beneficial
to the community and would bring more dollars to the Murrells Inlet/ Garden City area. Please take this
consideration in the decision made for that property.

Thank you,

Greg Winesette




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:20 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: joseph healy [mailto:rjhealy@att.net]

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:42 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

Just a note to let you know my support is fully behind Marlin Quay Marina to rebuild their restaurant and Ship Store. It has
proven to be an improvement to the Georgetown area of Garden City with their Marina, walk-in restaurant for boaters and
relaxing barfrestaurant for anyone just wanting to relax and enjoy your excellent sunsets.

Your consideration in their favor is much appreciated.

R. Joseph Healy, MD
Florence, SC




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:21 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
{(ichnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: Steve Tyler [mailto:stylerl865@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:46 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

Holly

Just want to take a minute to voice my support for the Marlin Quay Marina. As a resident of Garden City Beach
[ see the need for the marina and store. There is a huge difference in clientele that frequent the Gulfstream Café
and marina store and bar.

With all of the changes on the beach; i.e. new construction, I feel there is enough business for a fine dining
restaurant as well as the marina to share.

Thank you,

Steve Tyler




December 21, 2017

To whom it may concern:

It is a shame that Gulf Stream is trying to block the rebuilding of the Marlin Quay Marina. Their appeals
have been denied multiple times so I don’t understand why it’s still being held up. It would be a
detriment to the entire area if they aren’t allowed to huild back this marina.

Marlin Quay has been a staple in the area as long as | can remember. For about fifteen years my
husband (Jack Wellman)} and | lived in Mt. Gilead in Murrelis Inlet and often went by boat over to Marlin
Quay. We enjoyed the view while living on the inlet and could see Marlin Quay from our home and
enjoyed seeing it thrive. We also enjoy having dinner at Guif Stream Café. |am so sorry there is conflict
between these two businesses.

AS a resident of Georgetown County fiving now in the Pawleys Island area, | ask you to altow the building
of this new marina as soon as possible so the entire community and those traveling through can enjoy
all that it has to offer for our community.

Frances Wellman
843-235-0235

fbwellman@gmail.com




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:28 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Zoning Hearing 12.21.2017

From: Paden Capps [mailto:pcapps91@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:23 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>; Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Zoning Hearing 12.21.2017

To whom it may concern,

I was made aware that there is another zoning hearing this afternoon. Due to my permanent residence not
being in Georgetown, | will be unable to make it. | was told that | could send an email showing my support for
having Marlin Quay Marina rebuilt.

I am in full support of having the Marina rebuilt, as | feel a new facility is important and beneficial to the
success of the community. This Marina, at this location, has been a beacon to the community for generations
of visitors to the area and | am in total disbelief that not having the Marina rebuilt would even be considered.
Having a Marina to provide services that both residents and visitors to the community are looking for is
important for growth and overall progression in the future. | am a full believer that growth and expansion of
services in this area gives hope and promise to the future and longevity of it remaining one of the top vacation
areas in the state.

Regards,
Paden Capps




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:30 PM
To: ‘Dan Stacy’'

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: Crystal Moore [mailto:cmoore2129@icloud.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 7:01 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

We support the rebuilding of this project... Marlin Quay. As this has been a long standing, fine establishment that has
helped individuals in the Horry County for a long time. May this project endeavor to move forward at the present time.

We pray that there will be no more delay to move forward. Sincerely, Dennis & Crystal Moore Florence, SC

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:31 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: Wanda Christmas [mailto:wdmc99@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:59 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

Marlin Quay Marina restaurant and store has been an iconic family gathering
place in Garden City for years and should be allowed the opportunity to
continue as such. Mark Lawhon has been coming to Garden City and the
marina since he was a small boy. He is an asset to the community, as seen back
in September after the hurricane when he oftered to sell fuel to the locals at
cost. Other businesses were out of fuel or greatly inflated the price. I fully
support the rebuilding of Marlin Quay Marina restaurant and store.

Thank you.

Wanda Christmas




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Holly Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:32 PM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

FW: Marlin Quay Restaurant

From: Regina Duncan [mailto:rduncan@coastal.edu]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 11:21 AM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay Restaurant

As a resident of Garden City Beach, | am fully in favor of and completely support the rebuilding of the Marlin Quay
Restaurant on South Waccamaw Drive in Murrells Inlet. Marlin Quay was a beloved marina and restaurant and ship
store in our neighborhood. The Gulfstream Café is too, but they do not have the right to stop it from being

rebuilt. When it was torn down, it was so with the understanding that they would rebuild it. Gulstream cannot now say
that they can’t rebuild. The community, neighbors and visitors will all benefit from the Marlin Quay Restaurant and Ship
Store being rebuilt. It is part of the neighborhood, and we miss it very much.

Please support our community and all Marlin Quay to rebuild. Thank you.

Regina & Larry Duncan
526 Huckleberry Avenue
Garden City, SC 29576

Merry Christmas

Wil

Regina M Duncan
Adminisirative Specialist

Department ol Theatre-EHFA 226

Coastal Carolina University
P.O. Box 261954

Conway, SC 29528

Office: 843-349-6635

Fax: 843-349-2369

r(lunczm@(‘oasl;!l.edu

H COASTAL CAROLINA
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Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Holly Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:33 PM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(iohnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

FW: Marlin quay

From: Rebecca Harlan [mailto:rcharlan3552@icloud.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:58 AM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin quay
Rebuild Marlin Quay.

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

Frony
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Holily Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:33 PM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Colernan

FW: Gulifstream Cafe

From: Rebecca Harlan [mailto:rcharlan3552 @icloud.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:56 AM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Gulfstream Cafe

We have a home in inlet point, we have used the marina and the cafe. | support rebuiiding.

Sent from my iPhone




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:34 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Restaurant

From: Q Bill [mailto:plannerd7@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 10:48 AM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Re: Marlin Quay Restaurant

Sir:

My son owns a home in the area. Our family has enjoyed both the marina and the restaurant across the parking
lot. Adding an ancillary eatery at the marina will be a benefit for boaters that will help with the success of its
operations. The sit down restaurant across the parking lot is a different clientele. That restaurant will still
benefit from boaters looking for that type of dining experience while others seeking a more casual meal will
have access to the marina’s proposed new facility. As one who retired from city planning as well as having
served as Chairman of the Board of Supervisors in my home community, broadening the available setvices
within this type of complex will strengthen both uses. When people visit one place, they take note of the

other. The marina and the large restaurant are uniquely different destinations. The proposed casual restaurant
at the marina will enhance both by the additional diversification.

Begin forwarded message:

From: "queale@comcast.net"

Subject: Marlin Quay Restaurant

Date: December 21, 2017 at 7:42:32 AM EST
To: Hrichardson@gtcounty.org

Good morning. I'm writing this in support of Marlin Quay and their plans for
their restaurant. I have always enjoyed both the marina AND the gulf stream
Cafe. The time and effort that has been put into the marina is much overdue and
very good for the region and all who visit.There’s a very real need for another
restaurant and plenty of customers to go around. Please support their efforts. It’s
going to diversify an area that needs it. It will benefit the locals and surely be
appreciated by all of our visitors.The “competition” that is going on is halting
progress and clearly there is no hidden agenda. Marlin Quay is willing to spend a
large amount of time,effort,and money on a project that is good for the entire
region. Quite frankly, many of us were disappointed last season to see that it was
halted. I urge you to look through the politics and help facilitate the completion of
the restaurant. Please feel free to call me on my cell if it helps clarify my intent. I

1



am very passionate about the topic and would be very willing to speak with you if
it would help. 724-396-3624. Very sincerely, Bob Queale.




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:54 PM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Kaylee Sutton [mailto:kaylee.sutton@ymail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 12:52 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

| am writing you today in hopes that you, being a community leader, will stand up and show your support for
rebuilding Marlin Quay Marina. This marina is a staple in the Garden City area and it would be a true shame to not see ft
revived. It would be disappointing if the rebuilding of this beautiful place, that offers so much to the community, was
delayed over fear of competition {we all know that is all this is). This family owned business deserves the right to build!

Sincerely,
Kaylee Sutton




Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:55 PM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: Zoning Hearing 12-21-17

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement

129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440
(843) 545-3162
bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: Claire Mahoney [mailto:claire.mahoney@my.Ir.edu]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:01 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Zoning Hearing 12-21-17

To whom it may concern, it was brought to my attention that there will be another zoning hearing this
afternoon. Due to the upcoming holidays and family traveling I will be unable to attend. However, I wanted to
voice my support for the Marlin Quay Marina through this email.

I completely support Marlin Quay Marina being rebuilt. I see it as a wonderful opportunity for growth and
improvement for the community. The location for the Marina has been convenient and a constant for continuous
visitors and even community members. I have family members who return to the community each summer
because of Marlin Quay Marina and it’s convenient location and the services the Marina provides. Without the
rebuilt Marina, this will affect the return of many visitors.

The rebuilding of the Marina will provide a growth of services and opportunities for the community as well as a
surplus in vacationers and community members visiting the area.

Regards,

Claire Mahoney



Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 2:03 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay

From: Ranee Moore [mailto:raneemoore@icloud.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 1:54 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Marlin Quay

To whom it may concern:

| would like to voice my support for re-opening the bar and restaurant at Marlin Quay.

My family frequents the beach and we have missed stopping in to this refaxed and friendly bar and restaurant. The
food was excellent and is sorely missed !

BRING BACK Marlin Quay Bar and Grilll!

Ranee Moore




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Holly Richardson

Thursday, December 21, 2017 2:44 PM

Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gcbdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Tiffany Coleman

FW: Support for Marlin Quay

From: Al Avena [mailto:avenafish@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 2:33 PM
To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Support for Marlin Quay

| am writing in full support of the new Marlin Quay building. As a homeowner of Murrells Inlet we need this project for the
tourism attraction and revenue it provides. Also with Murrells Inlet not having a Coast Guard station Marlin Quay has acted as
first responders on many occasions on the water. | have been able to attend the last 2 meetings, due to an iliness in the family
i can not this evening. The Gulf Stream Cafe arguments have been about the parking. There is at least another 20 parking
spots under the gulf stream building that have never been mentioned. Thank you for your time and service.

Al Avena
128 Fox Den Dr

Murrells Inlet SC 29576

732 604 6778



Tiffany Coleman

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 2:55 PM
To: Holly Richardson; Tiffany Coleman
Subject: FW: MARLIN QUAY MARINA

Boyd Johnson

Director, Planning and Code Enforcement
129 Screven Street

Georgetown SC, 29440

(843) 545-3162

bjohnson@gtcounty.org

From: KEVIN CHRISTIAN [mailto:kdcmbsc@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 2:14 PM

To: Boyd Johnson <bjohnson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: MARLIN QUAY MARINA

M. Johnson,

Tts imperative that the Marlin Quay Marina be rebuilt to show the resiliency of our robust and dynamic community. Marlin Quay has been a
staple of the Garden City/Murrells Inlet experience for many years. It would be an irreparable loss to Garden City and Murrells Inlet if it was
not able to be rebuilt. [ have previously brought family and friends from out of town to Marlin Quay because of it's unique location, great
value, it's local fresh seafood, 'million dollar' views, charter fishing and the handy water taxi. This location has also historically served the
inlet as a convenience store. As a community, it is important that we support and sustain our local businesses. The long delay to rebuild this
facility after the devastation created by Hurricane Matthew due to legal shenanigans is bordering on the absurd. Lets get the rebuilding
underway!!!

Sincerely,

Kevin and Susan Christian



Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 3:02 PM

To: Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com); Freddie Hill; Glenda Shoulette; Johnny Weaver
(johnny@johnnyweaver.com); Robert Davis; Zach Grate

Cc: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: Marfin Quay

From: Jordanne Wheeler [mailto:wheeler.jordanne@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 2:50 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: Marlin Quay

To whom it may concern:

| would like to voice my support for the reopening of the bar and restaurant at Marlin Quay. My family and I love going
to the beach and have truly missed this place! it is not the same without being able to stop by! The food was amazing
and was also a very nice and relaxing atmosphere!

BRING BACK MARLIN QUAY BAR & GRILL!

Jordanne Ardis




Cecil Edward Floyd, Jr.
1419 Woods Road
Florence, South Carolina 29501
843-229-0323

December 21, 2017

To Whom [t May Concern:
| am writing this letter in support of Mark Lawhon. He is very
interested in starting a new business at Marlin Quay. | have owned a

condo at Marlin Quay since 1990.

| have known Mark personal for many years and support him one
hundred percent. His business would make an excellent addition to our

Marlin Quay community.
Sincerely, Qaz&p

Cecil Edward Floyd, Jr.




Land use: Dispute continues between businesses that share parking

Pawleys Island
. Realty

By Charles Swenson

Coastal Observer L

An ongoing dispute over rebuilding of the marina store and restaurant at Marlin Quay returned to 843'237 '2‘43 1 !

where it began, with an appeal of Georgetown County's decision fo issue a permil for the project 27 .
. 800-937-7352

without a public hearing. It was the second permil to be appealed and the second appeal to be rejected.
1t is likely to be the second appeal to po Circuit Court.

Buy Photo Reprints
“There are also two other lawsuits pending between the owners of the marina store and the Guifstream
Café, which share a parking ot overlooking (he marina at Garden City.

“Don’t get confused on this project it you think it Jooks familiar,” Boyd Johnsen, the county planning
director, teld membees of the Board of Zoning Appeals last week, Gulfstream Café, owned by the
Atlanta-based CentraArchy restaurani group, appealed the county’s permit decision in 2016.

Gulfstream argues that lhe reconstruction of the marina office and restaurant constitute a major change
to the Marlin Quay “planned development” zoning district. The zoning ordinance requires a hearing
before the Planning Commission and three readings by County Council for major changes, “The
county considered it & minor change,” Jehnson said. Not only did the appeals board agree, so did
Circuit Court Judge Ben Culberison. Guifstream filed a motion for reconsideration that s stifl pending,

In the meantime, Palinetto Industrial Development, whose principat is Mark Lawlhon of Florence,
turned & a new building permit appication 10 sebuild the marina store and restaurant. {The original
building was tom dowa in 20£6.} The old buitding had 4,603 square feet. The new building wiil have
4,598 square feet plus another 3,927 square feet of unheated space. 1t will also increase the amount of
parking spaces to 62, 11 more than are required by the zoning ordinance, according te the planning
staff.

Gulfstream, represented by George Redman, an attorney with the Bellamy Law Finm, said the new
building witl change the intensity of use on the property, one of the criteria the erdinance lists for
deciding whether a change to a planned development is major or minor.

*“This is a major change. The plans show i1, Redman said. In addition, Gulfstream bas an easement to
use the parking lot that wil be impacted by the new building, “‘When it gots busy, tlicre are serious
constraints on parking.”

He also renewed claims made in the first appeal that Steve Goggans, whose firm SGA Architecture
designed the marina buiiding, used his role as a County Council member to sway the staff decision.
“The appearance of impropriety exits,” Redman said.

That drew a rebuke from Tim Onions, who chairs the appeals board. “I'm not sure he asked them fo do
anything,” he said. “The way you stated it, I'm not sure that’s accurate.”

Due to the litigation, Redsman said e needed to include it for the record.

Dan Stacy, the attorney for the marina store, said that while (he building will change, nonc of the
changes are sufficient to trigger a major change to the planned development. “We think we have
mitigated any impact on this parking lot,” he said. The stated objections to Marlin Quay 1 were
completely addressed by the new set of plans.”

Wesley Bryant, the county attorney, called the appeal of the marina store penmits ““an atlempt to stifle
competition” and “an abuse of process.”

If the buildisg was ruled a major change and approved by the county, Bryant said he believes
Gulfstream would still oppose it. Ee objected {0 “keep throwing faxpayers money at it.”

In arguing for a major change Redman cited an enpineer’s report that the new marina building would
2o from 50 to 177 restaurant seats. But he told the board “allegations that this is about competing
business, that’s not true.”

The board voted 5-0 {o deny his appeal,




Judy Blankenship

From: Tiffany Colernan

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 4:30 PM
To: Judy Blankenship

Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina
Attachments: Marlin Quay.docx

Tiffany Coleman

Associate Planner Georgetown County

129 Screven St.

Georgetown,SC 29440
Phone: 843-545-3158
E:mail: tcoleman@gtcounty.org

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 4:28 PM

To: Tiffany Coleman <tcoleman@gtcounty.org>; Elizabeth Krauss (ekrauss@gchdsn.com) <ekrauss@gchdsn.com>;
Freddie Hill <jfhill@sc.rr.com>; Glenda Shoulette <|shoulette@sc.rr.com>; fohnny Weaver {johnny@johnnyweaver.com)
<johnny@jchnnyweaver.com>; Robert Davis <rocherteman@aol.com>; Zach Grate <zachariusgrate@yahoo.com>
Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Marina

From: David Sutton [mailto:dwsutton59@vyahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2017 4:11 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>; bjohnson@georgetowncounty.org
Subject: Marlin Quay Marina

To whom it may concern,

In regards to the attached article, | am in favor of Marlin Quay Marina store and restaurant, moving forward with their
rebuild. We have enjoyed this marina and having the new building back will be an asset not only providing
a great place to enjoy boating, fishing and the restaurant but also enhance the area. | think it is ridiculous that this
development has been delayed for this amount of time and prohibited the enjoyment and growth of a fantastic area. A
As in most areas along the South Carolina coast, improvements such as this are making our state a better place for its
residents and visitors. Thanks for consideration of my opinion.

David W. Sutton




MARLIN QUAY MARINA STORE & SNACK BAR
EXHIBITS FOR BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
November 2, 2017

Ordinance 619.302: PDD Major Amendments

Affidavit of Robert Castles, P.IE. ......occiveninriioinencsrenreresssesessesesearessersssesseons 2

Change in Exterior Appearance (619.3025),
Dramatic Increase in Density (619.3021)
Intensity, i.e., increased Bulk, Height, and Size (619.3023) vovvvvevcrevererrens 3

Full Size Plans Submitted to Board at Hearing:
G 000 Coversheet — Depicting Exterior Elevation
G 001 Life Safety — Actual Area = 8,850 fi2
Usable Restaurant Space = 5,000 f2
G 002 Life Safety
C 100 Existing Conditions — Footprint of Prior Building
C 101 Demolition Plan — New Building Overlay over Footprint
A 201 ~ A 204, A251 - 360° of Elevations/Depictions
P 102 Second Floor Plumbing Plans — 93 Seats & 4,350 f?
P 103 Third Floor Plumbing Plans — 77 Seats & 963 fi*
E 102 Second Floor Electrical Plans — 93 Seats
E 103 Third Floor Electrical Plans — 77 Seats

Georgetown County’s - Bulk of Prior Building
Tungsten AIA: 4,600 ft2 Total & 1,957 fi? Restaurant......ceverevonnen, 4
Max. AUthoriZed 4,244 B ....oovivvinresveererierseesssesresseesassssessesesssssesssssssssorssssns 4

85010224 L0CHASVD - SVATd NOWWOD - NMOLZOH0F9 - Wd ev¥ 2L 92Q L10Z - 4TI ATIVOINOHLOTE

Determination of Minor - Boyd Johnson to Steve Goggans (June 15, 2016) ......5
Restaurant Seats (Increased 100) Increased Density/Intensity .....oocococvevrirvrsnnne. 6
Parking CRRIEES ..o ettt cr e s 7
Gulfstream Café’s Parking — Plat Book 6, Page 214 ....cciiivienivennieoninne 8
Gulfstream Café’s Perpetual Parking Easements ... 9

Gulfstream Café Complaint ............ccovvvvrvivisinnrii s seseeicseesssesrreres 10

Mr. Goggans — September 22, 2015 ..o, 11

Exhibit A







Georgetown County Zoning Ordinance
619, Planned Development District (PD)
619.302 Major Changes. Major changes in a PD shall require another public hearing and

shall be treated as an amendment to the Ordinance. Major changes may include, but
are not limited to the following: ‘

619.3021 Increase in density,

619.3022 Changes in exterior boundary lines and/or height limit;

619.3023 Changes in intensity of land use;
Intensity is defined as: The “intensity" of land use is the degree of the negative
impacts on the environment and neighboring land uses. Impacts of intensity include,
but are not limited to, greater impervious surface coverage, reduced open space,
increased bulk and height of buildings, increased traffic with associated noise

and congestion, signs and exterior lighting visible from neighboring property.

619.3024 Changes in the location or amount of land devoted to specific land uses;
and,

619.3025 Changes that significantly change the exterior appearance,







STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) OCTOBER 30,2017
) AFFIDAVIT OF

COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN ) ROBERT L. CASTLES, JR
Personally appeared before me, Robert L. Castles, Jr., P.E., who, upon being duly sworn,

deposes and states as follows:

1. My name is Robert L. Castles, Jr., P.E. and as such | have personal knowledge of all matters
set forth herein this Affidavit.

A I have reviewed Georgetown County Zoning Ordinance Sec. 619,302, which sets forth a
non-exhaustive list of characteristics that constitute a major change to a Planned
Development District (PDD), and this list specifically includes increases in density,
intensity, height, bulk, traffic, congestion, exterior lighting, as well as changes in the
location or exterior appearance of the proposed building.

3. [ have reviewed the as-built specifications and numerous pictures of the prior Marina Store

and Snack Bar, which was essentially a 1-1/2 Story building comprising 4,603 sq. ft.,

including the first and second floor exterior decks.




4, The new building is three (3) stories, and includes 8,848 total sq. ft., of which there is 7,346
sq. ft. of usable space, in accordance with Chapter 10 of the 2015 International Building

Code (IBC) that was adopted by Georgetown County.

N R/ \S T \r \r T

S [T
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5 [ have also reviewed actual plans submitted to Georgetown County in the summer of 2017
which are commonly referenced as the Marlin Quay 2 Plans, and these plans constitute a
major change to the Marlin Quay Marina PDD in the following particulars:

a. Sec. 619.3021 — Increase in Density
Pictures of the former snack bar at the Marina Store show less than 70 seats. The

new MQ2 plans depict there will be 93 seats on the second floor and 77 seats on

the third floor, for a total of 170 seats;

Page 3 of 6
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The Georgetown County Zoning Ordinance for Planned Developments defines
intensity as “the degree or the negative impacts on the environment and neighboring
land uses.” {Georgetown County Zoning Ord. Sec. 619.3023.) The Gulfstream
Café, Inc. is immediately adjacent to the subject property and owns a parking
easement on the parking lot. Palmetto’s proposed building increases their parking

requirements from the before, and therefore the parking is less since 3 public spaces

Sec. 619.3023 — Changes in intensity of land use, changes to the parking lot




before will be private. Therefore the new parking is not adequate to serve this new
building, plus the 23 spaces required for the marina slips. Accordingly, Palmetto’s
redevelopment of the Marlin Quay Marina will change the intensity of the land use.
Sec. 619.3023 — Changes in intensity, increased bulk and height of buildings
The undisputed record evidence before the ZBA demonstrates that at most the old
building was 4,600 sq. ft.; while the new proposed building will be 8,850 sq. ft. The
old building was a [-1/2 story rectangular building on ground level; while the new
building will be a three-story building with the height to the top of the roof being
some 30 plus feet, which is greater than the 45 feet maximum height in the P,U.D.
Sec. 619.3023 — Changes in intensity, Increased Traffic

Palmetio’s proposed building will add approximately 100 seats of restaurant dining
and bar area at the same time the Gulf Stream Cafe is open. Traffic will necessarily
increase exponentially as a result.

A Sec, 619.3024 — Changes in the location or amount of land devoted to specifie
land uses.

As demonstrated in the photograph supra, the new proposed building
occupies an entirely different footprint than the old building, creating an undisputed
¢hange in the location of land devoted to a specific use. The area that was formerty
designated as parking lot will have pylons with a restaurant and bar space above it
Parking spaces will be lost.

The location of the building is such that it would not straddle the property

fine between the marina and the neighboring condominiums, but instead would sit

Page 5 of ¢




entirely on the marina parcel. (ZBA Hrg Trans. 31:18-23). Implicit in this
statement is the admission that the building location will be changed. This
unquestionably constitutes a major change under Sec. 619.3024.

f. Sec. 619.3025 — Changes that significantly change the exterior appearance.

As shown in the photographs supra, the old Marina Store and Snack Bar
was a small, 1- ¥ story rectangular building. The proposed new marina store and
restaurant will be a multi-story building., Under this objective portion of the test
alone the new building is a major change. It is unequivocal that the exterior
appearance of the building will significantly change.

6. Additionally, during construction of the building that will take many months to complete,
there will be a lot of parking spaces closed off for movement of cranes and storage of
materials for construction, plus construction personnel parking, could be as long as a year,

7. In my professional opinion, the density and infensity on the site will be tremendously
increased, the changes will overburden the property, and the plans should clearly be

considered a major amendment to the Marlin Quay PUD Ordinance.

8. Further, the Affiant saith not, 7
Rol;@m, Castles, Jr.,
Castles Engineering, Inc.
SWORN TO before ine e,
this 2  dayof Arrmbets 2017 \‘\‘\)51\"]6@_;,
Se 5,
oy
Clzezy e : oL PUBLIC of :
Notary Public for the State of South Carolina B m""ﬁ; vioF
P P e
%, O SN
My Commission Expires: 572 2726 “ AR
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Holly Richardson

From! David J, Victoria jr, 2dvic@tungsiencorporation.coms

Sont: Monday, July 20, 2015 10:37 AM M\F/_’ JJ,
o ‘Chris Hollingsworth" marklawhon@gmail.com . WL
ca Flolly. Richardsan; 'Dan Stacy"; Joanne Ochal ! ”\‘{‘ v
Bubfoct: RE: Marlin Quay 24 J)<

| oy
Falty, ' %( )B O)(& . \i\(\o
Pheyunre ool yum are Usted-in red helow. - OV 6Q %

I flb :Fc’qun mu.nt into [ch_p the sume 8T allocations for both the Store and Resiaurant,
Illi‘: mum.q that aume'of “(the support spacéy Tor the siore will ireed to he on €he second floor,
1, The square foo[age ‘of the existing building {including your side and the section you lease from the HOA
- 4,603 "f(i.ﬂtal for hoth floors)

2o ¢ The square footage of what is to he demonshed SF to be demolished or abandoned; 2,3372sf
T hr_ square footage of store area.now 2, ,646sF and the square footage of the store area In the proposed plan.

2,64658f
4, The square footage of the restaurant area.now 1,957sf and the square footage of the restaurant area in-the

proposed p]an 1;857sf :
e

W

T A AT g

e e e T T e

L

PIGJIHL Ict u.s icnow w!mt other guestions yowmay. h'we.
’J‘h'm I¢ ya u,




2. Thesguare footage of what'is to be demelished.

The square footage of store area now and the sgjuare footage of the store area in the proposed plan,
{ 4. . The sqiare fodtage of the restaurant area now and the square footage of the restaurant area in the proposed
plan. - o

you are within'the existing square footage — or within the total- approved amount

LWe =a;re-b_ésigally-.twing-‘;to make sure | : ,
at-the restalrant.aresisnot increased which wauld affect parking.

,.,'fffq ‘this‘buildin'g:‘.an‘d to-male sure'th

"~ Als, ple

s felly s:how many éé_{:kiﬂg .$P'aceé you have designated nowrand how many you will have after the additionso
sfiverify that itis.not bieing negatively affected,

_':Tih‘anksi"

o .'H'qlliy _i{ighardsdn _
“_l.Zh.i'eﬁ Planney-, :
N .'-Geogg‘e‘gbi'«)richunty-l;!i‘aﬁ_ning and'Code Enforeement

39 Sc’r;g\);_énisljefee't- x




Ho[ly Rmhal dson

; ; . * Holly Richardson

E m

" Sent; Tuesday, August 04, 2015 11:35 AM
Té: . Joanne Ochal; Boyd Johnson
coy Judy Blankenship

Subject: - Marlin Quay

pttachments: MARLIN QUAY. IMELINE.docx

Aﬁer il research, I :created the attached tamelrne for the Marlin Quay PD. Below fs a summary of the mariha store
; mfﬂ.
1, The marina store was approved for 4;244 SF in 1984 o

2,7 An {unapproved): ‘boundary survey from 1992 showed the building with a total th 151 SF.

3. In 1994, SGA {as agent forBuddy Hucks applied to remove the existing store and combme with the 3,000 5F
restaurant The approved plans show the store at 4,244 SF, This removal of the existing stare and subsequent

. coilm bmatt@n with thm restaurant was approved hut'did not happen.

4. Iy 1997 Frasiet” Wail (as. agent. for Charles Stone) apphed to abandon the lease portion of the building and
expand the stor_e by'748 SE, ‘Plans-show 2,874 SF far exrstmg building: (ihlS‘d@E:_.S\ not include the 1,597 SF-of area
ta.he. abandone_ ‘and-a, proposed addition of 748 SF fora new total 51’3 622, /Jns was agproved by
‘Counail, Notethat based on Frasiar's drawing, the: tofal ex?strng bur!dmg Ei_that time.included 4,471 SF which
é Geads: the'app ' ed‘amount froii #2 dhove, | am uhsure as'to whether this addition’ happened ar

not: abandon the 1;597 5F a$ was planried. There: isa Iater permit to “renevate the existing
orefin. 1998, ‘but an additton i ot‘mentmned' I S A
] sed_area Wh[Ch the\f l!st 35,2,33? Sl‘ (note that thls
‘lsted ahove?’) andmci"de'that quara footage i




Redman, George W

Subject: RE: Guifstream Cafe, LLC & Marlin Quay Marina PUD

From: David Victoria

Sent; Monday, October 16, 2017 6:37 PM

To: Redman, George W <GRedman@bellamylaw.com>

Ce: Lanoie, Kayla <KlLanoie@bellamylaw.com>

Subject: RE: Gulfstream Cafe, LLC & Marlin Quay Mayina PUD

George,
Thank you for your message. | am sorry it's taken me this long to respond,

I have gone back through the CAD file taking SF calculations. It appears that | did consider the exterior seating in the
calculations. The onfy way to get the exact number | submitted to G-town County is to take the gross SF of each floor,
the exterior seating on the ground, and the exterior seating on the second-floor that was within the guard rail. The
second-floor slab extended a couple feet beyond the rail so | anly considered the usable SF on the second floor. | did not
consider the stairs in my calculations, Additionally, | noticed that we failed to document the storage space on the second

floor. Our second level drawing shows a door into the storage space but does not document the size and shape. Not sure
if that matters or not...

Please let me know if you would like to schedule a phone conference to discuss this in more detail. [ can have the CAD
file open and answer any guestions you may have.

Thank you,
David

From: Redman, George W [mailto:GRedman@bellamylaw.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 12:08 PM

To: David Victoria <dvic@tungstencorporation.com>

Cc: Lanoie, Kayla <KlLanoie@bellamylaw.com>

Subject: Gulfstream Cafe, LLC & Marlin Quay Marina PUD

David,

To follow up on my voicemail message with you, please see the attached as-built survey of the prior Marina Store and
Snack Bar building at the Marlin Guay Marina, as well as an email that you had sent to Georgetown County in 2015, The
County wanted to know the square footage of the building, and you responded by stating 4,603 square feet, total.

My sole question is: Does the 4,603 square feet include the unenclosed deck space {upstairs and downstairs} and the
stairway?

Hopefully the attached the as built plans that you had sent to me, will simplify the process?

t have attached the our last correspondence in this matter, just fyi, as well.




Please let me know, and thank you,

George.

George W, Redman i1

Bellamy, Rulenberg, Copeland, Epps,
Gravely & Bowers, P.A.

FO00 29th Avenue Norih

Myrile Beach, SC 29577

Direet Dial: (843) 916-7160

ST W it |
B ELLANLY - Fou®)dsam

LAW 11 1M wivwy. Bellamylaw.com







Redman, George W

From: Wesley Bryant <wbryant@gtcounty.org>
Sent: Wednesday, Decemnbey 07,2016 9:23 AM
To;

Redman, George W

5
Fwd: Marlin Quay Planned Development

201%Cpaio023y

Subject:

Email from June determining minor change.,

Wesley P. Bryant

Begin forwarded inessage;

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2016 5:08 pm
To! Steve Goggans <SteveGoggans@gtcount g
Ce: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtc0unty
Subject: Marlin Quay Planned Development

Dear Steve,

Partrent’s response to your letter dated M ay 26, 2018, including
OUr position regarding whether the proposed improvements at the Marlin Quay PD rise to a leve! that would require g
ocess, The

formal zoning amendment pr. County’s 7O requires “major” changes be submitted as g Zoning amendment,
Several factors go into determining if an activity is a major change. One of the factors we considered was if the planned
Improvements tncrease the “Intensity” of land Use. As stated on your letter, the buitding being constructed js essentially
the same size as the existing building, only the allocation of square footage inside the building is changing. Much of the
increase ls the size of the restaurant is dife to the Kitchen, restrooms and storage. We understand that parking can be
provided as required in the Z0. Alsg, the degree of fmpervious surfaces and open space is not changing,

Based on the above, staff's position is the Proposed improvements do not constitute a major change, thus do

'

Bovd Johnson

Director of Planning and Code Enforcement Geargetown County Planning
129 Screven Street

Georgetown, SC 29440
843-545.3167

843-545.3299 [FaX)
bjohnson@gtcaunty.org<mailto:bjohnson@gtcountv.crg>

Appeal of ZBA Decision Exhibit F




. Kovach, Pairicia «01%C0paggy 2 3 5'

N Subject: FW: Marlin Quay Planned Development

From: Boyd Johnson

Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2016 5:08 PM :

To: Steve Goggans <SteveGQggans@gtcountv.og<maElto:SteveGoggans@gl‘countv.01'ﬂ>>
Ce: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounw‘g;ﬁmailto:hrichardson@gtcounty.o;g>>
Subject: Marlin Quay Planned Development

Dear Steve,

Please accept this emai) as the Planning Department’s 1esponse to your letter dated M ay 26, 2016,
ineluding our position regarding whether the proposed improvements at the Marlin Quay PD rise to a level that
would require a formal zoning amendment process. The County's ZO requires “major” changes be submitted
as a zoning amendment. Several factors go into determining if an activity is a major change, One ofthe factors
we considered was {f the planned improvements increase the “intensity” of land use, As stated on your letter,
the building being constructed is essentially the same size as the existing building, only the allocation of squaie
footage inside the building is changing. Much of the increase is the size of the restaurant is due to the Icitchen,
restrooms and storage. We understand that parking can be provided as required in the ZO. Also, the degree of
impervious surfaces and open space is not changing,

Based on the above, staff's pasition is the proposed improvements do not constitute a major changs,
thus do not require an amendment to the PD, The reviews and approvals can be handled at the staff level,

.‘/YH“

Bavd Johnson

Director of Planning and Code Enforcement

Georgetown County Planning

129 Screven Street

Geargetown, SC 29440

843-545-3162

843-545-3299 (FAX)
biohnson@gtcountv.org-cmailto:biohnsou@gtcounw.o;?

Appeal of ZBA Decision Exhibit B, Tab 5




AUCIHTECTURE

LANDPLANNING
I LANDSCAYE ARCHIVECTURR

et

May 26, 2016

Georgetown County Department of Planning & Code Enforcement
Ms. Holly Richardson & M, Boyd Johnson

P.O. Drawer 421270

Georgetown, SC 29442-4200

Dear Holly and Boyd,

On behalf of my clents, Dr, Mark Lawhon and Chris Lawhon, | am writing to confirm certaln
parameters regarding the construction of their new maring building at Marfin Quay,

First, | think everyone has agreed that the Owners can construct a new building comprising of

4,600 square feet of conditioned (heated) space, The guestion that has most recently arisei,

"Does the amount of space zllocated to dining versus retall have to be exactly the same as the
existing bullding, which is scheduled to be demolished?” Based Upoh our conversations, you
have stated that, provided that the Intensity of the uses, or the primary uses themselves, do
hot change, then the mix of uses can vary in area---provided the overall square footage does
niol exceed 4,600 SF,

in reviewing the definition of “Intensity” from section 619,3023 of the Zoning Ordinance, |
respectfully assert that there will be no “hegative impacts on the environment and nelghhoring
land uses,” The impervious stirface of the site will pot be Increased, open space wlll not be
reduced, and the bulk or height of the building will not change, Obvlously, the helght and bulk
of the bullding will be malnly determined by flood regulations and the heated stjuare footage,
which 15 4,600 SF.

In addition to the above, the maln ftems that will change when considering the new building to
the old Include larger restrooms to meet code and ADA, a larger kitchen, showers, and starzge.
Therefore, there should not be Ihcreased traffle, lighting or other Items which would impact

neighboring properties,

Finally, 1 wisk to note that per our parking analysis, approximately 31 parking spaces are
needed to accornmodate the proposed uses per the ordinance, and 50 parking spaces are

Pawleys Eshnd  Past Oftice Dox (859, Pawleys Istand, BC 20585 Phone (BA3) 237-3421 Fas (843} 2301992 Websine wwwSGAarciticclire,
Clidelestions 456 King Strect, Witliam Aiken House, Charfesion, $C 29403 Mo (843) BS3:4506 Fax (B43) 853-4507 Bualt info@5GAarchiteciure,

Appeal of ZBA Decision Fxhibit B, Tab 5

tom
Lam

H




provided, This belng said, the site seems to have more
the new structure under the current ordinance.

Assuming you agree with the above, | would appreciate your concurrence, In order that we may
proceed with the design. Thank you far your consideration and please call If you wish to

disciss,
Respectfully,

e
Steve Goggahs, AlA

than enough capacity to accormmodate

Appeal of ZBA Decision Exhibit B, Tab b
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3 trar r'df:sqx;;srj%fqii'; é;gé;fmm,.dqg éérgel,:t:o al'_qgt};:s;q:which £an be approved 3t the staff loval.
P ‘We'““_?*famfﬂ.l‘_aﬁa;'al!ﬁ{i*{ the demolition of the exfsting bullding which sits on the property fine of both
he construttion:sfa-new bulldin whollyon.nf. Lawho'sipraperty provited:

-~ The.existiig square footage of the currant bullding is not exceaded,

-Thé'rast‘éﬁ“"_h‘tfgpéft_ian ofthe naw buifding cannat he any larger than the restaurant portion is cucrently, {1957 57

according ta the architect). '

- The ambunt'of avaliatile parking for the exlsting building cannot be reduced,

- : ~-.Cun_1_puan:t;e-,\'\.l_i,tu'l.'al_lv.ptfter-agpplrr:vabig‘-;pq;es'sucﬁ as Mood regulitions; stormwater, firg codes, bullding codes, ete,
{ - Has_aﬂ}'qn_jh'e altached:

thiz alt Hterthe ROA{dor the-condokis aware that if they evér wish to adif square footage for 3,
'strifitre; ni;tjg'airi’p_'z_s_rcéh ftwould reqiilre o FD'amendmeént,

' Wéfladic;fgﬁ\;Vaer.td Lirorkjng-\vith\yqur:"::!igz

Rt on thig.-proje,ét.

I‘ it Fa{Jne. . . . B P I PPN B 3 : - \7 <
| Gelrzeiovn Couity . S o
Y 843-54bi3msy ¢ ‘

hriehardson@gtcgunty.org

=~-Qriginglessape—— ‘
From: Dag:Stacy Fﬁaiito:DS_tapy@GxnerandSt‘acy;com]
Sent: Tuesilay, Janudry.76,2006'9:17 AM o

- To: Holly Richafdson & frichardson@gtesuntyjiorgs ¢
G;Z;-n'fa'ijl{'ﬁawﬁ'dn i :':l;r__'f,d.awho_n@g;ﬁé]hconga;ﬁur}ya.Pap_énlk‘o
Subjegt;;ﬁw:-’fi:jarﬁrgiGw'épé.,;. e :

e | s
S
el

‘.'-.]:'it(f”;l;',j-:'é.i'-'ﬁu taryériatiofn }if&g’lEhédfis-the;ie_;térllfrgai
thativecan sé theiexisting squiiresfootage.afhoth bu

" @ .
20L%Cp28gong
Holly Richaedson
Thursday,,)anuai'y 2B, 2016 118-AM
'Din Stagy*
- Joanag,Gchak Buyd fohnson
*RExMarlin Guay -
Yoy R o )
Daby 7 et » il agres
i Fhankyou-far sending the.attached fetter, nased on 110 witere M, Nappiar indicates that your cllent wil agres ta a
: dehsity incregse by the POA, we are golng to accept tis as an jadleation that the POA Is agreeabile to giving the square
: fac?sagg_:fmqqu- for the'portipn qr‘_the-exis’tingvbmldlqig.tlgat is located on t!:eir,jgfqpqu‘ﬁ‘(21332 square feet? T!ﬁs tame
fram 1 earliéhemdilfrom tiecarchitect, se.l'm not.sure it-exactiy rafers to the POA seetion).over to Dr. Lawhon 1o.be
uiilizéd to consticta fiewy restaurant/stose, o - .
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Recorded Easements

Book Page Date Description
1234 1803 | 4-2-1986 | Agreement for Easement
284 | 790 |4-2-1986 | Agreement for Easement
234|797 |4-2-1986 | Agreement for Easement Attached hereto as |
| _ Exhibit B |
382 1217 |6-4-1990 | Agreement of Easement and | Attached hereto as
Consent to and Joinder of | Exhibit A
Mortgage to Granting of
Easement
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YR . STATE OF SOUTH CRROLINA ) AGREEMENT OF EASEWEHT AND 301 ™
I ) 'CONSENT TO AND JOINDER OF WORTGEBEE,T-
o COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN ] TO GRANIIHG OF ERSEMENT (] U”; -
. i o
WHEREAS, Marlin Ouay Marina Corporation did ar thecith :mc:
. . - G
’ ! . day of Docember, 1985, oxocuts and doliver » Hote i¥ tho amount .
of Six Hundred Thousand and no/160 (§600,000.00) Dellars to Flrst
Union Matlional bank and secured the name by Mortgage and Security
Agroomant, sald -Hortgage balng raecorded in the office of the
: Clerk of court For Gebrgetown County in fteal Estata Moxrtgage Book )
-’. L " . . .
i 1 225 at Page 2091 and . .
! f}t I ’ HWHEREAS, Marlin Quay Marina Corporation granted thiee -:l'
R X . : . .
g © (1) easements Lo The Gulfstream Cafe, Tnc., which easemants were : 1
3 1 il i . . - ! " .
':{- ﬁ"’l w7 ’ rocorded in the offics of the Clork of Court for Georgetown
2 aHE R . - .
3 ='§-I [: 4 ; County in beed Book 234 nt Pageg 790, 787 and B03; and f
"3 i3 : : : .
, }%: E : WHEREAS, -the parties acknouledge that there wmay be ;
f ,@; discrepancies in the rights granted to The Gulfstrean cafe, Inc., .
0 : i ‘1'5: s .
;Z] S and Marlin Quay Maripna Cerpozation snd The Sulfstream Carfe, Xnc.
ERee! s FL o .
_f f_. o "E‘ ‘ therefore desire that Mariin Quay Marina Corporation grant-a nen-
g W
', ';'; 1;;‘ exclusive perpetual. casement from Marlin Quay Herina Corporation
1 s . . . . . .
5: & to The Gulfstream Cafe, Inc., for the purposes of ingress and
:ﬁ- egress and vehicolar parking on, over and across thab cerkain R
fu b Y : , . . .
‘-| : _3, ' g redal proparty of Harlin Quay Marina Corporation, which is wore
o el . . . . e o
iﬁ i "..r 2 ' fully described herain balow, by owners, agerits, employees,
,-t:" : , servants, visitors, .quests apd invitees of The Gulfstrean cafe, ‘
o ’ ) . i !
st 4. - Inc,, and Marlin Quay marina corporation apd The Gulfstreaw Cafe, |
;if . . Inc, further desira to elardfy the intent of the partiea in the i
. . : . . N
'E} . granting of all of tho oosemonts dageribed abova, anit First Union .
-=z : , : : _
B .
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Hationsl "Bank “depiras to consanit to and jein in tho granting or -

nhid endeiont horeinarter dedorihed:

NOH. THEREFORE, for and in copaidoration -of the sem of

. one ond 3}0/160 {(%$1.00) Dollar and tha covonantnp and'conditionn.

axprosoed horain, t'h_e rbco‘ipt and sufificioncy of whi«_:‘h is honoby

-.ac}mnwlcdqed, Harlip Quay Harino Oorp'q.‘;:ht:ion, L corporation duly

' b;:ganizéd pursuant to the laws of the state of Seuth Carolina

(the MGrantor®), has grantad, bargained, sold and released, and

iiy these 'presents does grant;, baxgaln, 5611 and reYease unto Tha\'

. Gulfstream Cafe, INC., its successors and absigns (khe “Graptee)

- ingreas end. egroon onh, over and adrops the follaowing described

A pon—exclus.ﬁre. berpetual dasement.appurtenant ko the ‘pramises ::E,
'l:h.e Grantee hereinafter described for t'hn £full and free right of
prop.erty‘ of 'the Grantor, together with the rights of vehicular
parking on and vehicular and pedestrian access to, all fh
accordance whzj.l:hl all govqrn.mental.rules, regulations, ogdinances.
or laws, tha ];Jremise.s of the Grantor hereinafter depgoribed, And
a}sp for the purpose of maintenance, wepalr, alteration anfi/or

Anprovements to the. Grantec's hereinafter described property. It

L is anticip&tecll by the partles thalt:,-'wh{la they will eagh have

joint and non-exclusive g.l'se at al) times of the area covered by

this easement 'that the Grantor will utilize the prenises

primarily during the daytime wegular business hours of Grantor
"and thé Grantee will utilize the premises primarily ik the

évcning regular business hours of Grantee. The propexty of the
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L db b e ol . .
"_’i,}} g:(:\?‘? i h Grantor subject to this non-exclusive perpetual easement is wore
A :"," % ;'f’. e 4 .
\{&.‘j [ _’ :f fully described as follows:
St AR LR R . : . )
‘..«,.‘-j";‘-i b2 o F M non-exclusive right of ingress, egress and vehicular .
R gt ' paxking over, across and on all those certain picces,
HAY wre B parocels or tracts of land situate, lylng and being in
o PR . the’ Garden city area of the County of Geargetfown, State
A P aforesaid, and being more particularly shown as Lots 3,
i ] TEE 4, and .5 of Tract' 3 -on that certain Plat entitied
il Pi oW : « Strvey of Marlin Quay Harina Horizental Praperty
2 can O : Regime, Garden city Paint, prepared by Surtech, Inc.
. . dated May 21, 1985, revised Hovember 27, 21985, and

. ' . fecorded in the orffice of the Clexk of dourt for
Lo ' Georgetouh County in Plat Pook € ab Page 214, said plat
being expressly fncorporatéd herein by reference,

L O

Thé Grantor acquired the aforadescribed property by
. . virtue of thot certain Deed from Marlin Quay Company, a

. - South Ciarollna General Partnership, dated, July i, 1983
and recorded on September 1, 1983 in the' cffice of the
clerk of court .for Ggorljetowr‘\ County in Deed BookK 2i1

R RN ;
S A at Bage 1}44.
S - - B
E’E( ) ) }' Tthe property of the Grantee to Which this easement s
B N 3 o sppurtaenarit is more fully described as -follows:

o]
e

% : o
.:-..“::-i - i‘;. A i All khose ceértain pleces,. paresls, areas or tracts of
:E"P gt 3 land identified as Mapsh Area, Tract A and Tract B on :
s \.'3\ R ; that cerfaln survey for Marlin Quay Company, Garden
4 I [ City Point dated Migust 27, 1985, revised danuary 2d,
H ng ;‘. % ; , 1986, =surveyed abd mapped by Surtech, Ingorporated and
20 e d recorded in the office of the Clerk of courh for
B PR Guorgetovn County In Plat Book 6 nt Page 438.
i Tf;sl It s expressly understodd and agreed by Marlls guay
"t 3 by ’ . . .
.?'j Y ‘f ', Marina cCorporation and Lhe Guifstreom Cafe Lhat as part of the
) ¥ i ) . . ) R
m i *  consideratjion for this Gonveyance, both parties shall be egually
,':": . . .
. J i raspohsible for th.e'zua.;'mtanancca,and upkoep of the aforementlioned
) 2 : eansmant aran ond ahnll equally nhate 'thd costs apeociated With
. 1x ' . .
- :7! its proper waintenance and upkeep to  insure that it is
: ?‘ , satisfactory rfox ths uses snd purpenod intandad herein. .
'I ; ’ ’ . ' t
p - :
: & s '
4 i R A : .
LoEvw F i
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. It . is r.’urthar undarnﬁncd and acknm-rlodgud. by hha

‘ . ‘

parties herato +that tha. Grantor nemin‘ gnvu ‘a Hurtgaga in favor

of TFirnt gnicn Hatianul Bank, aaid Hortqngn having hoen recorded

. dn the Dfﬂice of ﬁlm clerk O!S Cou::t s‘.'ox.* Gecrgetawn County in

Hor‘bgaga ‘Euak 225 at Page 209 and cnvering certain rnnl property
o!! the GLantur herein, a portion of whigh. real prnparty is
covered by -the _grant of fthe easement herein (the Mortgiagen) .
Firet Union Hahional Bank consentb to and joinfx in the aforessid
grant of easemen‘t: from Harlin Quay 'Marina CDrpora'bion to The
Gulfstream dafe, . Inc, upon and pex:tainlng to that portion of the
property . covered by the aforedescribed Nortgage lien ‘bf First -

unmn xtatlonal Bamk and E‘a.z:sL \Jn:n.on ‘National_ Hank specif!::cal-ly N

and exyre..-,sly subur&.mates 11:5 aforesaxd Harttga.ge lien to the

- easement granted herein, pruv.iclad,.however, Lhat Flrst Union.

Nat:.onal Bank makes no, representa's:mn.: ar warranties as to thr_-

vakidity . of the ducumenﬁ creat:.nq the easement and pr.ov.ldcd

further, that qald Mortgage in all respects shald rc'rqain in full )

force and, efrcct ‘and be unaﬂiected hereby excepf av set forth

hereinahn\rE. T R '

Together with all and 'singulaz: +tlie rights, sembers,
hereditaments anil dppurtenanges to t-h‘re aboyve-described easement
belg:ngiﬁg', or in anywise inci’deﬁt' or apperta,ining; Lo

'}Ju have and’ tcn huld .all- and Bingular,' 1the ‘above~

described easement _and to “the, said The Gulfstream Oafe, Inc., dtw” -

succassors and asslgna £orever.
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And. the said Marlin Quay Marina corpoyation dt;gs hereby |

- bind” Kibsel‘f and- its shocessors .and qss‘igqg; to warrant _and
i févaever défend, all and singular, the 'sald eamement unto he-sald
GWlretream eafe,  lts successors and ass'igns;" against itself and

*T4ts" sugeessoxs And assigns and all’ others vhomever lawfully

claimiflg', or to clalin the 'sano or any part thereof. -

. . IN WITMESS WHEREOF, the partiecs have héreunto set thejr

héngs and gdals this i?T-‘:' day m:’; J&;g;f'u'a{t, in- the year of our Lovd
one’ %c:aaugéhd Nine Hundred . ahid EL&k&ti_'bﬁne and in the Twe Rindred .

and. Tﬁirte.enth Year of tha 'Sn-\ltereignl:y and In@epéndence ‘of the

.United Btates of Amcricad. .

: - . .
. - IM THE PRESEHCE OF: L MARLIN QUAY MARTMA CORPORATION
’ . Lo . a South g ina gp,m:ﬁgx_ ho .
) " rat }
1 ' B - o
Ites ¥V e/ o ,
vi s . Faa . N
g P } Attost: 4 : N
' ‘;‘_'! . L. {as\ to Harlln Quay - B ¢ )Y - ' § s .
1 . “Harimi{forporvation) : . I i e
' ° WETHESSES: . Tha Gulfstream Cafe, Inc..,
! . oo X a-Soubh carolina forporation
T, .S R , b . 1 (Corporate Spal)
- . KT (LA, 07541/4\——/ By: ;
Cot : ' © . v Presddent. .. s
i . d o . sl h . L -..-/
{ : . : ‘Attents ;
. -{a5 -to The Gulfstream Cafo, T L Tks: L
:< Ing.) - . - ;
E +
" ‘ : . :
L by ' . ' i
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i STATE.OF SOUTH CAROLINA )} b . B
s } RGREEMENT FOR EASEMENT P 53
f COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )
& .
8o RNGW ALL BEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that Marlin puay Marina A
; Corporation, a corpeoration duly organized pursuwant to the laws of the 2
}' State of South Carolina, for and in consideration of the sum of FIVE =
P ‘ :
4 (55.00) DOLLARS and the covenanis and conditions expressed herein, =
: paid by The Gulfstream Cafe', Inc,, the degal sufficiency and receipt 3.
i of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, baxgained, sold ang E
N released, and by these prasents does grant, bargain, sell and release 3
u
R unto The Gulfskream Cafe’, Ing., its Svecessors and Assigns a , bl 1
- E -
J non-exclueive easement appertenant to the premisas of the Grantes b
T, ;_‘.
hereinafter described for the full and EFree right of ingress ahd %
i egress over and across the following described property of the %
; Grantor, together with bhe righis of vehictular parking and vehiculay ﬁ
i and pedestrian access and also for the purpose of maintenance, repair, :
b I
. altexation and/or improvements Lo the Grantee's hereinaffer described %
; property. Ib is anticipated by the parties that while they will =zach :
s X
; have jolnt and non-exclusive use of the area covered by this easement g
} that the Grapkor will primarily ukilize the premises duxing the £
Ex A =
. daytime and the Grantee will primarily use thase preémises in the E
: evening. The property of the Grantor subject to this nop-exclusive 5
; easement is more fully described as foilowss ﬂ
'? ALL those cexrtain pieces, parcels or lots of land sibuate, :
i lying and being in the Garden City area of the County of b2
: Georgetown, Skate aforesaid, and being more particularly i
b shown as Lots 3 and 4 of Tract 3 on that certain plat a
33 entitled "Survey OF Marlin Quay Marina Horizontal Properlty 5
3 _ . Regime, Garden City Point", prepared by Sur-Tach, Ine., 5
R dated May 21, 1985, revised November 77, 1985, and racorded ]
3 in the office of the Clerk of Court for Georgetown County in . 24
< FPlat Book 6 at Page 214, said plat being expressly i
o4 incorporated herein by reference, £
¢ ™
o . e
bt SBVING AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of Lot 3 of i
) Tract 3 on said plat occupied by that portion.of the e
% building identified as "Marina Club & Snack Bax" which f
b projacts from Tract 1 inte Tract 3 and also the area i
E identified as Sign Easement on said plat. .
'ﬁ The grantor having acquired the aforedescribed property by i :
B virtue of that certain deed from Marlin Quay Company, a 3.C. I
General Partnership dated July 1, 1983, and recorded on Do
September 1, 1883, in, the Office of the Clerk of Court for A
Greorgetown County in Deed Book 211 at Page 1141, %
be
o
5
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1 T
3 =
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The property of the Grantee to whicﬂ this easement is
appurtenant is more fully described as follows:
(See‘attached Exhibit A}

IT Y8 EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOL AND AGREED by Marlin Quay Marina
Corporation and the The Gulfstream Cafe', Inc., that as part of the
consideration for this conveyance, both parties shall be eqnally
responsiblg Eoxr the maintenance and upkeep of the aforementioned
easement area and shall equally share Lthe costs associated with its
proper miintenance and upkeep te insure that it is satisfactory for
the uses and purposes intended herein.

IT IS FURTHER UNDERSTOOD AND ACKNOWLEDGED by the parties
that First Union Wational Bank has a mortgage recorded in the 0ffice
of the Clexk of Cowrt for Georgetown County in Hortgage Book 225 at
Page 209 covering cerbain real property of the Grantor herein, a )
portion of which will be utilized for the easement hersin granted,
First Union Nakional Bank does not consent and join in the aforesaid
gasement from Marlin Quay Harina Corporation to The Gulfstream cafel,
Inc., upon that portion of the property upon which First Union
Naéianal Bank has a lien and does not subordinate its aforesaid
Mortgage tc this easement, First Union Watipnal Bank makes ho
representations or warranties as to the validity of the docwsents
creating the easement and all aspects of said Mortgage remain in full
force énd virtue, This easement shall be subordinate ke the aforesaid
Horkgage,

TOGETHER with all and singular, the Rights, Hembers,
Hereditaments and Appurtenances to the sald Premises belonging, or in
anywise incident or appertaining. l

TC HAVE AND W0 AOLD, all and singular, the said premises
before mentioned unto the said The Gulfstream Cafe’, Ine,, its
Successors and Assigns forever.

AND the said Marlin Quay Marina Corporation does hereby bind

itself and its Successors and Assigns, to warrant and forever defend,

all and singular, the eaid premises upto the said The Gulfstream

Cafef, Inc., iks Successors and hAssigns, against itself and its

¢
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Successors and Assigns and all others whonsocever lawfully claiming, or

799

to claim the same or any part thereaf,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunts set their

hands and seals this 25th day of Pebruacy ,
One Thousand Hine Hundred and Eighty-six and in the Two Hundred and

Tenth Year of the Soverelgnty and Independence of the Upited States aof

Armerica.

%nzsnuc OF:
U

ok 1 o
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STALE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF GEORGETQWH }

PERSOVALLY appeared hefore me

MARLIN QUAY MAR]
By L e

“Grovekr C, CauLhen, Pres.

sttest ). /20 %m.&._.

{2&& L. Moore; Asst. Sea,.

TRE GULFSTRE‘AM CArEL, INC.

Attes ‘5 =z
Grnvar’c Catthen, Sed,

Barbara P, Mahatfe

and made oath that {s)he saw the within Bamec MARLIN QUAY MARTNA

CORPORATION, a 5.C. Corporakion,
Grover €, Cauthen and its duly ay

Hoore, sign, seal and attest,

by its dulv authorized President,
thorized Assistant Segrelary, Jack L.
and as their official act ang deed,

deliver the within written lnstrumehL and that (s)lhe with
Eal M. Strange thnesseﬂ the execution theranf,

SWORN Lo kefore me bhis 25th

o (?W«aé%ﬂ

day of

Fabruary ¢ 1986

YN

{SEAL)

Hotary Public for gouth Carolina
My Commission expires: 10/10/87
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C. WINFIELD JOUNSON, 111
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#% LICENSED INSC & NC OFFICES 14 MYRTLE BEACH & PAWLEYS 15LAND TOHN K, RUTENDERG (1939-2012)
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CLAUDE M, ErPS, IR
DAVID TR, GRAVELY
HLE FCGRIFEITH

§000 29TH AVENUE NORTH - P.O, BOX 357 + MYRTLE BEACH, 8C 29578
TELEPIONE {843) 448-2400 + FACSIMILE (843) 448-3022

Writer's Divect Dial: 843-916-7160
Emait: GRedman@Bellannd.aw,com

September 20, 2017

Sent vig U.S. Mail and Enail (JOchal@GTCounty.ore)

Ms. Joann Ochail

Zoning Administrator

Georgetown County

P, O, Box 421270

Georgetown, South Carolina 29442-4200

Re:  COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR OFFICIAL DETERMINATION
Marlin Quay Marina Planned Development District
Major Change: Propased “Marlin Quay 2 Development Plans

Ms. Ochal:

Our office represents Plaintiff Gulfstream Café, Inc, (hereafter “Gulfstream Café”). The
Gulfstream Café is located within the Marlin Quay Marina. The official zoning maps and files of
Georgetown County confirm the entive Marlin Quay Marina was formally rezoned as a Planned
Development District (PDD) in 1982, It has come to our attention that plans have been submitted
to build significant improvements, inclusive of an elevated structure with 8,500 square feet of

enclosed intetior space (not including outdoor seating areas) within the Marlin Quay Marina PDD,
and these plans have been generally referenced as “Marlin Quay 2.”

Even though the Marlin Quay 2 plans will have a drastic impact upon property owners
within and nearby the Marlin Quay Marina PDD, none of these property owners have been
provided with notice or an opportunity to review the plans, nor have they been given an opportunity
to offer comments and feedback as to how the proposed changes to the PDD will impact them. As
Georgetown County and you personally have been notified, significant changes within this imited
area will infringe upon the longstanding and recorded easement rights of numerous property
owners, impermissibly make major changes to the nature of the PDD, and overburden the area so
as to create a dangerous environment for members of the public at large.



Ms. Joann QOchal,
Zoning Administrator
Georgetown County
September 21, 2017
Page 2

This correspondence shall serve as our written complaint and demand for a formal written
determination, made pursuant to Georgetown County Ordinances §§ 1503 and 1506, finding the
Marlin Quay 2 plans referenced above constitute a major change to the Marlin Quay Marina PDD.
The grounds for this complaint are that the Marlin Quay 2 plaus clearly constitute a major change
to the Marlin Quay Marina PDD as defined within Georgetown County Ordinance § 619.302,
entitled “Major Changes” Pursuant to the Owdinance § 1503, it is your duty as Zoning
Administrator to properly record this complaint, immediately investigate this matter, and thereafter
instruct Georgetown County and its officials and agents to comply with the procedure set forth

with Ordinance § 619.302, which requires public notice and an opportunity for affected property
owners to be heard.

We are informed that the proposed Marlin Quay 2 construction constitutes a major change
to the Marlin Quay Marina PDD due to significant changes which include, but are not limited to
the following:

(1) A very well-documented increase in the enclosed, heated, unheated, and

outdoor seating square footage of the building;

(2) A change in the location of land, parking configurations, and access to be

used by the proposed building, other property owners, and invitees;

(3) A dramatic increase in the bulk of the proposed building(s);

(4) A significant increase in the height of the building; :

(5)  Increased wraffic and congestion in an area with obvious physical and

geographic limitations;

(6). Increased traffic and congestion in an area with a history of serious traffic

aceidents involving death and serious injury;

(7)  Increasing and altering the congestion, noise, signage, and exterior lighting

visible from neighboring properties;

8 Significant changes in the exterior appearance of the proposed building(s);

and,

(99  Impermissibly overcrowding and altering the configuration of and access to

parking.
The Guifstream Café objects to cach and every one of these significant changes which will
undoubtedly impact the rights of property owners within the Marlin Quay Marina PDD,

You are once again formally put on notice that The Gulfstream Café has a permanent
recovded casement to access and utilize property which will be impacted by the Marlin Quay 2
plans. The easement is found within the certain Agreement of Easement and Consent to and
Joinder of Mortgagee to Granting of Easement, recorded in the office of the Clerk of Court for
Georgetown County in Deed Baok 234 at pages 217-226. The Gulfstream Café’s easement rights
therein are clearly and specifically depicted in the “Survey of Marlin Quay Marina Horizontal
Property Regime, Garden City Point,” recorded in the office of the Clerk of Court for Georgetown
County in Plat Book 6 at Page 214, Numerous other parties have rights in this specific propetty as
well, Any major change to the PDD will infringe on the rights of The Gulfstream Café and others,




Ms. Joann Ochal,
Zoning Administrator
Georgetown County
September 21, 2017
Page 3

In conclusion, pursuant to Artiele VI of the Georgetown County Zoning Code, § 619,302,
the purpose of this complaint is to demand an official written determination by the Georgetown
County Zoning Administeator finding that the Marlin Quay 2 plans are a major change to the
Marlin Quay Marina PDD and formally providing that The Guifstream Café and other property
ownets within, and nearby the Marlin Quay Marina PDD are entitled to notice of the proposed
plans as well as an opportunity to be heard, The undersigned further demands 2 full copy of any
plans under review or permits issued pursuant to SC Code §30-4-10 er seq., as well as the
immediate written notice of any determination as to any matters within this Complaint.

Respectfully submitted,

BELLAMY, RUTENBERG, COPELAND,
EPPS, GRAVELY & BOWERS, P.A.

GWR/kel

ce: Wesley P. Bryant, Esquire (via email fo whryant@gtcounty. dr‘g) .
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September 29, 2017

Sent via U.S, Mail and Email (JOchal@GTConnty.org)
Ms, Joann Ochal

Zoning Administrator

Georgetown County

P. O. Box 421270

Georgetown, South Carolina 29442-4200

Re:  Marlin Quay Marina Planned Development District

Major Change: Proposed “Marlin Quay 2" Development Plans
Follow Up to Official Complaint
Ms, Ochal:

Please allow this letter to serve as a follow up o our letter of September 21, 2017 requesting
your official written determination that the “Marlin Quay 2” plans are 2 major change to the Marlin
Quay Marina PDD. We did not receive any notice or information conceming the proposed plans,
permitting, or construction of this 8,848 square foot building until September 18, 2017, and we
were not given access to the full-size plans from Georgetown County until yesterday when a paper
copies were purchased from Century Prints for $250.00, While the documents retrieved indicate
a permit is being considered, we did not receive a copy of any permit, nor do we see any indication
the criteria set forth in Article VI of the Georgetown County Zoning Code, § 619.302 have been

evaluated at any point in time, We respectfully request your written determination by the close of
business, Monday, October 2, 2017,

Sincerely,

BELLAMY, RUTENBERG, COPELAND,
EPPS, GRAVELY & BOWERS, P.A.

George W. Redman, I1I

GWR/kel
e Wesley P, Bryant, Esquire (via email to whryant@gtcounty.org)



Founded 1709

October 5, 2017

George Redman

The Bellamy Law Firm
P.O. Box 357

Myrtle Beach, SC 29578

RE: Complaint and Demand for Official Determination Letter
Received September 21, 2017 via email

Dear George,

Please allow this letter to serve as the initial response required by the South Carolina Freedom of
Information Act, SC Code of Laws 30-4-10, et al. (as armended), whereby the County formally notifies the

person making the request of its determination regarding whether public records exist that match your
request.

Please be informed that public records do exist that match the subject of your request, As such,

the Act provides the County 30 calendar days from the date of this tetter ta cull and copy (at your expense)
the records refating to the request.

As for the public records, you stated in your September 29, 2017 letter you are already in
possession of the full-size plans you had copied pursuant to a separate third party subpoena request. 1If
you would like to copy those full-size plans again, we will be glad to make themn avallable at Century Prints,
Otherwise, in an effort to provide immediate satisfaction to your reguest, (and at no charge) | have

included with this correspondence copies of the permit(s} issued along with a set of architectural
renderings related ta the permit,

Considering the plans you already have in hand along with what is provided here, the County
admits you ate in possession of all the materials related to what you have dubbed Marlin Quay 2.

As for your demands for a written determination, | am unaware of a statute that reguires the

County to create a public record for you upon your demand. If you disagree, please provide the statutory
hasis for your reguest.

GEORGETOWN COUNTY ATTORNEY
716 PRINCE STREET
GEORGETOWN, SOUTH CAROLINA 238440
843-545-3194
www.gtcounty.org




Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns.

(>

Wesley P. Bryant, Esq.
County Attorney

Enclosures

cc: Director of Building, Planning and Zoning
Zoning Administrator
All Counsel of Record for Marfin Quay/Palmetto Development

GEORGETOWN COUNTY ATTORNEY
716 PRINCE STREET
GEORGETOWN, SOUTH CAROLINA 28440
843-545-3194
www.gtcounty.org
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Issued Date: 9/115/2017

Permitno. COMNI-8-17-24494 -
Pemiit Type: Commercial Building

Work Classification: New Construction

Permit Status: Safistactory.

Expiration Date: 03/14/2018

Project Address Profect Name Applicant
1608 SOUTH WACTCANMAW Drive MARLIN QUAY MARINA PALMETTO INDUSTRIAL DEVEL
Garden City, SC 29576
Tax Map # District Lot/ Blotk Zoning
41-0128-002-00-00 Murrells Inlet gl/0 PD
Sewer Wiater ‘Type of Const Type of Heat Sethack - Front Sothack - Side Setback - Rear
Public Public Wood/Metal Heat Pump
Exterior Fireplaces Type of Fuel Rooms Bedrocms Bathrooms Starles
Fiber Cement Gas K]
Propogad Use Bescribe Work
RESTAURANT AND MARINA STORE NEW CONSTRUCTION - RESTAURANT AND MARINA STORE (REPLACES
VOIDED BERMIT.{ 22237)
Owner Information Address Phione Cell Fax
PALMETTO INDUSTRIAL 1508 S WACCANAW Drive
DEVELOPMENT GARDEN CITY, SC 29576
Gontractor(s) Address Phone Celi
CENTRAL 35634 TURBEVILLE Highway {B843)687.8470
CONSTRUCTION CQO.,, LAKE GITY SC 29560
LLC
e e = e
Flood Zona Fire Zone Valuation; . Fee Total At Pald Amtb
VE EL 16" Murrells Inlet-Garden ity Fir ¥ 826,650.00 e A il
Occupancy Type Total Sq Feet: 8525 $2128.00 % 2426.00

NOTE: FEES CREDIT GIVEN FROM VOIDED PERMIT # 22237

Comments: revised plan dated 8-26-17 indicate the height as we discussed. County approval was give with these numbers. JO

"t ANOTICE %t

This application shall hecome the BUILDING PERMIT when appravad by the Building Official or Development Coordinator, The permit issued shall be
consirted o be a license to proceed with the work and shall nol be construed as authorily to violate, alter or set aslde any of the provisions of any ordinance,
cade, regulation, faw or standard. Georgetown Counly reserves the rght lo enforce any vialation of any code, reguiation ar law existing as of the dale of these
presents or created subsequently that applies to the work whether known or unknown 1o Geargetown County Building and Zening Departinent,  This permit
shall become invalid unless the wark authorized Is commenced wilhin six (8) months. IT18 THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE APPLICANT TO SCHEDULE

ALL REQUIRED INSPECTIONS.

{ hereby certify that | have tead and examined this application and kaow the same te be true and correcl, All provisions of Laws and Ordinances governing

this type of work will be compfied with.

Signature of Contractor

Date

Approved Date

Signature of Owner

Date




G pemitno. COMM-11-16-22237
REEEETEN R A R Parmit Type: Commerdcial Building
‘ o - Werk-Classification: New Gonstruction
EooLT T _ 4 Parmit Siatits: VOID
ssued Date: 2/812017 Expiration Date: 08/07/2017
Profect Address Project Name Applicant
1508 SOUTH WACCAMAW Drive MARLIN QUAY MARINA PALMETTO INDUSTRIAL DEVEL
Garden City, SC 29576
Tax Map # District Lot/ Block Zonlag
41-0129-002-00-00 Garden City olo PD
Sewer Water Type of Const Type of Heat Satback - Front Selback - Side Sethack - Rear
Public Public Waood Heat Pump
Exterior Firoplaces Type of Fuel Raoms Bedrooms Bathrooms Slories
FIBER CEMENT | 2
Praposed Use Deserlbe Work
RESTAURANT AND MARINA STORE NEW CONSTRUCTION - RESTAURANT AND MARINA STORE
Qwner Information Address Phone Gelt Fax
PALMETTO INDUSTRIAL 1508 S WACCANIAW Drive
PEVELOPMENT GARDEN CITY, 5C 29576
Gontraclor(s) Address Phane Cell
CENTRAL 3534 TURBEVILLE Highway (843)687-8470
CONSTRUCTION CO., LAKE GITY SC 29560
LLC
Gontact Type Name Company Address Phone g
Architect STEVE GOGGANS SGA ARCHITECTURE P. 0. BOX 1859 (843)237-3421 i
PAWLEYS [SLAND, 5C 20585
Engineer Saut Martinez Martinez & Associates, BO7 Main Street {843)839-1620 i
B Structural Engineers, PA Myrtle Beach, SC 29577-3871 J
Flood Zone Flre Zone Vatuation: . Fee Total  Amt Paid AmtB
VE EL 16° Murrells Inlet-Garden City Fir $ 850,000.00 £
Occupaney Type Total Sq Feet: 5676 $13,649.75 § 13,649.75
Comments; 8-7-17: THIS BUILDING WILL NOT BE BUILT; PERMIT VOIDED & FEES CREDIT TO BE GIVEN TOWARDS NEW
PERMIT (EXCEPT FOR PLANS REVIEW FEE)

** 4 NOTICE * * ¥

This application shall become the BUILDING PERMIT when approved by the Building Official or Development Coordinator. The permit issued shall be
constried to be a license lo praceed with the work and shall not be construed as authorily to violate, aller or sel aside any of the provisions of any ordinance,
code, regulalion, law or standard, Georgetown County reserves the right to enforce any violation of any code, regulation or law existing as of the date of these

presenls or created subsequently that applies to the wark whether known or unknown lo Georgetown Gounty Building and Zoning Deparment,

This perrait

shall become invalid unless the work authorized s commenced within six (6) months. {T 1S THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE APPLICANT TO SCHEDULE

ALL REQUIRED INSPECTIONS,

| hereby cetify that | have read and examingd this application and know the same to be true and cerrect. Al provisions of Laws and Ordinances governing
this type of work will be complled with.

Signature of Gontracter Dale

Approved

Date

Sighature of Owner Dale
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ARCHITECTURE | LaND PLANNTNG

| LANBSCAPE ARCHITECTURE

br. Mark Lawhon 2@1?0}32200235
611 West Palmetto Streat
Florence, 5C 29501

September 22, 2016
Dear Mark,

I hope you are well. About a raonth ago, you and | had a phone conversation regarding
the Marlin Quay Project, and the many additions and out of stope requirements that
have ocourred during the course ofthe project, These include the following:

1. Increase of the building size to accommeodate a possible future inn, doubling.the
size of the enclosed space to almost 16,000 SF to include o fire rated second
floor—our oi‘iginal propesal was hased on approximately 5,000 SF),

2. Change of the faundation design, to driven timber piling, with a pile cap, and

cast in place piers. Also, the addition of foundation designs for the emergency

( : ’ generatars,

""" 3. Design of room layout for the tnn for the coordination of PM&E and Structural
consulting

4. Design of a covered observation dack three stories above parking.

A, Engineering changes include the Inclusion of a fire suppression system, and
design of a waste water system for the second floor, and design of future electric
for the second floor, The destgn of emergency generators and design of future
capacity and caleulations for the second floor, This resulted in higher than
anticipated structural and PM&E consulting costs.

6. An Extensive Porch that wasn't contemplated by the original proposal,

7, A-modified site design to include an adjusted parking layout, and engineering to
include a filtration system required for storm water quality,

8. Coordination with the Sea Wall design and Construction,

Apart from the design changes listed above, | personally engaged in numerous
negotiations with local regulatory authorities resulting in favorable outcomes for a
variety of issues, These issues included:

1. Approval for the porch did not count against the 4,600 SF that was previously
negotiated; this item hed to be negotiated in consideration of local parking
requirements.

M
Pawleys teland Post Office Box 1859, Pawloys Tsland, 8C 29585 Phone (B43) 237-3421  Fay (B43) 237-1992 Webyiie www.SGAarchitecturecom
Charlesion 456 King Strecs, William Afken Housc, Chacloston, SC 29403 Phope (843) 853.4506 Fas: {843) 853-4507 Fmait inf‘u@SGAnrchilcclurc.cem

Appeal of ZBA Decision Exhihit B, Tab 10
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2. Approval for confirming that the existing parking, which is substandard, would
comply with the zoning requirements in terms of size of stalls, driveways, and
Breenspace.

3. Approval for a fu second story (unconditioned), and designed for future
expansion.

4. Confirmation that a storm water plan was not required by Georgetown Cotnity---
it was previously confirmed that a plan would not be required by the State,

2. Approval for increasing the size of the kitchen area within the 4,600 sf
Feguirement.,

6. Approval for the Observation Tower and not a violation of the haeijght
requirement,

In addition to the above, and despite the many changes, SGA is releasing an early
foundation package to meet Owner requirements, which creates additional work,

In consideration of alf of the abave, we have calculated all of the extra time, consulting
costs, and other impacts to our original proposal, Therefore, | would respectfully
request a fee modification in the amount of an additional $72,000,00. Assuming this

our office,
On behalf of 5GA, | appreciate the wark and look forward to completing Marlin Quay.

We are very proud of the design, and we are aptimistic it will serve your business
interests well in the years to come,

07—

Steve Goggans, AlA
Presidant, SGA Architecture

Respectfully s

‘Accepted:

By; ‘ Date:

Appeal of ZBA Decision Exhibit B, Tab 10
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Holly Richardson

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:43 PM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: FW: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: libby west <libbywest2000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, December 30, 2017 11:15:04 AM
To: Constance Lowery

Subject: Re: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

Dear Connie,

Excellent letter. I,too, sent him an email weeks ago with your exact same sentiments. I also went into the
drilling for gas and oil issue which he is very much in favor of, and I am not.

I didn't know about the first hearing until afterwards. Now, thanks to Nancy, we have their schedule and are
much encouraged to speak out.

I am ready to do this but down at the moment with acute bronchitis and pneumonia.

Please, others, especially board members, go to these meetings if you feel this is an unfair situation.

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 30, 2017, at 10:30 AM, Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com> wrote:

0K, | know it is almost New Year’s Eve and you have other things on your agenda, but please take a
moment to consider my reply to Senator Goldfinch’s stand at the December 21, 2017 Georgetown
Planning Commission hearing. This is my individual take on the matter which we are all wondering
about now that the planners have approved reconstruction of Marlin Quay Marina Bar and Grill and
Ship’s Store next door to Marlin Quay. If you have an opinion, PLEASE share it.

Sincerely,

Connie Lowery

Email: ithdolldoc@hotmail.com

Mailing Address: 1181 Crooked Oak Drive, Pawleys Island, SC 29585
Cell Phone: 607-229-6044

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

<goldfinch.pdf>



Holly Richardson

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:41 PM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: FW: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Sharon Thompson <Thompson@coastal.edu>
Sent: Sunday, December 31, 2017 1:12:48 PM

To: Constance Lowery

Subject: Re: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

Hi Constance

Thanks for your work on this and your phone call. I’'m not crazy about the idea of the marina and restaurant but
at this point I’m not sure there is much we can do.

Thank you and have a good new year,

Sharon Thompson

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 30, 2017, at 10:31 AM, Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com> wrote:

0K, | know it is almost New Year’s Eve and you have other things on your agenda, but please take a
moment to consider my reply to Senator Goldfinch’s stand at the December 21, 2017 Georgetown
Planning Commission hearing. This is my individual take on the matter which we are all wondering
about now that the planners have approved reconstruction of Marlin Quay Marina Bar and Grill and
Ship’s Store next door to Marlin Quay. If you have an opinion, PLEASE share it.

Sincerely,

Connie Lowery

Email: ithdolldoc@hotmail.com

Mailing Address: 1181 Crooked Oak Drive, Pawleys Island, SC 29585
Cell Phone: 607-229-6044

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Holly Richardson

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com:
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:41 PM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: FW: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Chris Sanders <csand54@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 2, 2018 11:09:46 AM
To: Constance Lowery; 101; 104; 105; 106; 107; 108; 109; 110; 111; 112; 202; 203; 204; 206; 207; 209

(Lakeladyblue @icloud.com); 210; cbmcelveen@yahoo.com; 212; 301; 302; 303; 304; 305; 306; 307; 308; 309
(brookscar68@yahoo.com); 310; 311; 312; 401; Kathy (kathleen) Greiner; 404; 405; Larry Collins (Icisc@bellsouth.net);
407 (407marlinquay.buddy@gmail.com); 408; 409; 410; 411; 412; Ed Norris; 503; 504; 505; Carolyn Bryant; 507; 508;
509; 510; 511

Subject: Re: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

As you know, there will be a reading on January 9th. | urge all of you to please review the building plans. If
you oppose this structure, please email me immediately and | will compile a list and get it to the proper people
in Georgetown prior to the meeting.

In addition, | am calling our Georgetown representative, John Thomas to attend this meeting on the 9th.
Thank you Connie for a well written letter!!!

Chris Sanders

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, December 30, 2017 10:30 AM

To: 101; 102; 104; 105; 106; 107; 108; 109; 110; 111; 112; 202; 203; 204; 206; 207; 209 (Lakeladyblue @icloud.com); 210;
cbmcelveen@yahoo.com; 212; 301; 302; 303; 304; 305; 306; 307; 308; 309 (brookscar68@yahoo.com); 310; 311; 312;
401; Kathy (kathleen) Greiner; 404; 405; Larry Collins (Icisc@bellsouth.net); 407 (407marlinquay.buddy@gmail.com);
408; 409; 410; 411; 412; Constance Lowery; Ed Norris; 503; 504; 505; Carolyn Bryant; 507; 508; 509; 510; 511

Subject: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

OK, 1 know it is almost New Year's Eve and you have other things on your agenda, but please take a moment to consider
my reply to Senator Goldfinch’s stand at the December 21, 2017 Georgetown Planning Commission hearing. This is my
individual take on the matter which we are all wondering about now that the planners have approved reconstruction of
Marlin Quay Marina Bar and Grill and Ship’s Store next door to Marlin Quay. If you have an opinion, PLEASE share it.

Sincerely,

Connie Lowery

Email: ithdolldoc@hotmail.com

Mailing Address: 1181 Crooked Oak Drive, Pawleys Island, SC 29585
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Cell Phone: 607-229-6044

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Holly Richardson

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:40 PM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: FW: My letter sent to all MQ owners, probably ended up in Junk

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Kim <taser7272 @aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 4, 2018 8:46:53 PM

To: ithdolldoc@hotmail.com

Subject: Re: My letter sent to all MQ owners, probably ended up in Junk

Hey Connie,

This is a very well written letter and | agree with everything that you said and feel. | stand with you and your very
reasonable offer to compromise not to impose your will. | am very sorry that | can not attend the 9th meeting to stand with
you and other MQ owners that are concerned about our property. Anytime that you are in a meeting or just talking with
someone about this feel free to share that your neighbor shares the same concerns that you do. | stand with you.

Your Friend,

Kim Angel

————— Original Message-----

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com=

To: Debby Lutz <rheadaniel@bellsouth.net>; 401 <taser7272@aol.com>
Sent: Thu, Jan 4, 2018 6:38 pm

Subject: My letter sent to all MQ owners, probably ended up in Junk

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Holly Richardson

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:39 PM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: FW: My letter confirming my disapproval of marina plans

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Kathleen Greiner <marlinquay402 @hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2018 8:17:52 AM

To: 'Constance Lowery'

Subject: RE: My letter confirming my disapproval of marina plans

Absolutely you have my permission  Kathy G.

From: Constance Lowery [mailto:ithdolldoc@hotmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, January 06, 2018 9:54 AM

To: Kathy (kathleen) Greiner

Subject: Fwd: My letter confirming my disapproval of marina plans

Great letter, Kathy. We may want to read it at the hearing/Reading if given an opportunity, do | have your permission?

Thanks.
Connie

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Kathleen Greiner <marlinguay402 @hotmail.com>

Date: January 5, 2018 at 7:18:04 PM EST

To: "csand54@hotmail.com" <csand54 @hotmail.com>

Cc: "ithdolldoc@hotmail.com” <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>, "enorris@thebuildingcenterinc.com"
<enorris@thebuildingcenterinc.com>

Subject: My letter confirming my disapproval of marina plans

Condo owners were given 2 days (12/19) to review plan before county met for a vote;
why? | received emails from Nancy stating that the homeowners association had the plans since late
summer and that the plans have not been changed. Why did we not get the plan in time to organize
and respond with some knowledge of what was planned. Why did the association not support us and
instead told us the owners must respond without their assistance. We were told that not all owners
were opposed. lam curious. Which owners are supporting a 4 story wall that blocks the view and the
sun. Yes put me down as a no. Kathy Greiner 402



Holly Richardson

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:38 PM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: FW: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina Restaurant

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: rheadaniel@bellsouth.net <rheadaniel@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2018 11:58:39 AM

To: johnthomas@gtrcounty.org

Subject: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina Restaurant

Dear Mr. Thomas

This email is in reference to the above proposed building which will be on your upcoming docket this evening January 9, 2018. We
will be unable to attend this meeting due to a family medical emergency. Please accept this email expressing our concerns on this
issue.

My husband and I purchased Unit 201 at Marlin Quay in October of 2014. We have been vacationing in the Garden City/Murrells
Inlet section of the beach for over 30 years. We were thrilled to finally purchase a home in the community we have enjoyed for so
long. We would like to stress that this is our second home and not vacation or rental property. The main reason we purchased this
Condo was for it's location. Marlin Quay offered us the best of both worlds, beautiful views of the marsh and inlet and a quiet
residential community. This section of the beach is slower paced than the Garden City pier area and much less commercialized than
the West side of the inlet with its many restaurants and bars.

Our concerns about this new expanded 3 story building with marina store and 2 story restaurant with roof top bar are many. First this
establishment, as it's proposed, changes the residential nature of our community. My home will now be fifty feet away from an open
air bar with operating hours until 2 am. This expanded business brings increased density to an already crowded section of the
peninsula. Parking has been an issue with cars double parked on both sides of 8. Waccamaw Dr. before the proposed expansion. This
problem will only get worse creating a safety issue for the local residents ad well as visiting tourists. Another problem will be the issue
of noise. This is still a residential community and a 2 story bar with late hours will be disruptive. We are not opposed to having a
marina store or another restaurant but what is being proposed will be detrimental to many homeowners because it will decrease our
property values.

We would like to echo the recommendation of our fellow neighbors. That you send this back to the planning commission with the
recommendation of removing the 3rd floor. Which is where the 2nd bar and open air deck are located. This will hopefully help
preserve the residential atmosphere of our community. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Dan and Debbie Lutz

1398 Basin Dr.

Unit 201 Marlin Quay

Murrells Inlet, S.C.

Sent from my Verizon 4G LTE Tablet



Holly Richardson

From: Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:39 PM

To: Holly Richardson

Subject: FW: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Candy Shuler <candyshuler@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2018 2:58:59 PM

To: Constance Lowery

Subject: Re: Letter to State Senator Goldfinch

Absolutely you have permission! And thank you for your time and concern. I truly appreciate it! Candy

Sent from my iPhone
Candy Shuler NC/SC
candyshuler@bellsouth.net
864-640-5921

Prima Design Source
Matahari Home

Pendulux

Lu Cushing and Associates
Victor Mills

Key Largo Adirondack
Down, Inc.

On Jan 7, 2018, at 2:55 PM, Constance Lowery <ithdolldoc@hotmail.com> wrote:

Dear Candy:
Thank you for your letter. I will be at the Reading and want permission to possibly quote your
letter.

Connie Lowery
MQ 205 and 501 Owner

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 6, 2018, at 3:25 PM, Candy Shuler <candyshuler@bellsouth.net> wrote:

On this cold afternoon, I'm reading an article in Charleston magazine about the
importance of the Historic Charleston Foundation. Too bad Garden City doesn’t
have anyone watching to preserve the integrity of our family beach. I sincerely
hope all owners at Marlin Quay understand the importance of opposing a structure
like the one being presented. We all would love to have a nice new building to

8



assist the marina as the property was initially intended. Please rethink your
support and the negative impact it will have on our community.

Thank you,

Candy Shuler

301 MQ

On Jan 3, 2018, at 11:03 AM, Jerry <southernoaks4(@att.net> wrote:

Please include us on list. I'm having surgery on the
9th. Thans Jerry Anne FaulkenberryOn 1/2/2018 5:59 PM, libby
west wrote:

Put me on you list.
Thanks,
Libby

Sent from my iPhone

OnlJan 2, 2018, at 11:09 AM, Chris Sanders
<csand54(@hotmail.com> wrote:

As you know, there will be a reading
on January 9th. lurge all of you to
please review the building plans. If
you oppose this structure, please
email me immediately and | will
compile a list and get it to the
proper people in Georgetown prior
to the meeting.

In addition, | am calling our
Georgetown representative, John
Thomas to attend this meeting on
the 9th.

Thank you Connie for a well written
letter!!!

Chris Sanders

From: Constance Lowery
<ithdolldoc@hotmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 30, 2017
10:30 AM

To: 101; 102; 104; 105; 106; 107; 108;
109; 110; 111; 112; 202; 203; 204, 206;
207; 209 (Lakeladyblue @icloud.com);
210; cbomcelveen@yahoo.com; 212;
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301; 302; 303; 304; 305; 306; 307; 308;
309 (brookscar68@yahoo.com); 310;
311; 312; 401; Kathy (kathleen) Greiner;
404; 405; Larry Collins
(Icisc@bellsouth.net); 407
(407marlinquay.buddy@gmail.com);
408; 409; 410; 411; 412; Constance
Lowery; Ed Norris; 503; 504; 505;
Carolyn Bryant; 507; 508; 509; 510; 511
Subject: Letter to State Senator
Goldfinch

OK, | know it is almost New Year’s Eve
and you have other things on your
agenda, but please take a moment to
consider my reply to Senator
Goldfinch’s stand at the December 21,
2017 Georgetown Planning Commission
hearing. This is my individual take on
the matter which we are all wondering
about now that the planners have
approved reconstruction of Marlin
Quay Marina Bar and Grill and Ship’s
Store next door to Marlin Quay. If you
have an opinion, PLEASE share it.

Sincerely,

Connie Lowery

Email: ithdolldoc@hotmail.com
Mailing Address: 1181 Crooked Oak
Drive, Pawleys Island, SC 29585

Cell Phone: 607-229-6044

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Theresa Floyd

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2018 2:32 PM

To: Theresa Floyd

Cc: Boyd Johnson

Subject: FW: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina & Restaurant
Attachments: TBClogo_47441e13-50c8-441d-a021-9fc01e9e26ac.png

More Marlin Quay correspondence for Council

From: Constance Lowery [mailto:ithdolldoc@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2018 1:39 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>

Subject: FW: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina & Restaurant

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Ed Norris <enorris@thebuildingcenterinc.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2018 1:55:29 PM

To: 'csand54 @hotmail.com'; ithdolldoc@hotmail.com
Subject: FW: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina & Restaurant

Ed Norris
CEO

enorris@thebuildingcenterinc.com
m; 704-604-1065 p: 704-889-8792
www.thebuildingcenterinc.com

THE
BUILDING .
CENTER, INC.

SERVICE YOU CAN BUILD ON

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you
have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual
named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if
you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that disclosing,
copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.

From: Ed Norris
Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2018 1:44 PM

To: Ed Norris <enorris@thebuildingcenterinc.com>

Subject: FW: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina & Restaurant




' Ed Norris
CEO

THE

"l enorris@thebuildingcenterine.com BUlLDﬂNG
| m: 704-604-1065 p: 704-889-8792 CENTER, INC.
i L : SERVICE YOU CAN BUILG ON
Ll www.thebuildingcenterinc.com

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you
have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual
named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please nolify the sender immediately by e-mail if
you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are nofified that disclosing,
copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.

From: Ed Norris

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2018 1:44 PM

To: 'johnthomas@gtrcounty.org' <johnthomas@gtrcounty.org>; 'RonCharlton@gtcounty.org'
<RonCharlton@gtcounty.org>; 'everettcarolina@gtcounty.org' <everettcarolina@gtcounty.org>;
'LillieJohnson@gtcounty.org' <LillieJohnson@gtcounty.org>; 'AustinBeard@gt.county.org'
<AustinBeard @gt.county.org>; 'Stevegoggans@gtcounty.org' <Stevegoggans@gtcounty.org>;
"JohnnyMorant@gtcounty.org' <JohnnyMorant@gtcounty.org>

Subject: New Proposed Marlin Quay Marina & Restaurant

Ladies and Gentlemen

Let me first thank you for your service to Georgetown County and to our community, | know what a thankless task that
can be at times. | have taken the time to read each and every one of your bio's and am grateful for your talents and
service.
This email is in reference to the above proposed building which will be on your upcoming docket on January 9, 2018. |
will be unable to attend this meeting, but please accept this email as to my concerns on this matter.
| have been a residence of the Peninsula since the late 70's and reside at 2236 Oyster Cove Cir., and also own a condo at
Marlin Quay. | have been a patron of the marina from the beginning and consider it as asset for our area. But let's keep
in mind that the peninsula is a residential area. From Garden City down the beach highway to the point is approx. 3.5
miles of beach houses jammed up next to the highway, and dotted along the way are locations for beach access which
exasperates the traffic issues, not counting all the golf carts. But, that's beach life which is a good thing.
The area is already stressed for parking the way it is, unless Georgetown County is willing to buy several beach houses
and convert it to parking and also willing to furnish traffic control for this area on a consistent basis, then | find it hard to
believe you can cram anymore activity into this area. It is now a very dangerous situation in the summertime when
emergency responders try to navigate thru all this to get to the residence down on the end of the peninsula.
The area where the proposed marina, restaurant and top floor bar is located is also the narrowest area between the
ocean and inlet, which again jambs everything up next to the highway. Between 3:00PM until 12:30 AM the parking lots
are packed and folks double parked on the sidewalks and also encroaching into the highway, and that's just from the
adjoining restaurant (Gulf Stream). This has been a shared parking lot for years and seems to work about 50% of the
time. | notice that on the plans they are stating that they exceed the parking requirements, maybe so from their point
of view but Gulf Stream was required to have parking when it was built, and a major portion of these spaces were for
their use. The parking requirements are being counted twice, | myself being and Unlimited General Contractor have
never been able to get that over on any municipality. Add several fishing tournaments (which | have participated in), the
tents alone take up half the parking spaces. These tournaments create a hardship and traffic issue for all the residence
south of there, but its only several times a year. But if you allow the additional 3rd floor space for this new restaurant,
BAR then you are going to create a daily issue for all of us that live south of this area. So as a local resident | would NOT
be in favor of the extra level on the Marina and Restaurant, Bar.
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When the Marina was properly managed and had reasonable traffic and business, there were never more than a dozen
or so patrons at the bar on the weekends. On a sad note Murrells Inlet lost one of their bright young man on his way
home from that bar. Just think there are too many kids on golf carts, too much traffic on the narrow beach highway for
anyone driving impaired.

Although this area is more than likely grandfathered in, | sure would not be in favor of expanding the commercial area at
this location. One thing the residence are not lacking is world class restaurants and bars, they are on the West side of
the inlet where they belong.

One last thing to consider. The existing marina, bar and grill is very small by most standards and does not have a
profitable history. All the commercial traffic is on the west side of the inlet and those establishments are very
profitable. By not allowing this top floor, you may be the owner a favor by reducing his debt service.

| would recommend that you send this back to the planning commission with the recommendation of removing the third
floor and not let politics persuade their view. Public Safety Must Prevail.

Regards

Ed Norris

2236 Oyster Cove Circle
Murrells Inlet, S.C.




#* TNBOUND NOTIFICATION : FAX RECEIVED SUCCESSFULLY **

TIME RECEIVED REMOTE CS5ID DURATION PAGES STATUS
January 23, 2018 10:55:31 AM EST 65 2 Received
0172342015 10: 55 (F&xy P. 0014002

3575 Highway 17 Businass
Murrells Inlet, 3C 20576
Telaphone: 843/357-8454
Fax. 843/651-8127

www |niatlaw.com
mnappierd®inletiaw.com
mvenaghengdinletiaw.com
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Hardin, LLC

Attorneys at Law
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January 23, 2018

Mnappier@inletlaw.com

Georgetown County Council SENT VIA FACSIMILE ONLY
Attn: Theresa Floyd, Clerk to Council 843-545-3127

Post Office Drawer 421270

Georgetown, SC 28442-4200

Re:  Marlin Quay PUD
County Council Meeting of January 23, 2018
My Client: Council of Co-Owners Marlin Quay Horizontal Property
Regime, inc.
Our File No: 11534.083

Dear Ms. Floyd:

| am writing you and the members of County Counci! as legal counse! for the
Council of Co-Owners for the Marlin Quay Horizontal Property Regime, which is the Association
for the condominiums that make up a part of the Marlin Quay PUD, On January 23, 2018 the
County Council will be seeking public input regarding a major change to the PUD which will
allow for the construction of a new ship store and restaurant, At the previous meeting of Council
on January 9", it was represented that the Association had no ohjection to the change being
proposed. This is not accurate, as there are in fact owners at Marlin Quay who are opposed to
the change as well as homeowners who are for the change.

As you can imagine, with an Association comprised of 60 unit owners, the
membership within the regime have different points of view regarding this proposed change to
the PUD. For that reasen, the Association has, as an entity, not supported or opposed this
change, but has instead encouraged its members to let their personal opinions be known to
Council. This should in no way be construed as Association approval of the proposed change.

Kindly forward this information to members of the Council for their consideration,
Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.
With kind regards, | am

Sincerely yours

MAN/mmv

Cec:  Marlin Quay HOA
Dan Stacy, Esq., Via Facsimile
George Redman, Esq., Via Facsimile



Item Number: 12.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM ;
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL 3%

Item Type: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCES

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Ordinance No. 2018-04 - An amendment to the conceptual plan for the Debordieu Colony Planned
Development to make the PD setback requirements for Community 1 match the indenture deed
requirements enforced by the Debordieu POA/ARB

A request was made by the Debordieu Colony Community Association to amend the Planned
Development setbacks for Community | to better conform to the setbacks enforced by the Property
Owners Association.

CURRENT STATUS:

The Debordieu Colony Planned Development was approved in the mid 1980’s after 340 properties
were initially developed. The PD was approved for a total of 2,320 single and multi-family units. The
PD was initially divided into eight communities. Community 1 is located along the golf course and was
approved for 349 single family units and 140 multi-family units.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

1. Community 1 (shown on the attached map) is located along the northern boundary of the PD
and borders the golf course. It contains six different Phases (Phase 1, 1A, 2, 3, 3A, 3B and
4). Setbacks were proposed for this Community and all other other sections of Debordieu in
1985. At that time, the proposed setbacks for single family development in the PD were 40’ for
the front, 10’ side for one-story structures and 15’ side for two-story structures. The regulations
also included a statement “...more restrictive, view-oriented setbacks may be prescribed on
specific subdivisions.”

2. As the different Phases of Community 1 were developed and individual subdivision plats were
approved, specific setbacks were laid out for each Phase. Different phases showed different
regulations for how to handle the side yards for one and two story buildings. Additionally, different
phases called out rear yards of either 50’ or 20’ with most invoking a 50’ rear yard setback for lots
abutting the golf course and a 20’ rear yard setback for lots abutting the water. However, in Phase 1
specifically, the County documents indicate a 50’ rear yard for all lots.

3. The Debordieu Colony Community Association reviews all requests for construction within the
Planned Development. The Association enforces private deeds and covenants for the neighborhood
and an Architectural Review Board must approve all applications. Setbacks for most of the lots in the
Community 1 section are provided as part of indenture deeds. Over the past several years, County
staff and Debordieu staff have noted discrepancies between the PD setbacks enforced by the
County and the setbacks from the indenture deeds enforced by the Association. While applicants
must meet both requirements (meaning the most restrictive), this is often confusing for contractors or
property owners who are given two different sets of standards to meet. They may design based on
one set of requirements and then not meet the other set. Most often this has been seen in terms of

the rear yard setback for lots on the water. Based on our records, the County enforces a 50’ rear yard



and the deeds only indicate a 20 foot setback.

4. Staff from both the County and the Association would like to clear up this discrepancy by
proposing the following amendment to the setbacks for all lots in Community 1:
Front: 40’
Side: 10’
Rear: 20’ for lots abutting water and 50’ for lots abutting the golf course

It should be noted that due to the specific nature of some of the indenture deeds, it would be very
difficult to match the Association’s requirements exactly. Applications will still be reviewed by the
Association for compliance with the deeds, but hopefully this will clear up any major differences and
will make enforcement of the setbacks by the County easier since all Phases will maintain the same
rear yard setback.

5. Since the previous setbacks enforced by the County were larger than the ones being
proposed with this change (15’ side yards being changed to 10’ and 50’ rear yards being changed to
20’), the proposal should not cause any new nonconformities for existing dwellings. The change may
make it possible for additions to existing dwellings that are not currently feasible based on the PD
requirements.

6. Staff recommended amending the setbacks for Community 1 of the Debordieu Colony PD
to reflect the following: 40’ front, 10’ side and 20’ rear for lots abutting water and 50’ for lots abutting
the golf course.

7. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on this issue at their January 18, 2018
meeting. No one came forward to speak. The Commission voted 6 to 0 to recommend approval for
the proposed change.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
Not applicable

OPTIONS:

1. Accept PC recommendation

2. Approve an amended request
3. Defer action

4. Remand to PC for further study
5. Deny request

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Accept PC recommendation

ATTORNEY REVIEW:

Yes
ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
o Ordinance No. 2018-04 Debordieu Setbacks Ordinance

o Debordieu Setbacks Attachments Backup Material



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ORDINANCE NO. 2018-04
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE SETBACKS FOR COMMUNITY I OF THE
DEBORDIEU COLONY PLANNED DEVELOPMENT

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED THAT COMMUNITY I OF THE DEBORDIEU COLONY
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (AS SHOWN ON THE ATTACHED MAP) BE
AMENDED TO REFLECT THE FOLLOWING SETBACKS:

- Front: 40 feet
- Side: 10 feet
- Rear: 20 feet for lots abutting water and 50 feet for lots abutting the golf course

DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF
2018.

(SEAL)

Johnny Morant
Chairman, Georgetown County Council

ATTEST:

Theresa Floyd
Clerk to Council

This Ordinance, No. 2018-04, has been reviewed by me and is hereby approved as to
form and legality.

Wesley P. Bryant
Georgetown County Attorney

First Reading:

Second Reading:

Third Reading:




AMPD - 1§-17 - 19000

129 Screven St. Suite 222
Post Office Drawer 421270 |3 }Li / )7/
- Georgetown, S. C. 29440
Phone: 843-545-3158
Fax: 843-545-3299

APPLICATION TO AMEND A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD)

COMPLETED APPLICATIONS MUST BE SUBMITTED ALONG WITH THE
REQUIRED FEE, AT LEAST FORTY-FIVE (45) DAYS PRIOR TO A PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING.

Please note this approval applies to this particular property only.

Name of Planned Development: T Rardisu C&eﬁj‘“‘\

Regulation to which you are requesting an amendment (check applicable):
(V)/ Setback — Complete SECTION B: SETBACK AMENDMENT
() Signage — Complete SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT

() Site Plan — Complete SECTION D: SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
() Other:

All Applicants must complete SECTION A: APPLICANT INFORMATION

SECTION A: APPLICANT INFORMATION
Property Information: 0Y- [00] - OOL‘[ - 19 -OO/OL/‘IOO} - Qo4 -0 00O

(Include all affected parcels)

Street Address: (81 LMWM [FAVY2S
City / State / Zip Code: éboq%m, SC, 22(41—(-0

Lot/ Block / Number:

Existing Use: D

PD Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 1 of 5




Proposed Use:

Commercial Acreage: Residential Acreage:

Property Owner of Record:

Name: DePordien %f‘) Community Assosiation
Address: (Bl Lynan Bl

City/ State/ Zip Code: (= own, X 2444o
Telephone/Fax: (843) 527 . 443, / Fax: (343) 546 - 8704
E-Mail: B brown@ Ohboro{la@lon::)- org

Signature of Owner / Date:

Contact Information:
Name: {eow A Lnistador
Address: (&1 Rlval. /o
Phone / E-Mail:(€42) 52.1-5033 , Mwilcox @ debordien m&rw@ ; 93

I have appointed the individual or firm listed below as my representative in conjunction
with this matter related to the Planning Commission of proposed new construction or

improvements to the structures on my property.

Agent of Owner:

Name: 1 ' X y Assorse o
Address:  \§ | LU/U'&.M —%\Md

City / State / Zip Code: é%mw

Telephone/Fax: (R43) 527 Hoz3 . Fax: (84D 54l - 3704
E-Mail: Mwl(cw@debmddmﬂmw g

Signatureof Agent/ Dite: /Mg/ A(Pﬂw /2[4]17

Signature of Owner /Date: AAJM T ~——

PD Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 2 of 5




Fee Schedule: $250.00 plus $10.00 per Residential acre or $25.00 per Commercial

acre.
Adjacent Property Owners Information required:

1. The person requesting the amendment to the Zoning Map or Zoning Text
must submit to the Planning office, at the time of application submittal,
stamped envelopes addressed with name of each resident within Four
Hundred Feet (400) of the subject property. The following return address
must appear on the envelope: “Georgetown County Planning
Commission, 129 Screven St. Suite 222, Georgetown, SC 29440.”

2. A list of all persons (and related Tax Map Numbers) to whom envelopes
were addressed to must also accompany the application.

It is understood by the undersigned that while this application will be carefully reviewed
and considered, the burden of proving the need for the proposed amendment rests with
the applicant.

Please submit this completed application and appropriate fee to Georgetown County
Planning Division at 129 Screven St. Suite 222, Georgetown, S. C. 29440. If you need
any additional assistance, please call our office at 843-545-3158.

Site visits to the property, by County employees, are essential to process this
application. The owner\applicant as listed above, hereby authorize County
employees to visit and photograph this site as part of the application process.

A sign wili to be placed on your property informing residents of an upcoming
meeting concerning this particular property. This sign belongs to Georgetown
County and will be picked up from your property within five (5) days of the
hearing.

All information contained in this application is public reco.rd and is available to the
genera] public.

SECTION B: SETBACK AMENDMENT

Please supply the following information regarding your request:

® L1st any extraordmary and exceptlonal condmons pertalnmg to your partlculal

Q.wluummm %e, FDLE@AWPO:AF Przs o

e Do these conditions exists on other properiies else where in the PD?

Communi‘s‘\! &*j o %o!ﬁ Course

P} Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 3 of' 5



Amending this portion of the text will not cause undue hardship on adjacent

property owners. Tt wwill not. T4 1oill bring abignment 4n Hee. permit

process lheltueesn tea- CGAufhj PD ¢ the DeCa-ake .

Submittal reguirements: 12 copies of 11 x 17 plans

@

A scaled site plan indicating the existing conditions and proposed additions.
Elevations of the proposal (if applicable).

Letter of approval from homeowners association (if applicable).

SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT

CASON IO aMenanment regu : T y CQM ;<
Reason f d. t request:_ o Q;J%ﬂ g Sedbales dor gatP
Course. _Sectivn of DePordios Communthy PREW/ Tnderture Deeds

ond  PoR enforeed sctacks. p

Number of signs existing currently on site
Square footage of existing sign(s)
Number of Proposed signs:

Square footage of the proposed sign(s)

Submittal requirements:

L]

Proposed amendment request:

Proposed text for signage requirements.

12 copies (11 x 17) of proposed sign image.

Site plan indicating placement of the proposed sign{s).
Elevations.

Letter from POA or HOA (if applicable)

SECTION D: SITE PEAN AMENDMENT

PD Amendment
Revised 06/11
Fage 4 of 5




Reason for amendment request:

Submittal requirements:
e |2 copies of existing site plan.
» ]2 copies of proposed site plan.

» Revised calculations (calculations may include density, parking requirements,
open space, pervious/impervious ratio, eic.).

PD Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 5 of 5
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Planning Commission will consider a request from DeBordieu Colony Community
Association to amend Community 1 of the DeBordieu Colony Planned Development to make the
PD setback requirements match the indenture deed requirements enforced by the DeBordieu
POA/ARB. The property is located east of Highway 17 Bypass approximately 5,700 feet north
of Hobcaw Barony. TMS 04-1001-004-19-00 and 04-1001-004-06-00. Case Number AMPD
12-17-19600.

The Planning Commission will be reviewing this request on Thursday, January 18,
2018 at 5:30 p.m. in the Georgetown County Council Chambers entering at 129 Screven
Street in Georgetown, South Carolina.

If you wish to make public comments on this request, you are invited to attend this

meeting. If you cannot attend and wish to comment please submit written comment to:

Georgetown County Planning Commission
PO Drawer 421270
Georgetown, South Carolina 29442
Telephone (843) 545-3158
Fax (843) 545-3299

E-mail: tcolemani@gtcounty.org



Item Number: 16.a AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL -

Item Type: DEFERRED OR PREVIOUSLY SUSPENDED ISSUES

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Ordinance No. 2017-19 - An amendment to the Georgetown County Zoning Map to rezone approximately 948 acres
located along the Pennyroyal Road and Sampit River, further identified as tax parcel 01-0437-002-00-00, from Forest
and Agriculture (FA) and Conservation Preservation (CP) to Heavy Industrial (HI) and Conservation Preservation (CP).

CURRENT STATUS:
Georgetown County has or is acquiring approximately 948 acres of vacant land near Pennyroyal Road to market and
utilize for economic development, including possible heavy industrial applications.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:
1. The subject parcel is currently zoned FA and CP. CP consists of marshland along the Sampit River and perhaps
a small area near Pennyroyal Road. The County proposes to leave CP as it exists today.

2. The current Future Land Use Map show this property as industrial so the rezoning application is consistent with
the County’'s Comprehensive Plan.

3. The site is located approximately 2.5 miles south of US Highway 17, measured from the traffic signal at the
intersection of US Highway 17 and Pennyroyal Road. Itis adjacent to 3V Chemical and approximately 4,200 feet
from the Santee Cooper Generating Station. Mauresina Road runs thru the center of the property. There is some
R1/2Ac zoning and three FA zoned dwellings at the end of Mauresina Road. Mauresina Road is a County road.

4. According to a flyer published by the Georgetown County Economic Department, the site has access to rail,
water, sewer, natural gas, power, fiber and barge traffic. These are ideal components for economic
development. The site includes approximately 4,670 feet of frontage along the Sampit River.

5. The County’s Long Range Transportation Plan includes the upgrading of Pennyroyal Road as the need arises.
No particular project or use has been identified so traffic counts are not useful for the rezoning process.

6. Any future industrial use which may cause significant noise, dust, vibrations, etc.., would have to be located at
least 500 feet from any abutting property line.

7. Staff recommended approval of the request.

8. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on this issue at their July 20th meeting. Nine people spoke
against the proposed rezoning citing issues such as the history of the site, increased traffic, decreased property values,
negative impacts on the environment, water quality, noise and the effect on endangered species. A county
representative pointed to the need for jobs that provide a living wage in our area, future evaluations for the site dealing
with environmental issues, and the uniqueness of the property due to the adjacent rail, natural gas, water/sewer and
barge/river access. After some discussion, the Commission voted 7 to 0 to recommend denial for the proposed
rezoning.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

Not applicable due to current information.

OPTIONS:

1. Approve as recommended by PC
2. Defer action

3. Deny request

4. Remand to PC for further study

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:



Defer action pending further report from the Land Use Committee.

ATTORNEY REVIEW:

Yes
ATTACHMENTS:
Description
o Ordinance No. 2017-19 Penny Royal Road Rezoning
] Pennyroyal rd rezoning correspondence (July PC meeting)
o Application and attachments (pennyroyal road rezoning)
o Pennyroyal rd rezoning correspondance (Aug PC meeting)

Type
Ordinance
Backup Material
Backup Material
Backup Material



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ORDINANCE NO: 2017-19
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )

AN ORDINANCE TO REZONE APPROXIMATELY 948 ACRES LOCATED ALONG
PENNYROYAL ROAD AND THE SAMPIT RIVER, FURTHER IDENTIFIED AS TAX
PARCEL 01-0437-002-00-00, FROM FOREST AND AGRICULTURE (FA) AND
CONSERVATION PRESERVATION (CP) TO HEAVY INDUSTRIAL (HI) AND
CONSERVATION PRESERVATION (CP)

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED THAT APPROXIMATELY 948 ACRES OF LAND, FURTHER
INDENTIFIED AS TAX PARCEL 01-0437-002-00-00, LOCATED ALONG
PENNYROYAL ROAD AND THE SAMPIT RIVER, BE REZONED FROM FOREST
AND AGRICULTURE (FA) AND CONSERVATION PRESERVATION (CP) TO
HEAVY INDUSTRIAL (HI) AND CONSERVATION PRESERVATION (CP).

DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF , 2017.

(SEAL)

Johnny Morant
Chairman, Georgetown County Council

ATTEST:

Theresa Floyd
Clerk to Council

This Ordinance, No. 2017-19 has been reviewed by me and is hereby approved as to form and
legality.

Wesley P. Bryant
Georgetown County Attorney



First Reading:

Second Reading:

Third Reading:






Tiffany Coleman

From: Patricia and Joseph Frick <pjfrick@msn.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 2:03 PM

To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: REV 6-17-18587

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

BELOW ARE MY COMMENTS CONCERNING THE PROPOSAL TO REZONE 948 ACRES OF FOREST AND
AGRICULTURE AND CONSERVATION PRESERVATION TO HEAVY INDUSTRY.

TMS# 01-0437-002-00-00, CASE NUMBER REZ 6-17-18587.

MY HUSBAND AND MYSELF ARE HOMEOWNERS WHOSE PROPERTY ABUTS THIS LAND IN QUESTION.

LET ME BEGIN BY STATING THAT THIS IS A TRAVESTY OF JUSTICE FOR OUR COMMUNITY.

FIRSTLY, GEORGETOWN COUNTY IS ACTING AS AN AGENCY FOR RED MOUNTAIN TIMBER, LLC, A PRIVATE
ENTITY, AGAINST THE WISHES OF THE RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY. YOU ARE SWORN TO UPHOLD OUR
INTEREST AND WE ARE THE FOLKS WHO PAY FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF GEORGETOWN COUNTY.

SECONDLY, YOU ARE ARE ATTEMPTING TO REZONE 948 ACRES OF FOREST AND AGRICULTURE {FA) AND
CONSERVATION PRESERVATION LAND ON THE SAMPIT RIVER TO HEAVY INDUSTRIALIH THAT IS FROM ONE OF
THE MOST CONSERVATIONARY CATEGORIES TO THE MOST DANGEROUS AND HIGHLY POLLUTING.

THIS ACTION, IF iT ALLOWED TO PROCEED WILL DESTROY THE RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY WHICH INCLUDES
HOMES, CHURCHES, SCHOOLS, BURIAL GROUNDS, ETC. FURTHERMORE, IT WILL DEVASTATE THE SAMPIT
RIVER, WHICH IS PART OF THE WATERSHED FOR THE WACCAMAW RIVER (THE ICW). THE SHRIMP INDUSTRY,
BOATING AND TOURISM WILL BE NEGATIVELY IMPACTED. WILDLIFE, AiR QUALITY, SOIL, SOUND, TRAFFIC,
ETC. CANNOT WITHSTAND HEAVY INDUSTRY.

THIRDLY, IT iS MY UNDERSTANDING THAT ALL RESPONSIBLE COMMUNITIES THROUGHOUT THE UNITED
STATES WILL ONLY SEEK TO REZONE AREAS TO HEAVY INDUSTRIAL IF THEY ARE INLAND, AWAY FROM
WATERWAYS AND CERTAINLY AWAY FROM RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITIES. THAT SEEMS TO NOT BE THE POLICY
OF GEORGETOWN COUNTY.

FURTHERMORE, THIS ACTION IS BEING FORCED DOWN THE THROAT OF THE COMMUNITY WITH AS LITTLE
PUBLICITY AS POSSIBLE!!! THE NOTICE OF THE JULY 20TH MEETING WAS THE FIRST ANY OF US HAD HEARD OF
THIS AND WE JUST RECEIVED THAT LESS THAN 3 WEEKS AGO. WHY THE SECRECY?

WE NEED TO KNOW THAT OUR ELECTED OFFICIALS WILL NOT USE THE POWER THAT WE HAVE INVESTED IN
THEM TO DESTROY OUR COMMUNITY IN ORDER TO FAVOR THE FINANCIAL INTERESTS OF PRIVATE
COMPANIES! PLANNING COMMISSION INTENDS TO VOTE TO MOVE THE REZONING ISSUE FORWARD.

WE WANT THIS REZONING TO BE VOTED DOWN ON JULY 20, 2017,

PATRICIA VENDITTO FRICK




Tiffany Coleman

———
From: Deborah Mangan <dmangan@zai-inc.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2017 6:21 AM
To: Tiffany Coleman
Subject: Rezaning along the Sampit

We are hoping vou wili not allow rezoning along the Sampit River. Georgetown is a beautiful, special area. Please keep it
natural and pristine.

Thank you,
Jack and Deborah Mangan

Residents of Georgetown

Sent from my iPhone




129 Screven St. Suite 222
Post Office Drawer 421270
Georgetown, S. C. 29440
Phone: 843-545-3158
Fax: 843-545-3299

PROPOSED ZONING AMENDMENT
COMPLETED APPLICATIONS FOR ZONING AMENDMENTS MUST BE

SUBMITTED ALONG WITH THE REQUIRED FEE, AT LEAST FORTY-FIVE (45)
DAYS PRIOR TO A PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING.

THE APPLICANT IS REQUESTING: (Indicate one)

(X ) A change in the Zoning Map.

() A change in the Zoning Text.

The following information must be provided for either request;
Praperty Information that vou area requesting the change to:

Tax Map (TMS) Number: 01-0437-002-00-00

Street Address: 3200 - 3800 Block of Pennyroval Rd.

City / State / Zip Code: Georgetown. SC 29440

Lot Dimensions/ Lot Area: 948 Acres
Plat Book / Page: 22 - 154

Current Zoning Classification: FA and CP

Proposed Zoning Classilication: HI — Heavy Industry

Rezoning Application
Revised 06-1 |
Page | of 4



Property Owner of Record:

Name: Red Mountain Timber Co LLC

Address; 9418 Highmarket St

City/ State/ Zip Code: Georgetown, SC 29440

Telephone/Fax Numbers: 205 =4%0- 731 S

E-mail: ¢BLAZ @ 2F SOURLEMET . Comt

Signature of Owner / Date: {l m&,\;— 6/5/17

I have appointed the individual or firm listed below as my representative in conjunction
with this matter related to the rezoning request.

Agent of Owner:

Name: Georgetown County

Address: 716 Prince St

City / State / Zip Code: Georgetown. SC 29440

Telephone/Fax: 843-545-3006 e

E-mail; btucker@glcounty.org _._‘17_ A
] P -
il i
Signature of Agent/ Date: { o .

'L'-'_'““\
s }\' " &
Signature of Property Owner: [b(\mﬁ— 6/5/17

Name: Brian Tucker. Georgetown County

Contact Information:

Address: 716 Prince St. Georgetown. SC 29440

Phone / E-mail: 843-545-3006

Rezaning Application
Revised 06-11
Page 2 of 4



Please provide the following information.

1. Please submii 12 copies of the site plan or plat {size: 11 x 17 or 24 x 26, as
needed)

2. Please explain the rezoning request for this property.

Georgetown County Economic Development is promoting the site as a potential
indusirial location 1o increase jobs and enhance the tax base. The site has road, rail,
river and gas available which are attractive industries.

Please provide the following information for a Zoning Text Amendment.

1. Indicate the section of the Zoning Ordinance that you are proposing to be
changed:

N/A

2. Indicate the reasons for the proposed changes:

A

Fee reguired for all applications at the time of submittal:

Rezoning Applications $250.00

Text Amendments $250.00

Adjacent Property Owners Information required:

1. The person requesting the amendment to the Zoning Map or Zoning Text
must submit to the Planning office, at the time of application submittal,
stamped envelopes for each resident within Four Hundred Feet (400) of
the subject property. The following retuwrn address must appear on the
envelope: “Georgetown County Planning Commission, 129 Screven
St. Suite 222, Georgetown, SC 2944(0.”

Rezoning Application
Revised 06-§ 1
Page3ofd




2. A list of all persons (and related Tax Map Numbers) to whom envelopes
are addressed must also accompany the application.

ft 15 understood by the undersigned that while this application will be carefully reviewed
and considered, the burden of proving the need lor the proposed amendment resis with
the applicant.

Piease submil this completed application and appropriate fee to Georgetown County
Planning Division at 129 Screven St. Suite 222, Georgelown, S. C. 29440. If you need
additional assistance, please calt our office at §43-345-3158,

Site visits to the property, by County employees, are essential to process this
application. The owner\applicant as listed above, hereby authorize County
employces to visit and photograph this site as part of the application process,

A sign is going to be placed on your property informing residents of an upcoming
meeting concerning this particular property. This sign belongs {o Georgetown
County and will be picked up from your property within five (5) days of the
hearing.

All information contained in this application is public record and is available to the
general public.

Please submit a PDF version of your plans if available. You may e-mail them to
csargeni{@georgetowncountyse.org or include with your application.

Rezoning Application
Hevised Ui-11
Pagte < 6l 4




SAMPIT RIVER CORRIDOR SITE

Georgetown County, South Carolina

Other Significant Industrial Employers

- - _ INFRASTRUCTURE
: All figures are approximate
SITE OVERVIEW BARGE ACCESS: 20’ Depth
+ 948 Acre Site RAIL ACCESS: Possible
Minimabictiands NATURAL GAS: Heavy Gas Available
+ Ba rge Accessible Provided by SCE&G
+Rail WATER: 1.615MGD

Provided by Georgetown County Water and Sewer District

+ Natural Gas SEWER: 2.5 MGD
Provided by Georgetown County Water and Sewer District

+ Georgetown Port
Less than 5 miles by barge POWER: Generating Station one mile from site

60 M l N h f h Provided by Santee Elective Cooperative
% iles North of the .
Port of Charleston FIBER/TELECOMM: Dual Providers

An Ocean of opportunity Georgetown I;%l:]l}tuyc lf;rorgi?;iéo[:evelopment

SeeGEORGETOWN.com btucker@gtcounty.org  843.655.2312




GEORGETOWN COUNTY
SOUTH CAROLINA

SOUTH
CAROLINA
CAROLINA

as north)
Intl Airport

WORKFORCE R i
.' ' . ’ rt & Int'l Afrport

L

Certified Work Ready Community

=~ 348,000
Multi-County Labor Shed

b, L'
INFRASTRUCTURE

EDUCATION
Horry-Georgetown Technical College

Georgetown County School District

THE ONLY COUNTY IN SC WITH AVAILABLE
COMPARE RAIL, GAS, BARGE, & PORT ACCESS ;

o A S

PR SR SS——

@ Median Home Value

P = CERTIFIED INDUSTRIAL SITES &

Cost of Living Index m FOUR INDUSTRIAL PARKS
94.8vsUSA100 /1 1

&

P A"er;':??‘;’gm‘l‘]g f;'gg’ Two General Aviation Airports in Georgetown County

Outa S oD amd DL

South Carolina named a top state for doing business by Area Development Magazine & Chief Executive Magazine

5 Georgetown County Economic Development
An Ocean of Opportunlty Brian Tucker - Director

SERELR I T S e e btucker@qtcounty.org  843.655.2312
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Planning Commission will consider a request from Georgetown County as agent for
Red Mountain Timber, LLC, to rezone approximately 948 acres located north of Pennyroyal
Road, near Mauresina Road, and along the Sampit River from Forest and Agriculture (FA) and
Conservative Preservation (CP) to Heavy Industry (HI). TMS# 01-0437-002-00-00. Case
Number REZ-6-17-18587.

The Planning Commission will be reviewing this request on Thursday, July 20, 2017 at
5:30 p.m. in the Georgetown County Council Chambers entering at 129 Screven Street in
Georgetown, South Carolina.

If you wish to make public comments on this request, you are invited to attend this

meeting. If you cannot attend and wish to comment please submit written comment to:

Georgetown County Planning Commission
PO Drawer 421270
Georgetown, South Carolina 29442
Telephone (843) 545-3158
Fax (843) 545-3299

E-mail: icoleman(@gicounty.org




Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Foliow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

jjacobs236@aol.com

Tuesday, August 15, 2017 11:34 AM

Tiffany Coleman

Case #REZ-6-17-18587 TMS# 010437-002-00-00

Follow up
Flagged

Georgetown County Planning Commission

P.O. Drawer 421270

Georgetown South Carolina 28442

My name is Roy Jacobs. | own property and live on the Sampit River. | am unable to attend the meeting on August 17
2017 and wish to have my views heard. | vehemently object to rezoning any property on the Sampit River To Heavy
Industy (HI}. Years ago the River was contaminated by Industry and it took years to restore clean water for fish and
wildlife. | do not with to see this happen again. | purchased this property to enjoy clean water and fish and wildiife and will

do eveything | can to keep it that way. Thank you for your consideration.

Roy Jacobs




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Tuesday, August 15, 2017 1.08 PM
To: Tiffany Coleman

Ce: Brian Tucker

Subject: FW: Save the Sampit

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: Elizabeth Krauss [mailto:ekrauss@gchbdsn.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 15, 2017 12:57 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: FW: Save the Sampit

Elczabett Rranse
Growth Enterprises, Georgetown DSN
843-904-6303

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and/or
otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than the intended recipient(s). Any dissemination or use of this
electronic mail or the contents by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply mail so that we may correct our records. Please
delete the original message. Thank you.

From: Melba Taylor [mailto:meiba@grimesandassoc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 15,2017 11:26 AM

To: ekrauss@gchdsn.com

Subject: Save the Sampit

] oppose rezoning fo heavy industry. Melba Taylor




Tiffany Coleman

From: Hoily Richardson

Sent: Tuesday, August 15, 2017 437 PM
To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW: SUBJECT; SAVE THE SAMPIT
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: Liz [mailto:ekrauss@gchdsn.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 15, 2017 4:08 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: Fwd: SUBJECT: SAVE THE SAMPIT

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jim and Peggy Jamieson <jamie36ic(@yahoo.com>
Date: August 15,2017 at 2:46:39 PM EDT

To: ekrauss@gcbdsn.com

Subject: SUBJECT: SAVE THE SAMPIT

As residents and registered voters of Georgetown County and Harmony Township, my wife and | are
strongly opposed to the proposed rezoning of 948 acres on Pennyroyal Road from Farming/Agriculture &
Conservation/Preservation to Heavy Industrial.

We are opposed for the following reasons:

1) Numerous waterways, especially the Sampit River, will quite possibly be negatively affected by such a
move and subjected to exposure to pollutants and contaminants.

2)There will be a significant impact to the quality of life for hundreds of us who live along the Pennyroyal
corridor. We will be exposed to air, noise and possibly water pollution. Traffic is already a problem on
Pennyroyal due to the heavy truck traffic which we face on a daily basis.

3) There appear to be numerous other potential sites for heavy industrial plants which would not impact
as many people and not have the potential for catastrophic environmental consequences.

4) The 948 acre site is home for several endangered species, including bald eagles, swallowtailed kites
and pileated woodpeckers. There also is a private cemetery on the property.

5) We guestion the use of taxpayer to purchase this property.

B) We believe Georgetown County officials have not done a proper due diligence study on the proposed
property. There have been no environmental, traffic, navigation, water quality studies as of this date.

7) There have been problems with pollution spills in the past at 3V and International Paper. The Sampit
River is a small river and does not have sufficient water flow to dilute any potential pollution.

it is our hope that you will vote against this rezoning request. We pian to attend the next Pianning
Commission meeting and all future County Council meetings dealing with this issue.

Sincerely,

Jim & Peggy Jamieson




Tiffany Coleman

From: Holly Richardson

Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: FW:

Foliow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: Elizabeth Krauss [mailto:ekrauss@gchdsn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 1:14 PM

To: Holly Richardson <hrichardson@gtcounty.org>
Subject: FW:

Elegabieth Rranss
Growth Enterprises, Georgetowi DSN
343-904-6303

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and/for
otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than the intended recipient(s). Any dissemination or use of this
electronic mail or the contents by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply mail so that we may correct our records. Please
delete the original message. Thank you.

From: Chris Harrelson [mailto:chris.harrelsoni8@gmail,com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 1:02 PM

To: ekrauss@gchdsn.com

Subject:

I am opposed to the proposed industrial park along the sampit River and pennyroyal Creek.Thanks Chris
Harrelson




Tiffany Coleman

From: April O'Leary <admin@winyahrivers.org>
Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 4:45 PM
To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: Sampit Proposal

Attachments: Sampit Rezone Proposal- GT.pdf

Follow Up Hag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Tiffany Coleman,

I hope this email finds you well.

I wanted to take this opportunity to submit comments on the current proposal to rezone propeity on the Sampit
River.

Thank you in advance.

April O'Leary
Program Officer

Waccamaw RIVERKEEPER®

A Program of Winyah Rivers Foundation
Center for Marine and Wetland Studies
290 Allied Drive

Conway, SC 29528-6054

(843) 349-4007

admin@winvahrivers.org

www. winvahrivers.org

A proud member of WATERKEEPER® ALLIANCE.







Tiffany Coleman

From: Sandra Ladson <seladsen@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 7:37 PM

To: ekrauss@gchdsn.com; zachariusgrate@yahoo.com; Ishoulette@sc.rr.com;
Johnny@johnnyweaver.com; jfhill@sc.rr.com; roberteman@aol.com; Tiffany Coleman

Cc: Eileen Johnson

Subject: Pennyroyal rezoning

Attachments: Pennyroyal petition.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Good evening to all. Asthe pastor at St. Michael AME Church, a former resident of Pennyroyal Road and a concerned
citizen, | have been deeply concerned about the impact on the proposed re-zoning request on Pennyroyal Road. | do not
believe the plan has been well vetted or planned and as a person who works with people in a personal way, | think that
the stress and concern this plan is bringing to the community is not worth the few hundred jobs it may bring, the safety
issues centered around air/water quality and increased traffic. | would love to see opportunities open up for my
congregants and community as much as the next person, but there needs to be a comprehensive plan that encompasses
not only the physical viability of the project but also a thorough review of all the resources needed for such a

project. This is not limited to amenities, but also whether we have the human resources available, the necessary
training they will need and the infrastructure to support it. I said it before and [ will say it again, without this sort of
consideration before investing hundreds of thousands if not millions of dollars into this property, we are simply putting
*he cart before the horse. | plan to expand more on this on tomorrow evening. Until then, | am submitting to you all
signed petitions from people in this area who are asking you all to not recommend this property for re-zoning.

Sent from Mail for Windows 10




We the citizens in and areund the Pennyroyal Road area along with concerned citizens of Georgetown
County wish to make the following recommendation to the Planning Commission in regards to re-zoning
048 acres of land located north of Pennyroyal Road from Conservative Preservation/Forest & Agriculture
to Heawy Industry Do not recormmend the rezoning of thi
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We the citizens in and around the Pennyroyal Road area along with concerned citizens of Georgetown
County wish to make the following recommendation to the Planning Commission fn regards to re-zoning
948 acres of land Jocated north of Pennyroyal Road from Conservative Preservation/Forest & Agriculture
to Heavy lndustry Do not recommend the rezaning of this property.
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Dale Parson$
Pennyroyal Road
Geogetown, SC

To the Zoning Commission

Your job is to look out for the best interest of the taxpayers and citizens of the county. It
is an extremely important job. Your decision should be made knowing that your
recommendation will have an impact It will affect Georgetown County for the next 100

nlus vears. it is not about the here and now.

Questions you need know the answers for:

What is the source of money for funding?

Why is Georgetown into land speculation at taxpayer expense?

How many property owners will be affected?

What potential long term affects, polution to the air, water and noise. Affects to wildlife.
Potential long term affects on fishing industry?

Georgetown county is presenting the property with misleading information.

They have N0t done any of the following:

Enviromental Studies

Water Quality

Air Quality

Traffic Studies

Noise studies

wetland remediation

archaeological studies

checked on current DHEC violations in the area

potentail storm water drainage issues

Wildlife studies

They have not contacted Hobcaw Barony USC a wonderful source for information
concerning affects to waterway to provide imput.

Have not considered the Historical significance of the area
Navigation feasiblity

High voltage power line clearance

natural drainage system on the property

eminent domain




The Sampit is not sustainable for Industrial use. International Paper and Santee
Cooper use water sources from the Pee Dee River and Santee River. The Sampit is
a is the shortest river in SC and a closed system, which mean it does not have

sufficient water flow to dilute any polution.

The Impact fees implemented by the county has been a large deterent io industry
wanting to build here.

Let us promote what makes Georgetown a wonderful place to live by recruiting
businesses similar to Safe Rack and Envirosep and Screen Tight.

Do not make the mistake our leaders made years ago with locating the steel mill in
the middle of town. Rezoning opens the opportunity for this to happen.

I remind you, you do not work for the county, you work for us. Once rezoned any

personal assurances made by County officials, mean absolutely nothing. The
wording of the ordiance will be there forever and subject to the people in charge.

I ask you to reject the rezoning request.




Item Number: 16.b AGENDA REQUEST FORM
Meeting Date: 2/13/2018 GEORGETOWN COUNTY COUNCIL -

Item Type: DEFERRED OR PREVIOUSLY SUSPENDED ISSUES

DEPARTMENT: County Council

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Ordinance No. 2017-23 - To amend the Pawleys Plantation Planned Development to add an additional two single family
lots to the PD. TMS 04-0418-014-00-00. Case Number AMPD 6-17-18572.

On June 27, 2017 the Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association applied to change the land use designation for
two parcels along Green Wing Teal Lane from open space to single family. A change inland use is considered a major
change to a Planned Development based on Section 619.3 of the Zoning Ordinance.

CURRENT STATUS:

The Pawleys Plantation PD is located east of Ocean Highway approximately 557 feet south of Hagley Drive in Pawleys
Island. The PD contains a combination of single family units, patio lots and multi-family units along with a golf course
and associated amenities.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

1.

2.

10.

11.

The Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association took ownership of the two parcels labeled as open space 9
and 10 on the attached map in 2010. The parcels were originally part of the golf course property.

According to the applicant both parcels were largely shown as wetlands on a 1987 Army Corps of Engineers
survey. The POA’s environmental consultant has indicated that the wetlands have receded significantly on these
two parcels since the 1987 survey and both are now suitable building sites.  The Army Corps has not yet
confirmed the consultant’s assertion.

The POA is seeking to sell the parcels in order to relieve the organization from the burden of maintaining both of
these areas as well as provide additional income to be used for maintenance elsewhere on the property.

Open space #9 contains .25 acres and is approximately 72 feet wide. Open space #10 contains .29 acres is
approximately 113 feet wide. Both parcels exceed the average lot size for the street with the exception of the
large half-acre parcel located at the end of the cul de sac which was a combination of two original lots. Existing
parcels on this street are considered patio lots and are designated as Tract D. Setbacks are 20’ for the front, 7’
and 3’ for the side if a one-story home and 12’ and 8’ for the side if a two-story home and 20’ in the rear.

The parcels back up to a large pond. The County’s GIS infrared imagery shows significant uplands for both
parcels. The attached wetland delineation from the applicant’s consultant shows .004 of an acre of wetlands out
of a total of .25 acres for Open Space #9 and .1 acre of wetlands out of a total of .29 acres for Open Space #10.
Some fill will likely be required for Open Space #10.

The reduction in the amount of open space for the PD is minimal based on the large amount of open space
provided for the PD as a whole. According to their engineer, the PD contains 62 acres of open space including
the golf course. The POA currently owns 22.4 acres of open space.

Overall density for the PD will not be exceeded. At least one large tract originally shown as multi-family is being
developed as single family and according to the POA, twelve different parcels have been combined also resulting
in a density reduction.

The new owners for the parcels would be required to submit a tree removal plan to the Zoning Administrator prior
to receiving a building permit.

According to the applicant, the POA met on August 28t and received the necessary approval from 80% of the
members to remove these properties from the “common property” designation so that they can be sold by the
POA.

The applicant met with several of those residents with drainage concerns. The existing swales on these parcels
are currently functioning. The POA will either relocate the existing swales or install catch basins and pipes to
handle the drainage.

Staff recommended approval of the request conditional on the following:

a. Approval from the Corps of Engineers for the attached wetlands delineation and any proposed fill.

b. Both new parcels will adhere to the PD requirements and setbacks for patio lots.

« a=a A . ' ~a A



4. 1Ne Fianning LOMMISSION NeIa pupiic Nearings on IS request on DOTN AUGUST 1/1N ana Sepiemper £1SL. ATer
receiving several comments from the neighbors regarding drainage, the Commission deferred action at the
August meeting. Four property owners from this area spoke against the proposal with concerns about existing
drainage problems, adding more run-off to the system and the promise of open space in these areas. One
property owner spoke stating that the POA representative had addressed his concerns from the previous
meeting. The POA representative responded by stating that the lots were not initially left for open space, but due
to the wetlands which have now receded, the drainage situation will not be changed by virtue of this request and
that the POA is attempting to work with the golf course on the issues with the existing ditch in this area.

13. The Commission voted 7 to 0 to recommend denial for this request.

14. Ordinance No. 2017-23 has been amended subsequent to previous report. Should Council choose to approve
Ordinance No. 2017-23 with revised text, a motion to amend will be required.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
Not applicable

OPTIONS:

1. Deny request as recommended by PC.
2. Approve request

3. Defer for further information

4. Remand to PC for further study

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Deferred pending internal review by County Attorney.

ATTORNEY REVIEW:

Yes
ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
] AMENDED - Ordinance No. 2017-23 Ordinance
o Pawleys Plantation 2 lots - attachments Backup Material
o Pawleys Plantation PD - Letters Backup Material
] Atty Letter_Paul Joan Noble_Green Wing Teal Exhibit
] Atty Letter_J Lachicotte_Green Wing Teal Exhibit



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) ORDINANCE NO. 2017-23
COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN )

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CONCEPTUAL PLAN FOR THE
PAWLEYS PLANTATION PLANNED DEVELOPMENT TO ADD TWO SINGLE
FAMILY LOTS ON GREEN WING TEAL LANE

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
GEORGETOWN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, IN COUNTY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLED THAT THE PAWLEYS PLANTATION PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT BE AMENDED TO CHANGE THE LAND USE
DESIGNATION ON OPEN SPACE #9 AND OPEN SPACE #10 AS SHOWN ON
THE ATTACHED ALTA SURVEY DATED JULY 21, 2010 FROM OPEN SPACE
TO SINGLE FAMILY WITH THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:

1. Approval from the Corps of Engineers for the attached wetlands delineation
and any proposed fill.

2. Both parcels shall adhere to the Pawleys Plantation PD requirements and
setbacks for patio lots.

3. Proof to be provided to the Georgetown County Stormwater Department that
demonstrates that the functionality of any stormwater elements currently
existing on lots “open space #9” and/or “open space #10” will be maintained
or improved following the development of the two lots. No building permits
for either of these two lots shall be issued until this condition is met.

DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF
2017.

(SEAL)

Johnny Morant
Chairman, Georgetown County Council

ATTEST:

Theresa Floyd
Clerk to Council

This Ordinance, No. 2017-23, has been reviewed by me and is hereby approved as to
form and legality.



Wesley Bryant
Georgetown County Attorney

First Reading:

Second Reading:

Third Reading:




AMPD - (p-17- 12573

. o
129 Screven St. Suite 222 ¥ &S ‘
Post Office Drawer 421270 #| 5// A@{ g
Georgetown, S. C. 29440
Phone: 843-545-3158 1. acfo
Fax: 843-545-3299 f;.m,

APPLICATION TO AMEND A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD)
COMPLETED APPLICATIONS MUST BE SUBMITTED ALONG WITH THE
REQUIRED FEE, AT LEAST FORTY-FIVE (45) DAYS PRIOR TO A PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING.

Please note this approval applies to this particular property only.

Name of Planned Development: Paw LENG PLANTT AT

Regulation to which you are requesting an amendment (check applicable):
() Sethack — Complete SECTION B: SETBACK AMENDMENT
() Signage — Complete SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT
(1~ Site Plan — Complete SECTION D: SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
() Other:

Al Applicants must complete SECTION A: APPLICANT INFORMATION

SECTION A: APPLICANT INFORMATION

Property Information:

TMS Number: 04’04’§ g"‘ 6{4 - @O ~ Q0

(nclude all affected parcels)
Street Address: VD ZZ HowWN 11V BYPASS

City / State / Zip Code: ML RAELS TdeT ¢ 24876
Lot / Block / Nusmiber:
Bxisting Use: () B SVALE

P Amendment
Revised 06/11
Page 1 of 5



Proposed Use: S1RI&LE - CAMILY RESIDELTIAL

Commercial Acreage: Residential Acreage: G+ S
Preperty Owner of Record:

Name: A WLENS Plantvtad Peavce ™ Goadeds Asse.

Address: 1 4 B 22 Eaner D

City/ State/ Zip Code: Mu@RELLS TAUET, $C 74 <M

Telephone/Fax: 842 -35T1-4%% 8

E-Mail:

Signature of Owner / Date: da}vﬂ@%@cﬁ’}/ & g{ﬁ”}“ fﬁ?

o ) Rued denft™

Contact Information:
Name: o' LL SAANDER

Address: 1162 7 $ailihte @O, A udrcin s TalEt 244870,

Phone / E-Mail: $42-£o$7 - 71658 B Savided & Loresitasral. Com

I have appointed the individual or firm listed below as my representétive in conjunction
with this matter related to the Planning Commission of proposed new construction or
improvements to the structures on my property.

Agent of Owner:

Name:

Address:

City / State / Zip Code:

Telephone/Fax:

E-Mail:

Signature of Agent/ Date:

Signature of Owner /Date:

PD Arpendment
Revised 06/11
Page 2 of 5



Adjacent Property Owners Information required:

1. 'The person reguesting the amendment to the Zoning Map or Zoning Text
must submit to the Planning office, at the time of application submittal,
stamped envelopes addressed with name of each resident within Four
Hundred Feet (400) of the subject property. The following return address
must appear on the envelope: “Georgetown County Planning
Commission, 129 Sereven St. Suite 222, Georgetown, SC 29440.”

2. A list of all persons (and related Tax Map Numbers) to whom envelopes
were addressed to must also accompany the application.

It is understood by the undersigned that while this application will be carefully reviewed
and considered, the burden of proving the need for the proposed amendment rests with
the applicant.

Please submit this completed application and appropriate fee to Georgetown County
Planning Division at 129 Screven St. Suite 222, Georgetown, S. C. 29440. If vou need
any additional assistance, please call our office at 8§43-545-3158.

Site visits to the property, by County employees, are essential to process this
application. The owner\applicant as listed above, hereby aunthorize County
employees to visit and photograph this site as part of the application process.

A sign will te be placed on your property informing residents of an upcoming
meeting concerning this particular property. This sign belongs to Georgetown
County and will be picked up from your property within five (5) days of the
hearing. -

All information contained in this application is public record and is available to the
general public.

SECTION B: SETBACK AMENDMENT

Please supply the following information regarding your request:

e List any extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to your particular
piece of property.

o Do these conditions exists on other properties else where in the PD?

PD Amendment
Revised 04/11
Page3 of 5




o Amending this portion of the text will not cause undue hardship on adjacent
property Owners.

Submittal requirements: 12 copies of 11 x 17 plans
o A scaled site plan indicating the existiﬁg conditions and proposed additions.
e Lilevations of the proposal (if applicable).

e Letter of approval from homeowners association (if applicable).

SECTION C: SIGNAGE AMENDMENT

Reason for amendment request:

Number of signs existing currently on site

Square footage of existing sign(s)

Number of Proposed signs:

Square footage of the proposed sign(s)
Submittal requirements:

e Proposed text for signage requirements.

12 copies (11 x 17) of proposed sign image.

4

Site plan indicating placement of the proposed sign(s).

Flevations.

]

&

Letter from POA or HOA (if applicable}

¢ SECTION D: SITE PLAN AMENDMENT

Proposed amendment request: Yiease SEeE ATTAALED

P> Amendment
Reavised 04/11
Page 4 of 5



Rezson for amendment request; v CEME SEE AT vhedcn

Submittal requirements:
e 12 copies of existing site plan.
e 12 copies of proposed site plan.

e Revised calculations (calculations may include density, parking requirements,
open space, pervious/impervious ratio, etc. ).

P Amendment
Revised 04/11
Page 5 of 5




SECTION D: SITE PLAN AMENDMENT

The Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association requests that two parcels of land
acquired in 2010 from Pawleys Plantation LLC, the developer, be rezoned. These
parcels were originally a portion of the developer’s golf course property.

The 1987 US Army Corp of Engineers wetlands survey indicated that these parcels
were largely wetlands, unsuitable for home construction. However, a recent study
conducted by an environmental consultant, indicates that the wetlands have receded
significantly from the two parcels since the Corp of Engineers survey, and, in the
opinion of the consultant, both the parcels are suitable building sites. It remains to have
the Corp of Engineers confirm the findings of the consultant and to obtain Georgetown
County Planning and Zoning approval for rezoning the parcels, after which they could
be sold, relieving the Property Owners Association of maintenance responsibility and
providing income to the Reserves for maintenance of other common properties.

Rezoning the two parcels would not exceed the approved density of the PD. Since the
PD approval, twelve single family Iots have been combined and bear structures that
would prohibit separating the lots in the future, and large tract originally planned for
multi-family housing has been rezoned for single-family homes further reducing the
potential density of the PD.

The impact on open space is minimal. The combined acreage of the two parcels is 0.54
acres and there are more than 62 acres of open space in the PD.



Tiffany Coleman

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Follow Up Fag:
Flag Status:

Please do NOT allow development on proposed Lot 48A and Lot 53A in Pawleys Plantation. This area is a wetland and of

Brenda Legan <Brenda@Logan.com:>
Tuesday, August 01, 2017 5:56 PM
Tiffany Coleman

Case AMPD 6-17-18572

Follow up
Completed

great need for drainage and wildlife. Vote NO.

Brenda Logan

Sent from iPhone 6s Plus



Statements for the Planning Council Meeting ¢/21/17

If the Planning Board allows the Pawley’s Plantation POA to add 2 buildable lots te the PUD, a number
of concerned homeowners believe it will affect some individual homeowners through their actions

because of the changes they plan for the 2 lots. They have proposed to change these 2 lots from “open

space” into sellable real estate. In order for them to accomplish this we feel these proposed changes,

especially those surrounding the present functional drainage of these properties, will most certainly

impact the value of the neighboring homeowner's property. To date, many of the interested

hoemeowners have been unsuccessful in having their concerns and queastions answered. Listed below are

our outstanding issues pertaining to their proposal:

The Green wing Teal Lane homeowners have heard that the POA is going to re-direct the
functional drainage easement next to Lot 49D.We believe this is being done to increase the
acreage and sale ability of the proposed lot, and at the same time, very well may de-value the
heighboring tot.

We have heard that the POA is going to re-direct the functional drainage easement next to lot
54D “because the drainage easement goes through the center of the proposed lot. “ We believe
this is being done to increase the acreage and sale ability of the lot and at the same time, may
very well de-value the neighboring lot.

We have heard that the POA may convert the open drainage swale at the upper end of the
street to an in- ground drainage easement with a catch basin. We have reviewed our covenants
and restrictions of our cammunity and find that no planting or material can be dene which may
change the direction of the flow of water and can only be done if necessary to maintain
reasonable standards of health, safety and appearance. Additionally one wonders why you
would change what is presently working.

The original property report which we signed at the time of purchase and issued by the

developer of the subdivision in 1988 stated “7.4 % of the subdivision will remain as natural
space or developed parkland”. We were told that the “open spaces” on Green Wing Teal Lane
was never intended to be developed. We wonder what percentage of open space our
subdivision would be left with after their proposals for “ deeding “away 8 small parceis of
property o interested homeowners and building 2 homes on newiy approved lots.

We were told at the special POA Board meeting 8/28 that the proposed lots were to be patio
lats, yet the potential acreage increase due to re-direction of the drainage easements on both
the proposed POA lots could turn them into estate lots, which also increases the sale ability.
To date no homeowner has seen or heard what the estimated financial expenses associated
with the POA’s planned actions would be. This information, plus the heresay which tells us that
the proposed lots have already been set aside for, under contract for or sold to respective
buyers makes all uneasy should this POA request be approved.
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Wetland 1
0.004 Ac.

Wetland-]

=

0.1 Ac\ -+
e

§ 29 Ac (total)
| Ac (wetland)
Ac (uplandy

e

Wetland Delineation of

Pawleys Plantation
Phase 2 - Lots 48A & 53A

Georgetown County, South Caralina
portions of TMS# 04-0418-014-00-00

Notes
1. Potential wetland/non-wetland areas depicted here on have not

been verified by the US Army Corps of Engineers. Areas depicted
as wetlands were identified using the 1987 Wetland Delineation
Manual in conjunction with the Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain
Region Supplement. Prior to any land disturbing activities, a final
jurisdictional determination should be cbtained from the US Army
Corps of Engineers.

2. Baundary information taken from Georgetown County GIS/Tax
Parcel information.

‘3. Onsite inspection was conducted on 2-24-17.

| Legend
- Line Legend

Boundary (surveyed)
Boundary (not surveyed)
Adjacent Boundary
Right of Way

Tributary

Non-Aguatic Feature
Dirt Read '
Bulkhead.

Haich Legend
Wetland

Waters

Critical Area/Section 10

Symbol Legend
Data Point

Photo Point
Property Corner

Prepared For Pawleys Plantation POA
Job# 01742-17010
Date 2-22-17

Graphic Scale :
SCALE IN FEET
100’ 0

CON\PANY

| wetland consulting - forest mana ent-land surveying

{ P.O. Box 1532 - Conway, SC 29528 - p(843) 248-9388 f(843) 248-9596
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Planning Commission will consider a request from Pawleys Plantation Property
Owners Association to amend the Pawleys Plantation Planned Development to add an additional
two single family lots to the PD. The PD is located east of Ocean Hwy approximately 557 feet
south of Hagley Drive in Pawleys Island. TMS# 04-0418-014-00-00. Case Number AMPD 6-
17-18572.

The Planning Commission will be reviewing this requést on Thursday, August 17, 2017
at 5:30 p.m. in the Georgetown County Council Chambers entering at 129 Screven Street
in Georgetown, South Carolina.

If you wish to make public comments on this request, you are invited to attend this

meeting. If you cannot attend and wish to comment please submit written comment to:

Georgetown County Planning Commission
PO Drawer 421270
Georgetown, South Carolina 29442
Telephone (843) 545-3158
Fax (843) 545-3299

E-mail: tcoleman@gtcounty.org



Tiffany Coleman

From: Brendz Logan <Brenda@Logan.com>
Sent: Monday, September 18, 2017 9:17 PM
To: Tiffany Coleman

Subject: Planning Commission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

TMS 04-0415-014-00-00
Case AMPD 6-17-18572

The proposed "added" lots 48A and 53A in Pawleys Plantation are WETLANDS. They should NEVER be developed in any
way. Please deny this petition and help preserve the small amount of wetlands remaining here. This petition is a
frivolous, fraudulent, unnecessary and destructive idea. [ strongly protest.

Brenda Logan

62 Turtie Creek Drive

Pawleys Island, SC 29585

Sent from iPhone 65 Plus



Statements for the Planning Council Meeting 9/21/17

If the Planning Board allows the Pawley’s Plantation POA to add 2 buildable lots to the PUD, a number
of concerned homeowners believe it will affect some individual homeowners through their actions
because of the changes they plan for the 2 lots. They have proposed to change these 2 lots from “open
space” into sellable real estate. In order for them to accomplish this we feel these proposed changes,
especially those surrounding the present functional drainage of these properties, will most certainly
impact the value of the neighboring homeowner’s property. To date, many of the interested
homeowners have been unsuccessful in having their concerns and questions answered. Listed below are
our outstanding issues pertaining to their proposal:

1. The Green wing Teal Lane homeowners have heard that the POA is going to re-direct the

functional drainage easement next to Lot 49D.We believe this is being done to increase the
acreage and sale ability of the proposed lot, and at the same time, very well may de-value the
neighboring lot.
Redirecting or relocating the swale on the parcel between lots 48D and 49D is not feasible. The
plan is to install catch basins on either side of the street and drain storm water to an adjacent
pond across from the proposed lot. There location of the catch basins will have no impact on
the value of the neighboring lots.

2. We have heard that the POA is going to re-direct the functional drainage easement next to lot

54D “hecause the drainage easement goes through the center of the proposed lot. “ We believe
this is being done to increase the acreage and sale ability of the lot and at the same time, may
very well de-value the neighboring lot.
Pending a survey, we anticipate creating a 15-foot drainage easement incorporating the existing
swale. There may be a need to do some minor work to straighten it for appearance and so that
it can more easily be maintained. Again, there will be no devaluation of the property values of
the adjacent lots.

3. We have heard that the POA may convert the open drainage swale at the upper end of the

street to an in- ground drainage easement with a catch basin. We have reviewed our covenants
and restrictions of our community and find that no planting or material can be done which may
change the direction of the flow of water and can only be done if necessary to maintain
reasonable standards of health, safety and appearance. Additionally one wonders why you
would change what is presently working.
The swale in question is the swale discussed in Paragraph 1. The Covenants and Restrictions
reference is to an Article in that document that prohibits home owners from interfering with
storm water drainage in a drainage easement along their property line. It does not preclude the
POA eliminating a swale and replacing it with an alternative drainage system. Also, there is no
easement associated with this swale.



4. The original property report which we signed at the time of purchase and issued by the

developer of the subdivision in 1988 stated “7.4 % of the subdivision will remain as natural
space or developed parkland”. We were told that the “open spaces” on Green Wing Teal Lane
was never intended to be developed. We wonder what percentage of open space our
subdivision would be left with after their proposals for “ deeding “away 8 small parcels of
property to interested homeowners and building 2 homes on newly approved lots.
According the engineering company that performed the last survey of Pawleys Plantation, there
are more than 62 acres of open space in the community; of that 27 acres belong to the POA.
These numbers were reported to County Planning. The acreage of the two parcels is 0.54 acres,
less than one percent of the total. The POA Board has no knowledge of the referenced 1988
property report.

The other eight parcels, 0.4 acres total, are 15-ft wide strips between individual lots which the
POA wishes to deed to an adjacent lot owner(s). Planning has determined that deeding these
spaces will constitute minor revisions to the PD.

5. We were told at the special POA Board meeting 8/28 that the proposed lots were to be patio
lots, yet the potential acreage increase due to re-direction of the drainage easements on both
the proposed POA lots could turn them into estate lots, which also increases the sale ability.
The application submitted to County Planning states that these are to be Patio lots. The parcels
are 0.25 and 0.29 acres, both too small for an Estate lot.

6. To date no homeowner has seen or heard what the estimated financial expenses associated

with the POA’s planned actions would be. This information, plus the heresay which tells us that
the proposed lots have already been set aside for, under contract for or sold to respective
buyers makes all uneasy should this POA request be approved.
Rough estimates of the associated expenses have been made but until the County has ruled on
our application the Board is reluctant to expend funds on consultant fees to explore and price
options. Once this done, expenditures approved by the Board will be recorded in the minutes of
the meeting at which they were approved, as have all expenditures to-date.

Owners of adjacent lots have suggested they may wish to buy all of a portion of the potential lot
adjacent to their property. Otherwise, there have no offers to sell, no offers to purchase, and
there are no agreements or contracts.




Ms. Jenifer K. Lachicotte
10555 Ocean Highway, Suite C
Pawleys Island, South Carolina 29585

October 18, 2017

Mr. Steve Goggans
P. O. Box 1859
Pawleys Island, SC 29585

Dear Mr. Goggans,

[ appreciate your time and attention regarding Pawleys Plantation Property Owners
Association’s plan (PP POA) to rezone a currently designated "green/open space.”
I purchased Lot #48 on Green Wing Teal in November 2016 to build my forever
home. The green/open space to the north was a major consideration for purchasing
this 1/5 of an acre. This space was to be the perfect backdrop for my modest low
country home with a sleeping porch. I was assured during the real estate
transaction that the golf course owned the adjoining lot as green/open space.

To verify this information I did a county tax record search.

To date, "gPublic.net" for Georgetown County Tax Record Search

lists the owner of these green/open/wetland spaces as Founders National Golf
LLC. There is no online documentation that these 2 proposed lots were ever
deeded to PP POA.

As a property owner in a Plan Development, | am committed to supporting

the Covenants and Restrictions set forth by the board. In August 2017, the board
sent out a proxy to the homeowners to change the rules allowing them to sell the 2
proposed lots. The residents, whose assessments were significantly increased after
Hurricane Matthew, approved this proxy. The POA has been asked on several
occasions to provide receipts for maintenance as well as a drainage proposal for
these two lots. No documentation has ever been provided to the homeowners.

These residents are unaware of a more personal picture and financial struggle. |
have invested time with architects, attorneys, and county council meetings. [ have
spent monies on blueprints which I will have to alter if rezoning is permitted. I am
currently paying for a storage unit along with $20,000 for my current rental home,
which could be applied towards my mortgage payments.



Throughout these proceedings, you will hear about drainage issues and how these
two lots will challenge an already compromised drainage system. While this is
true, the major issue is a promise broken by the POA. This amended promise has
caused an undue financial and emotional hardship.

[ have attached an editorial by Charles Swenson with the Coastal Observer with
which I wholeheartedly agree. '

You may contact me at [lachicotte(@gmail.com or 843-240-9060.
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October 3, 2017

vear "I, Mewv<o %”ﬁﬁw

Thanks for taking the time to read my letter. | had some things for you to think about and didn’t want to
take floor time at the meeting. This is in regards to our POA at Pawley’s Plantation asking your group for
approval to amend the PUD to add an additional 2 single family lots to the PD.

We hought our property in 1988. The lot offered us privacy and a lovely view of the golf hole #3 across
the lake. The property adjacent to my lot was “wetlands/open space” never to be built on, as stated by a
Pawley’s Plantation representative at the time of our purchase. We liked it here so much we bought the
lot to the right of our home.

Since then over the 20 years or more we have lived here, the Plantation has been sold twice, once to
Myrtle Beach National and then to the Founders Group ( Chinese investors). The POA acquired for a
small fee 15 “open spaces” from which 8 “open spaces” (15 feet each) were to be deeded to the
adjacent home or lot owner for no fee, and 2 “open spaces” were to be converted into buildable lots.
Both these lots are on the street where we reside. The “open space” next to my property not only
became NOT wetlands nor “open space” but a buildable lot. We felt strongly, that if this lot was built on,
it would have effect on our ongoing drainage issues due to the loss of the undeveloped land and tree
absorption of storm rains. | hope you can see that a small thing to some folks could very well be a major
loss in property value to my family.

| could go on about my three sons and grandkids raised here, learning golf here and counseling them at
the “Noble House” during porch time with dad/granddad. Under the circumstances I’'m not sure they
would want to deal with it when my wife and | are gone, and at 85 I’'m not happy about starting over.

Additionally, | understand you are being asked to “redo the PUD" as noted in the planning meeting by
one of the members .It has also been noted that redoing a PUD after being unchanged for over two
decades could have unintentional consequences without a vetting, Recently it was quoted to usin a
POA letter “it would be a major change to our planned development”.

In 1988, when we signed our contract, we read that 7.4 % of the land was set aside as “open space” as
desired by the developer. | now can’t help but wonder what the percentage of “open space” would be
after the POA gets rid of the eight “open spaces” and converts the other two “open spaces” to patio size
buildable lots, each one with adjacent important drainage easements at one side of the respective
property line. Would then our “open spaces” be purely what is presently developed “open space”
(tennis courts, swimming pools, future dog park, golf course), and sadly now, very little natural “open
space”?

I can only hape in your good conscience you will not allow this to happen.

Paul Noble ’71/[4/“7
(oo Nedlo



Lady and Gentlemen,

| am here representing the Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association soliciting
your approval of Ordinance No. 2017-23 a request to change the land use designation
of two parcels on Green Wing Teal Lane in Pawleys Plantation from Open Space to
single family housing.

| would like to add some comments to Paragraph 3 and Paragraph 12 of the Points to
Consider section of the Agenda Request Form.

Paragraph 3 states in part that the POA wishes to provide additional income to be used
for maintenance elsewhere on the property. In October last year, Hurricane Matthew
left us with a $200,000 storm clean-up bill. Because we are a gated community, we got
no help from FEMA. The money for this came from the Association's Reserve Account,
depleting the account by some 30 percent. As a result, the dues assessment for each
property owner was increased this year to rebuild the reserves over the next five to
seven years 10 a level recommended by a reserve study conducted in 2006. The
estimated net proceeds from the sale of these two lots would replace some 60 to 70
percent of this cost and relieve the 631 property owners of the majority of the dues
increase or at least allow it to be removed earlier. As stated in Paragraph 9, in a special
meeting of the POA membership held on August 28 of this year, 80 percent of the
quorum voted in favor of allowing the sale of these parcels.

Paragraph 12 alludes to comments by four homeowner's concerns about potential
impact on existing drainage problems and the minutes of the Planning Commission
Meeting reflect that those concerns influenced the decision to deny the request. In the
attachments there is a statement from Engineering and Technical Services stating that
the only impact on the current drainage in Pawleys Plantation result from impervious
surface associated with two additional home sites. To put this in perspective, there are
currently more than three miles of roadway and the impervious surface of 150
developed home sites, with 18 more to be developed, contribute storm water drainage
to more than 11 acres of pond. The impervious surface is currently estimated to be
more 600,000 square feet. The addition of ftwo home sites with an estimated maximum
combined 8,000 square feet of impervious surface will have insignificant impact on the
existing storm water drainage.

In regard to the legal issues noted in the meeting minutes, Georgetown County
Planning has already stated that the requested revision to the PD meets all legal
requirements.




NATE FATA, P.A.
ATTORNEY AT LAW

P.O. Box 16620
TuHE COURTYARD, SUITE 215
SurrsiDE BeacH, SoutH CaroLiNA 29587
TeLEPHONE (843) 238-2676
TELECOPER (843) 238-0240
NFATA@FATALAW.COM

VIA EMAIL
December 12, 2017

Holly Richardson
Georgetown County Planning
P.O. Drawer 421270
Georgetown, SC 29442
hrichardson@gtcounty.org

Re:  Paul & Joan Noble, 181 Green Wing Teal, Pawleys Island, SC 29585

Dear Ms. Richardson:

I represent Mr. and Mrs. Paul Noble (“Noble) who own a patio home in Pawleys Plantation.
They purchased their property next to “Open Space” No. 10 in 1988. They have resided in their
home since 1994. They object to any proposed modification of the Pawleys Plantation PUD that
would allow the Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association (“Association”) to increase
the density and create an improved lot from Common Area which was formerly designated as
“Open Space” No. 9 and No. 10 on various plats. Any such modification will violate the
controlling Covenants and Restrictions, and S.C. Code Ann. § 6-29-1145.

1. The proposed modification violates S.C. Code Ann. § 6-29-1145 and the Covenants.

A. The Application is incomplete and should be denied.

The applicant was to provide to the County a signed Deeds and Covenants Release Form
pursuant to South Carolina Code Ann. § 6-29-1145. 1did not see this executed form in the
information I received. From what I received, it appears the submitted application is/was
incomplete and does not comply with the statute.

B. Open Space No. 9 and 10 are subject to a perpetual easement.

Open Space No. 9 and 10 are subject to a perpetual easement. The Open Spaces have been part
of the Common Area since 2010 when the Association received title to the property. My client’s
easement rights in the Open Spaces vested in 2010. Noble has the perpetual easement over
Common Area such as this property. These easements rights cannot be extinguished by any



NATE FATA, P.A.
ATTORNEY AT LAW

Holly Richardson
December 12,2017
Page 2

PUD change or covenant changes. Please see the Covenants, Article V, which provides, in
pertinent part, “The portions of the Common Areas not used from time to time for roadway shall
be for the common use and enjoyment of the members of the Association, and each member
shall have a permanent and perpetual easement for pedestrian traffic across all such areas .. .”. 1
am attaching a copy of the cited pages from the 2010 Second Amended Covenants and the 2016
Third Amended Covenants. We do not believe the Covenants were properly amended in 2016
or 2017.

C. Any amendment to the Covenants requires approval by 67% of the total
membership.

Any purported August 2017 changes to the Covenants did not have the required votes. The
required vote is 67% of the total membership and not 67% of a majority/quorum of members
present at a meeting. The Covenants are clear: when mailing ballots it is the total membership
that must be counted to determine 67%. The attached Association email dated August 8, 2017
acknowledges ballots were mailed. Any ballot mailing to change the Covenants requires 67% of
the entire Membership. The Covenants Article XVIII, Section 2, provides, in pertinent part,
“This Second Amended Declaration may be amended by an instrument signed by the
representative of owners of not less than sixty-seven (67) percent of a quorum of the
Membership. In the case of a ballot by mail, a quorum shall constitute the full Membership
of the Association.” The language in the Third Amended Covenants is identical. Thus, a
quorum in this instance of mailing the ballot to change the Covenants is the entire Membership
and not a simple majority. The Association has not received 67% approval from the entire or
full Membership. The full Membership of the Association equals at least 656 votes and is
comprised as follows:

316 individual homes

42 villas in Masters Place

40 villas and condos in Pawleys Glen

28 villas and condos in Pawleys Glen II

104 condos in Weehawka Woods

28 villas in Wood Stork Landing

69 vacant lots (includes lots with homes under construction)

29 combined lots (lots that have been combined with another lot

3 miscellaneous properties (vacant properties at the main entrance)

As the total Membership is at least 656 lot owners, at least 440 owners were needed to authorize
any amendments to the Covenants. That did not occur. The proposed action to amend the
Covenants by the Association has not been authorized.



NATE FATA, P.A.
ATTORNEY AT LAW

Holly Richardson
December 12, 2017
Page 3

D. Patio Home Restrictions preclude a home site.

My clients have a patio home. Please see attached photos. The covenants for patio homes on
Green Wing Teal require that windows be on just one side of the home and not looking into the
windows of another patio home. It is impossible to construct a patio home on Open Space 10
without having windows either facing my clients’ side wall window’s or the side wall windows
on the home to the left (south) of Open Space No. 10. In other words, no home can be placed on
Open Space 10 with a side window wall. Any such construction will violate the applicable
Covenants, Article VIII, and my client’s reasonable expectation of privacy. I am enclosing a
copy of the patio home covenant sections for your review.

2. The proposed modification will exacerbate existing drainage issues.

The homes along Green Wing Teal Street already suffer from drainage issues. A large lake is in
back of my clients’ home and a pond is on the other side of Green Wing Teal, further up the
street. In part, Open Space 10 provides an outfall for the large pond directly behind it.
Increasing the impervious area of the Open Spaces with a home will only exacerbate the already
existing poor drainage conditions, causing damage to my clients and other homeowners.

3. The proposed modification is premature as no U.S. Army Corp wetlands
delineation approval has been received.

Although the Brigman wetland delineation is not authoritative, it does confirm the existence of
wetlands. Due to the wetlands on Open Space 9 and 10, no action should be taken by County
Council until it has been informed of the U.S. Army Corps’ position. It is likely the U.S. Army
Corps will differ significantly in its delineation of wetlands on the subject Open Spaces.

4. The proposed modification will unnecessarily increase density.

The existing density of this 30 year old neighborhood should not be changed. The assessment
for Hurricane Matthew cleanup has already occurred and selling unimproved lots will not
eliminate the assessment. Increasing density for this well-established community and decreasing
green space will create more drainage issues, destroy wetlands and destroy privacy safeguards
for this patio home street.

Since 1994, my clients have resided next to Open Space No. 10 with the reasonable expectation
that it would not be developed and that the density on their street would not be increased by

nearly 20%. The proposed change is an impermissible deviation from the PUD that should be
denied.
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I look forward to seeing County Council on Tuesday evening to further address my clients’
objections to this proposed change in the PUD.
With best regards, I remain

Very truly yours,
TH FATA, P.A.

te Fata
NF/sh
Attachments

cc: Theresa Floyd
Wesley Bryant, Esq.
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Homesite, a townhouse villa and a condominium shall be defined for purposes of this Second Amended Declaration to
have the same voting rightsas a Lot.

Section 9 —“Lot Improvements” shall mean the erection of or any addition to, deletion from, or modification
of any structure of any kind, including, but not limited to, any building, fence, wall, sign, paving, grading, parking and/or
building addition, pool, alteration, screen enclosure, drainage, satellite dish, antenna, electronic or other signaling device,
landscaping or landscaping device (including water feature, existing tree and planted tree) or object on a Lot.

Section 10 — “Member” shall mean and refer to every person or entity that holds membership in the
Association, as provided herein.

Section 11 — “Owner?” shall mean and refer to the record owner, whether one or more persons or entities, of the
fee simple title to any Lot which is a part of the Properties, including contract sellers, but excluding those having such
interests merely as security for the performance of an obligation.

Section 12 — “Patio Homesites” shall mean and refer to all those parcels or tracts of land subdivided into Lots
intended for construction of detached single-family patio houses. All Patio Homesites are so designated per the Planned
Use Development document on file with Georgetown County,South Carolina.

Section 13 - “Properties” shall mean and refer to the “Existing Property” described in Article II, Section 1
hereof, and any additions thereto as are or shall become subject to this Second Amended Declaration and brought within
the jurisdiction of the Association under the provisions of Article II and III of this Second Amended Declaration.

Section 14— “Setback” shall mean an area on a Lot defined by the property boundaries and the Setback Lines.

Section 15 — “Setback Line” shall mean a line on a Lot adjacent to, or concentric with, a property boundary
defining the minimum distance between any Structure to be erected or atered and the adjacent property boundary.

Section 16 — “Special Assessment” shall mean and refer to assessments levied in accordance with Article IX,
Section 3 of this Second Amended Declaration.

Section 17— “Structure” shall mean any permanent construction including hardscape feature requiring a
foundation, posts, piers, or other independent supports. Driveways, walkways, and patios placed on or below finished
grade are not Structures.

Section 18 - “Subsequent Amendment” shall mean an amendment to this Second Amended Declaration which
may add property to this Second Amended Declaration and makes it subject to the Declaration. Such Subsequent
Amendmentmay, but is not required to, impose, expressly or by reference, additional restrictions and obligations on the
land submitted by that Subsequent Amendment to the provisions of theSecond Amended Declaration.

Section 19 — “Voting Member” shall mean and refer to all Members who have met current financial
obligations to the Association. Each Voting Member shall cast one (1) vote for each Lot it represents, unless otherwise
specified in the Amended By-Laws or this Second Amended Declaration. With respect to election of Directors to the
Board of Directors of the Association, each Voting Member shall be entitled to cast one (1) equal vote for each
directorship to be filled, as more particularly described in the Amended By-Laws.

ARTICLE II

Property Subject to this Second Amended Declaration and Within the
Jurisdiction of the Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association, Inc.

Section 1 ~ Existing Property. The real property which is and shall be held, transferred, sold, conveyed and

occupied subject to this Second Amended Declaration, and within the jurisdiction of the Association is located in
Georgetown County, South Carolina, and is described in the attached Exhibit “A”.
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not absolutely prohibit the construction of docks and decks over the wetlands of Pawleys Plantation. All dock permits
must first receive approval from the ARB prior to any required submission to the Army Corps of Engineers or SC DHEC
Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management or other applicable government agencies. However, in order to
avoid an unsightly proliferation of docks along the banks of the small tidal creek and along the banks of lakes or ponds
within the Properties, the general rule is established that Owners of Lots fronting on those water bodies may not erect
docks within the Properties without permission for such construction being obtained from the ARB, which approval may
be denied in its sole discretion, unless the Owner obtained specific written permission to construct such dock or deck at
the initial time of the purchase of the property from the Developer. No docks are permitted on internal lakes, ponds or
lagoons. If permission for such construction is granted, any such grant shall be conditioned upon compliance with the
following requirements:

(a) Complete plans and specifications including site, materials, color and finish must be submitted to
the ARB in writing;

(b) Written approval of the ARB to such plans and specifications must be secured, the ARB reserving
the right in its uncontrolled discretion to disapprove such plans and specifications on any grounds, including purely
aesthetic reasons; and

(c) Written approval of any local, state or federal governmental departments or agencies which have
jurisdiction over construction in or near marshlands or wetlands must be secured.

Any alterations of the plans and specification or of the completed structure must also be submitted to the ARB in
writing and the ARB’s approval in writing must be similarly secured prior to construction, the ARB reserving the same
rights to disapprove alterations as it retains for disapproving the original structures.

Section 3 — Maintenance of Dock and/or Deck. All Owners who obtain permission and construct docks
and/or decks must maintain said structures in good repair and keep the same safe, clean and orderly in appearance at all
times, and further agree to paint or otherwise treat with preservatives all wood or metal located above the high water
mark, exclusive of pilings, and to maintain such paint or preservative in an attractive manner. The ARB shall be the
judge as to whether the docks and/or decks are safe, clean, orderly in appearance and properly painted or preserved in
accordance with reasonable standards. Where the ARB notifies a particular Owner in writing that said dock and/or deck
fails to meet acceptable standards, the Owner shall thereupon remedy such condition with thirty (30) days to the
satisfaction of the Association. If the Owner fails to remedy such condition in a timely manner, the Owner hereby
covenants and agrees that the Association, upon the recommendation of the ARB, may make the necessary repairs to the
dock and/or deck; however the Association, is not obligated to make such repairs or take such actions as will bring the
dock and/or deck up to acceptable standards. All such repairs and actions te shall be at the expense, solely, of the Owner
in question.

ARTICLE VIII
Special Restrictions Affecting Patio Homesites

Section 1 — Maximum Permissible Lot Area of Dwelling. The first floor enclosed area of residences
constructed on Patio Homesites may not exceed forty (40) percent of the entire area of the lot.

Section 2 — Blank (Blind) Wall Requirements. Residences constructed on Patio Lots must be constructed
with a blank or “blind” wall on one side of the home. The location of the blank wall will be determined by the ARB.
The wall shall be constructed so as to prevent any view or overview of theadjacent Lot from inside the residence.

Section 3 — Privacy Screens. Porches, patios and/or decks associated with Patio Homes must be screened to
prevent any view from such porch, patio or deck of the Lot adjacent to the blank wall side of the residence. Patio Homes
constructed adjacent to cul-de-sacs and those constructed on cul-de-sacs may require additional screening along the
boundary lines opposite the blank wall and/or the rear property line to prevent the view of porches, patios or decks of
adjacent properties. Screening requirements for each Lot Improvement will be determined by the ARB.
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Section 4 — Easement for Adjacent Blank Wall. There shall be reserved a seven (7) foot easement along the
boundary line of each Lot, opposite the boundary line along which the blank wall is constructed, for the construction,
maintenance, and/or repair of the blank wall on the adjoining Lot. The use of said easement area by the adjoining Lot
Owner shall not exceed a reasonable period of time during construction, nor shall it exceed a period of thirty (30) days
each year for essential maintenance. Any shrubbery or planting in the easement area that is removed or damaged by the
adjoining Lot Owner during the construction, maintenance, or repair of his home shall be replaced or repaired at the
expense of said adjoining Lot Owner causing the damage.

ARTICLE IX
Covenant for Maintenance Assessments

Section 1 — Creation of the Lien and Personal Obligation of Assessments. The Association hereby
covenants and each Owner of any Lot by acceptance of a deed therefor, whether or not it shall be so expressed in such
deed, is deemed to covenant and agree to pay to the Association: (1) annual assessment or charges, (2) special
assessments for capital improvements, such assessments to be established and collected as hereinafter provided, and (3)
fines imposed upon offenders for the violations of the rules and regulations of the Association.

Section 2 —Purposes of Assessments. The assessments levied by the Association shall be used to promote the
comfort and livability of the residents of the Properties and for the acquisition, improvement and maintenance of
Properties, services and facilities devoted to these purposes and related to the use and enjoyment of the Common Areas,
including, but not limited to, the cost of repair, replacement and additions to the Common Areas; the cost of labor,
equipment, materials, managementand supervision thereof; the payment of taxes assessed against the Common Areas; the
procurement and maintenance of insurance; the employment of attorneys to represent the Association when necessary;
and such other needs as may arise. The Owner shall maintain the structures and grounds on each Lot at all times in a neat
and attractive manner. Upon the Owner’s failure to do so, the Association may at its option after giving the Owner ten
(10) days’ written notice sent to his last known address, or to the address of the subject premises, have the grass, weeds,
shrubs and vegetation cut when and as often as the same is necessary in its judgment, and have dead trees, shrubs and
plants removed from such Lot, and replaced, and may have any portion of the Lot re-sodded or landscaped, and all
expenses of the Association for such work and material shall be a lien and charge against the Lot on which the work was
done and the personal obligation of the then Owner of such Lot. Upon appearance, the Association may, at its option,
after giving the Owner thirty (30) days’ written notice sent to his last known address, make repairs and improve the
appearance in a reasonable and workmanlike manner. The cost of any of the work performed by the Association upon the
Owner's failure to do so shall be immediately due and owing from the Owner of the Lot and shall constitute an
assessment against the Lot on which the work was performed, collectible in a lump sum and secured by a lien against the
Lot as herein provided.

Section 3 — Capital Im provements. Funds necessary for capital improvements and other designated purposes
relating to the Common Areas under the ownership of the Association may be levied by the Association as special
assessments upon the approval of a majority of the Board of Directors of the Association and upon approval by the
Voting Members representing two-thirds of the Members of the Association voting at a meeting or by ballot as may be
provided in the Amended By-Laws of the Association. The Board may levy a special assessment of no more than Five
Thousand and No/100 ($5,000.00) Dollars in full from the Membership or Five (5) percent of the annual budget,
whichever is greater, without the approval of the Membership.

Section 4 — Capital Contribution. When Lot ownership transfers, the new Owner shall be assessed at closing
an amount equal to one-sixth (1/6) of the Annual Assessment budgeted for that Lot and shall be designated as a Capital
Contribution.

Section 5 — Annual Assessments. The Annual Assessments provided for in this Article IX commenced on the
first day of January 1988, and have commenced on theclosing of each Lot, whichever is later.

The Annual Assessments shall be payable in monthly installments, or in annual or quarterly installments if so
determined by the Board of Directors of the Association. Each Lot shall be assessed an equal Annual Asessment.
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Section 2 — Amendment. The Covenants and Restrictions of this Second Amended Declaration shall run with
and bind the land from the date this Second Amended Declaration is recorded. This Second Amended Declaration may
be amended by an instrument signed by the representative of Owners of not less than sixty-seven (67) percent of a
quorum of the Membership. In the case of a ballot by mail, a quorum shall constitute the full membership of the
Association. Any amendment must be properly recorded. In the event that any amendment to this Second Amended
Declaration changes the rights and/ or obligations of the Golf Course Owner or the Developer hereunder then the Golf
Course Owner and/or Developer or their assigns must sign the amendmentin order to evidence its approval and consent
to the change(s).

Section 3 — Litigation. No judicial or administrative proceeding shall be commenced or prosecuted by the
Association unless approved by a vote of sixty-seven (67) percent of the voting membership duly noticed and a majority
of the Board of Directors. In the case of such a vote, and notwithstanding anything contained in this Second Amended
Declaration or the Article of Incorporation or Amended By-Laws of the Association to the contrary, a Board member
shall not vote in favor of bringing or persecuting any such proceeding unless authorized to do so by a vote of sixty-seven
(67) percent of all members of the Neighborhood represented by the Board member. This Section shall not apply,
however, to (a) actions brought by the Association to enforce the provisions of this Second Amended Declaration
(including, without limitation, the foreclosure of liens), (b) the imposition and collection of personal assessments, (c)
proceedings involving challenges to ad-valorem taxation, or (d) counterclaims brought by the Association in proceedings
instituted against it. This Section shall not be amended unless such amendment is made by the Association or is approved
by the percentage votes, and pursuant to the same procedures, necessary to institute proceedings as rovided above.

Section 4 — Liability Generally. The Association shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the officers of the
Association, the members of each of its committees, including but not limited to the ARB, from all costs, expenses and
liabilities, including attorneys® fees, of all nature resulting by virtue of the acts of the Association or any of its committees
or its members while acting on behalf of the Associationand any of its committees, which acts are within the scope of
their authority as members of the Association and any of its committees.

ARTICLE XIX
Amendment of Second Amended Declaration Without Approval of Owners

The Association or Developer, without the consent or approval of other Owners, shall have the right to amend
this Second Amended Declaration to conform to the requirements of any law or governmental agency having legal
jurisdiction over the Properties or to qualify the Properties or any Lots and improvements thereon for mortgage or
improvement loans made by, guaranteed by, sponsored by or insured by a governmental or quasi-governmental agency or
to comply with the requirements of law or regulations of any corporation or agency belonging to, sponsored by or under
the substantial control of, the United States Government or the State of South Carolina, regarding purchase or sale in such
Lots and improvements, or mortgage interests therein, as well as any other law or regulation relating to the control of the
Properties, including, without limitation, ecological controls, construction standards, aesthetics and matters affecting the
public health, safety and general welfare. A letter from an official of any such corporation or agency, including, without
limitation, the Veterans Administration (VA), U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), the Federal
Home Loan Mortgagee Corporation, Government National Mortgage Corporation, or the Federal National Mortgage
Association, requiring an amendment, shall be sufficient evidence of the approval of such amendment of VA, HUD
and/or such corporation or agency and permitthe Association to amend in accord with such letter.

No amendment made pursuant to this Section shall be effective until duly recorded in the Office of the Register
of Deeds for Georgetown County.
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THIS AGREEMENT IS SUBJECT TO ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO THE UNIFORM ARBITRATION

ACT, SECTION 15-48-10, ET SEQ., CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA 1976, AS AMENDED.
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ARTICLE ]
Definitions

The following words and terms when used in this Third Amended Declaration, any further amended Declaration,
or any further amendments or supplements thereto (unless the usage therein shall clearly indicate otherwise) shall have
the following meanings:

Section 1 —*“Annual Assessments” or “Assessments” shall mean an equal assessment established by the Board
of Directors of the Association for common expenses as provided for herein or by a subsequent amendment that shall be

used for the purpose of promoting the recreation, common benefit and enjoyment of the Owners and occupants of all
Lots.

Section 2 — “Architectural Review Board” or “ARB™ shall mean and refer to that permanent committee of
the Association that was created for the purposes of establishing, approving and enforcing criteria for the construction or
modification of any building within the Properties, including, but not limited to Lot Improvements.

Section 3 — “Association” shall mean and refer to Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association, Inc., a
South Carolina non-profit corporation, its successors and assigns.

Section 4 —“Common Area” or “Common Areas” shall mean all the real property owned by the Association
for the common use and enjoyment of the Owners. The Common Arca presently owned by the Association is that real
property that was conveyed to the Association by Quit Claim Deed and Agreement Between Pawleys Plantation
Development Company and Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association, Inc. (hereinafier “the First Quit Claim
Deed™) dated July 11, 1996. and duly filed in the Georgetown County Clerk of Court’s Office on August 12, 1996, at
Deed Book 715, Pages 103-120, and that real property that was conveyed to the Association by Pawleys Plantation, LLC
(hereinafter "the Second Quit Claim Deed"), dated December 13,2010, and duly filed in the Georgetown County Clerk of
Court's Office on December 30, 2010, at Deed Book 1609, Page 279, and that real property that was conveyed to the
Association by Pawleys Plantation, LLC (hereinafter "the Third Quit Claim Deed"), dated August 3, 2012, and duly filed
in the Geargetown County Clerk of Court's Office on August 29, 2012, at Deed Book 1965, Page 249 that is included
within the property described in the attached Exhibit "A.” The terms “Common Area” or “Common Arcas” shall also

mean any additional real property hereafter acquired by the Association for the common use and enjoyment of the
Owners.

Further, the recording of and reference to the Quit Claim Deed shall not in and of itself be construed as creating
any dedications, rights or easements (negative, reciprocal or otherwise), all such dedications, rights and/or easements
being made only specifically by this Third Amended Declaration, any amendment or supplement hereto or any deed of
conveyance from the Association, its successors or assigns.

Section § -- "Developed Lot" shall mean and refer to a separately subdivided piece of land upon which
improvements for residential dwelling purposes and any improvements related thereto are located.

Section 6 — “Developer™ shall mean and refer to the original Developer of Pawleys Plantation, Pawleys

Plantation Development Company, and to its successor in interest, Pawleys Plantation, LLC, and its successors and
assigns.

Section 7 — “Full-Home Homesites” shall mean and refer to all those parcels or tracts of land subdivided into
Lots that are intended for the construction of detached singie-family, estate-size houses. All Full Home Homesites are
designated per the Planned Use Development document on file with Georgetown County, South Carolina, as “estate”
Lots.

Section 8 — “Limited Common Areas” shall mean any areas so designated either in this document or any
subsequent document and shall mean and refer to certain portions of the Properties that are for the exclusive use and
benefit of one or more, but less than all, of the Owners, and shall be available for use by other Associations, which may
be established for the maintenance and regulation of developments within the Properties.
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Section 9 — “Lot” shall mean and refer to any plot of land, with delineated boundary lines appearing on any
recorded subdivision map of the Properties with the exception of any Common Area shown on a recorded map and any
townhouse villa and condominium located within the Properties. Inthe event any Lot is increased or decreased in size by
the annexation of any portion of an adjoining and abutting Lot or decreased in size by re-subdivision thereofta retumtoa
previously annexed whole Lot to the status of a separate Lot, the same shall nevertheless be and remain a Lot for the
purposes of this Third Amended Declaration. This definition shall not imply, however, that a Lot may be subdivided if
prohibited elsewhere in this Third Amended Declaration. Except for the combining or uncombining of land Lots as
defined in Article X1, Section 1, a Full-Home Homesite, a Patio Homesite, a townhouse villa and a condominium shall be
defined for purposes of this Third Amended Declaration to have the same voting rights as a Lot.

Section 10 — “Lot Improvements” shail mean the erection of or any addition to, deletion from, or modification
of any structure of any kind, including, but not limited to, any building, fence, wall, sign, paving, grading, parking and/or
building addition, pool, alteration, screen enclosure, drainage, satellite dish, antenna, electronic or other signaling device,
landscaping or landscaping device (including water feature, existing tree and planted trec) or object on a Lot.

Section 11 — “Member” shall mean and refer to every person or entity that holds membership in the
Association, as provided herein.

Section 12 —“Owner” shall mean and refer to the record owner, whether one or more persons or entities, of the
fee simple title to any Lot that is a part of the Properties, including contract sellers, but excluding those having such
interests merely as security for the performance of an obligation.

Section 13 — “Patio Homesites” shall mean and refer to all those parcels or tracts of land subdivided into Lots
intended for construction of detached single-family patio houses. All Patio Homesites are so designated per the Planned
Use Development document on file with Georgetown County, South Carolina.

Section 14 — “Properties” shall mean and refer to the “Existing Property” described in Article I1, Section 1
hereof, and any additions thereto as are or shall become subject to this Third Amended Declaration and brought within
the jurisdiction of the Association under the provisions of Articles I1 and II1 of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 15— “Setback” shall mean an area on a Lot defined by the property boundaries and the Setback Lines.

Section 16 — “Setback Line™ shall mean a line on a Lot adjacent to, or concentric with, a property boundary
defining the minimum distance between any Structure to be erected or altered and the adjacent property boundary.

Section 17 — “Special Assessment” shall mean and refer to assessments levied in accordance with Article IX,
Section 3 of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 18 — “Structure” shall mean any permanent construction including hardscape feature requiring a

foundation, posts, picrs, or other independent supports. Driveways, walkways, and patios placed on or below finished
grade are not Structures.

Section 19 - “Subsequent Amendment™ shall mean an amendment to this Third Amended Declaration that
may add property to this Third Amended Declaration and makes it subject to the Declaration. Such Subsequent
Amendment may, but is not required to, impose, expressly or by reference, additional restrictions and obligations on the
jand submitted by that Subsequent Amendment to the provisions of the Third Amended Declaration.

Section 20 - "Undeveloped Lot" shall mean any Lot upon which no improvements for residential dwelling
purposes and any improvements related thercto have been constructed whether or not such Lot has been combined witha
Developed Lot for Georgetown County tax purposes.

Section 21 — “Voting Member” shall mean and refer to all Members who have met current financial
obligations to the Association. Each Voting Member shall cast one (1) vote for each Lot it represents, unless otherwise
specified in the Amended By-Laws or this Third Amended Declaration. With respect to clection of Directors to the
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and across the roadways from time to time laid out in the Common Areas for usc in common with all other such
Members, their tenants, agents, and invitees. Such easements are granted subject to the rules and regulations
promulgated by the Board of Directors of the Association. If a Member, his or her tenant, agent. or invitee of such
Member repeatedly disregards rules and regulations, including, but not limited to, vehicular rules and regulations such as
posted speed limits and stop signs, or operates a vehicle in such manner as to endanger other motorists, cyclists,

pedestrians or pets, the Member may be subject to fine(s) in accordance with Article XVI, Section 3 of this Third
Amended Declaration.

Section 2 -- Violation of Parking Regulations in Common Areas. Where a Member, tenant, agent or invitee
of such Member disregards the parking regulations as defined in Article X1, Sections 12 and 24-26, that prevent another
Member, or that Member's tenant, agent or invitee from having reasonable access to such other Member's Lot, or cause
an unwarranted restriction to traffic flow, the Association may have the offending vehicle(s) towed from the Properties at
the offending Member's expense. The cost of taking such action by the Association shall be immediately due and owing
to the Association from the Member and shall constitute an Assessment against the Member's Lot and, if not paid
promptly may be secured by a lien against the property.

The portions of the Common Areas not used from time to time for roadways shall be for the common use and
enjoyment of the Members of the Association, and each Member shall have a permanent and perpetual easement for
pedestrian traffic across all such portions of such tracts as may be regulated by the Association. Such easement is granted
subject to all rules and regulations regarding use of such Common Areas as may be promulgated by the Board of
Directors of the Association, including but not limited to the collection of animal waste in accordance with Article XI,
Section 5 of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 3 - Easements Appurtenant. The easements provided in Section 1 of this Article shall be appurtenant
to and shall pass with the title to each Lot.

Section 4 — Public Easements. Fire, police, health and sanitation, and other public service personnel and
vehicles shall have a permanent and perpetual nonexclusive easement for ingress and egress over and across the Common
Areas for the performance of their respective public functions.

Section 5 — Developer's Easement. The Developer retains the right of ingress and egress over those roads and
streets within the Properties, whether existing or constructed in the future, that are necessary for access to any areas that
adjoin or are a part of the Properties, but that are not otherwise already developed, for purposes of construction, sales,
management, and development.

Section 6— Maintenance. The Association shall at all times maintain in good repair, and shall repair or replace
as often as necessary, the paving, street lighting fixtures, landscaping, and amenities (except utilities) situated on the
Common Arcas. All such Common Areas shall be maintained free of debris and obstacles, including, but not limited to,
overhanging brush, vines, tree limbs, playground equipment, and long-term (overnight or longer) parked vehicles. The
Board of Directors acting on a majority vote shall order all work to be done and shall pay for all expenses including all
electricity consumed by the street lighting located in the Common Areas and all other common expenses. All work
pursuant to this Section § and all expenses hereunder shall be paid for by such Association through assessments imposed
in accordance with Article IX. Excluded herefrom shall be paving and maintenance of individual Lot driveways that
shall be maintained by each Owner, and driveway and parking areas in the neighborhoods servicing the townhouse villa
or condominium developments that shall be maintained by the respective Home Owners Association. Nothing hercin
shall be construed as preventing the Association from delegating or transferring its maintenance obligations to a

governmental authority under such terms and conditions as the Board of Directors may deem in the best interest of the
Association.

Section 7 — Utility Easements. Use of the Common Areas for utility easemenits shall be in accordance with the
applicable provisions of Article XII of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 8 — Delegation of Use.
(a) Family. The right and easement of enjoyment granted to every Owner in Section 1 of this Article V
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appearance and beauty of Pawleys Plantation or is determined to be necessary to protect the shoreline from erosion.

These provisions expressly are not applicable to inland tracts of land designated as “wetlands™ by the United States Army
Corps of Engineers.

Section 2 ~ Conditions of Limited Dock Construction. The provisions of Section 1 of this Article VII shall
not absolutely prohibit the construction of docks and decks over the tidal wetlands of Pawleys Plantation. All dock
permits must first receive approval from the ARB prior to any required submission to the Army Corps of Engineers or SC
DHEC Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management or other applicable government agencies. However, in order
to avoid an unsightly proliferation of docks along the banks of the small tidal creek and along the banks of lakes or ponds
within the Properties, the general rule is established that Owners of Lots fronting on those water bodies may not erect
docks within the Properties without permission for such construction being obtained from the ARB, which approval may
be denied in its sole discretion, unless the Owner obtained specific written permission to construct such dock or deck at
the initial time of the purchase of the property from the Developer. No docks are permitted on internal lakes, ponds or
lagoons. If permission for such construction of docks and decks over the tidal wetlands is granted, any such grant shall
be conditioned upon compliance with the following requirements:

(a) Complete plans and specifications including site, materials, color and finish must be submitted 1o
the ARB in writing;

(b) Written approval of the ARB to such plans and specifications must be secured, the ARB reserving
the right in its uncontrolled discretion to disapprove such plans and specifications on any grounds, including purely
aesthetic reasons; and

(c) Written approval of any local, state or federal governmental departments or agencies that have
jurisdiction over construction in or near marshlands or wetlands must be secured.

Any alterations of the plans and specification or of the completed structure must also be submitted to the ARB in
writing and the ARB 's approval in writing must be similarly secured prior to construction. the ARB reserving the same
rights to disapprove alterations as it retains for disapproving the original structures.

Section 3 — Maintenance of Dock and/or Deck. All Owners who obtain permission and construct docks
and/or decks must maintain said structures in good repair and keep the same safe, clean and orderly in appearance at all
times, and further agree to paint or otherwise treat with preservatives all wood or metal located above the high water
mark, exclusive of pilings, and to maintain such paint or preservative in an attractive manner. The ARB shall be the
judge as to whether the docks and/or decks are safe, clean, orderly in appearance and properly painted or preserved in
accordarice with reasonable standards. Where the ARB notifies a particular Owner in writing that said dock and/or deck
fails to meet acceptable standards, the Owner shall thereupon remedy such condition with thirty (30) days to the
satisfaction of the Association. If the Owner fails to remedy such condition in a timely manner, the Owner hereby
covenants and agrees that the Association, upon the recommendation of the ARB, may make the necessary repairs to the
dock and/or deck; however the Association, is not obligated to make such repairs or take such actions as will bring the

dock and/or deck up to acceptable standards. All such repairs and actions te shall be at the expense, solely, ofthe Owner
in question.

ARTICLE VIII
Special Restrictions Affecting Patio Homesites

Section 1 — Maximum Permissible Lot Area of Dwelling. The first floor enclosed area of residences
constructed on Patio Homesites may not exceed forty (40) percent of the entire area of the lot.

Section 2 — Blank (Blind) Wall Requirements. Residences constructed on Patio Lots must be constructed
with a blank or “blind” wall on one side of the home. The location of the blank wall will be determined by the ARB.

The wall shall be constructed so as to prevent any view or overview of the adjacent Lot from inside the residence.

Section 3 — Privacy Screens. Porches, patios and/or decks associated with Patio Homes must be screened to

11
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prevent any view from such porch, patio or deck of the Lot adjacent to the blank wall side of the residence. Patio Homes
constructed adjacent to cul-de-sacs and those constructed on cul-de-sacs may require additional screening along the
boundary lines opposite the blank wall and/or the rear property line to prevent the view of porches, patios or decks of
adjacent properties. Screening requirements for each Lot Improvement will be determined by the ARB.

Section 4 — Easement for Adjacent Blank Wall. There shall be reserved a seven (7) foot easement along the
boundary line of each Lot, opposite the boundary line along which the blank wall is constructed, for the construction,
maintenance, and/or repair of the blank wall on the adjoining Lot. The use of said easement area by the adjoining Lot
Owner shall not exceed a reasonable period of time during construction, nor shall it exceed a period of thirty (30) days
each year for essential maintenance. Any shrubbery or planting in the easement area that is removed or damaged by the
adjoining Lot Owner during the construction, maintenance, or repair of his home shall be replaced or repaired at the
expense of said adjoining Lot Owner causing the damage.

ARTICLE IX
Covenant for Maintenance Assessments

Section 1 — Creation of the Lien and Personal Obligation of Assessments. The Association hereby
covenants and each Owner of any Lot by acceptance of a deed therefor, whether or not it shall be so expressed in such
deed, is deemed to covenant and agree to pay to the Association: (1) annual assessment or charges, (2) special
assessments for capital improvements, such assessments to be established and collected as hereinafter provided, and (3)
fines imposed upon offenders for the violations of the rules and regulations of the Association.

Section 2 - Purposes of Assessments. The assessments levied by the Association shall be used to promote the
comfort and livability of the residents of the Properties and for the acquisition, improvement and maintenance of
Properties, services and facilities devoted to these purposes and related to the use and enjoyment of the Common Areas,
including, but not limited to, the cost of repair, replacement and additions to the Common Areas; the cost of labor,
equipment, materials, management and supervision thereof; the payment of taxes assessed against the Common Areas; the
procurement and maintenance of insurance; the employment of attorneys to represent the Association when necessary;
and such other needs as may arise. The Owner shall maintain the structures and grounds on each Developed Lot at ail
times in a neat and attractive manner. Upon the Owner's failure to do so. the Assaciation may at its option after giving
the Owner at least ten (10) days® written notice sent to his last known address, or to the address of the subject premises.
have the grass, weeds, shrubs and vegetation cut when and as often as the same is necessary in its judgment, and have
dead trees, shrubs and plants removed from such Developed Lot, and replaced, and may have any portion of the Lot re-
sodded or landscaped, and all expenses of the Association for such work and material shall be a lien and charge against
the Lot on which the work was done and the personal obligation of the then Owner of such Developed Lot. Upon
appearance, the Association may, at its option, after giving the Owner at least thirty (30) days' written notice sent to his
last known address, make repairs and improve the appearance in a reasonable and workmanlike manner. The cost of any
of the work performed by the Association upon the Owner's failure to do so shall be immediately due and owing from the
Owner of the Developed Lot and shall constitute an assessment against the Lot on which the work was performed,
collectible in a lump sum and secured by a lien against the Developed Lot as herein provided. Undeveloped Lots are to
be maintained so as to not present a hazard to, nor detract from the value of any adjacent or neighboring Lot of the
surrounding community. Upon receipt by the Association of a complaint concerning the condition of an Undeveloped
Lot, the Board of Directors shall assess the validity of the complaint and, if deemed warranted, declare such Undeveloped
Lot a Nuisance and require the Owner thereof to make remediation of the Undeveloped Lot to the extent deemed
appropriate by the Board of Directors. Should such remedial action not be taken within thirty (30) days of action by the
Board of Directors, the Board of Directors may, at its sole option, provide such Owner with written notice at the Owner's
last known address giving such Owner fifieen (15) days notice to complete such remedial action. Should the required
remedial action not be taken within the fifteen (15) day period, the Association may cause such remedial action to be
taken. The cost of taking such remedial action by the Association, upon the Owner’s failure to do so, shall be
immediately due and owing to the Association from the Owner and shall constitute an Assessment against the
Undeveloped Lot on which the remedial action was taken collectable as a lump sum and, if not paid promptly may be
secured by a lien against the property.
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(b) Any damage or destruction to the Common Area or to the common property of any Neighborhood shall be
repaired or reconstructed unless the Voting Members representing at least seventy-five (75) percent of the total vote of
the Association, if Common Area, or the Neighborhood whose common property is damaged, shall decide within sixty
(60) days after the casualty not to repair or reconstruct. If, for any reason, either the amount of the insurance proceedsto
be paid as a result of such damage or destruction, or reliable and detailed estimates of the cost of repair or construction,
or both, are not made available to the Association within said period, then the period shall be extended until such
information shall be made available; provided, however, such extension shall not exceed sixty (60) additional days. No
mortgagee shall have the right to participate in the determination of whether the Common Area damaged or destroyed
shall be repaired or reconstructed.

(c) Inthe event that it should be determined in the manner described above that the damage or destruction shall
not be repaired or reconstructed and no alternative improvements are authorized, then, and in that event, the affected
portion of the Properties shall be restored to their natural state and maintained by the Association, as applicable, in a neat
and attractive condition.

Section 5 — Repair and Reconstruction. If the damage or destruction for which the insurance proceeds are
paid is to be repaired or reconstructed and such proceeds are not sufficient to defray the cost thereof, the Board of
Directors shall, without the necessity of a vote of the Members, levy a special assessment against all Owners in
proportion to the number of Lots owned; provided, however, if the damage or destruction involves a Lot or Lots, only
Owners of the affected Lots shall be subject to such assessment. Additional assessment(s) may be made in like manner at
any time during or following the completion of any repair or reconstruction.

ARTICLE XIV
No Partition

Except as is permitted in this Third Amended Declaration or any amendment hereto, there shall be no physical
partition of the Common Area or any part thereof, nor shall any person acquiring any interest in the Properties or any part
thercof seck any such judicial partition. unless the Properties have been removed from the provisions of this Third
Amended Declaration. This Article shall not be construed to prohibit the Board of Directors from acquiring and
disposing of tangible personal property or from acquiring title to real property, which may or may not be subject to this

Third Amended Declaration.
ARTICLE XV
Financing Provision
Section 1 — Books and Records. Any Owner or holder, insurer or guarantor of a first mortgage on any Lot will
have the right to examine the books and records of the Association, current copies of this Third Amended Declaration,

the Amended By-Laws of the Assaciation and Rules and Regulations during any reasonable business hours and upon
reasonable notice.

ARTICLE XVI
Rules and Regulations
Section 1 — Compliance by Owners with The Association’s Rules and Regulations. Every Owner shall
comply with the Covenants and Restrictions set forth herein and any and all rules and regulations, which from time-to-

time may be adopted and/or amended by the Board of Directors of the Association, pursuant to Article I1I. C. of the Third
Amended Bylaws providing the Board of Directors with the power to adopt same.
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ARTICLE XVII
Binding Arbitration

All disputes that arise under the provisions of this Third Amended Declaration that are not otherwise resolved by
procedures defined herein shall be submitted to binding arbitration under the rules of the American Arbitration
Association.

ARTICLE XVIHI
General Provisions

Section 1 — Severability. Invalidation of any one of these Covenants and Restrictions by judgment or court
order shall in no way affect any other provision, which shall remain in full force and effect.

Section 2 - Amendment. The Covenants and Restrictions of this Third Amended Declaration shall run with
and bind the land from the date this Third Amended Declaration is recorded. This Third Amended Declaration may be
amended by an instrument signed by the representative of Owners of not less than sixty-seven (67) percent of a quorum
of the Membership. In the case of a ballot by mail, a quorum shall constitute the full membership of the Association.
Any amendment must be properly recorded. In the event that any amendment to this Third Amended Declaration
changes the rights and/ or obligations of the Golf Course Owner or the Developer or their assigns hereunder then the Golf
Course Owner and/or Developer or their assigns must sign the amendment in order to evidence its approval and consent
to the change(s).

Section 3 — Litigation. No judicial or administrative proceeding shall be commenced or prosecuted by the
Association unless approved by a vote of sixty-seven (67) percent of the voting membership duly noticed and a majority
of the Board of Directors. In the case of such a vote, and notwithstanding anything contained in this Third Amended
Declaration or the Article of Incorporation or Amended By-Laws of the Association to the contrary, a Board member
shall not vote in favor of bringing or persecuting any such proceeding unless authorized to do so by a vote of sixty-seven
(67) percent of all members of the Neighborhood represented by the Board member. This Section shall not apply,
however, to (a) actions brought by the Association to enforce the provisions of this Third Amended Declaration
(including, without limitation, the foreclosure of liens), (b) the imposition and collection of personal assessments, (c)
proceedings involving challenges to ad-valorem taxation, or (d) counterciaims brought by the Association in proceedings
instituted against it. This Section shall not be amended unless such amendment is made by the Association or is approved
by the percentage votes, and pursuant to the same procedures. necessary to institute proceedings as provided above.

Section 4 — Liability Generally. The Association shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the officers of the
Association, the members of cach of its committees, including but not limited to the ARB, from all costs, expenses and
liabilities, including attorneys’ fees, of all nature resulting by virtue of the acts of the Association or any of its committees
or its members while acting on behalf of the Association and any of its committees, which acts are within the scope of
their authority as members of the Association and any of its committees.

ARTICLE XIX
Amendment of Third Amended Declaration Without Approval of Owners

The Board of Directors of Association or Developer, without the consent or approval of other Owners, shall
have the right to amend this Third Amended Declaration to conform to the requirements of any law or governmental
agency having legal jurisdiction over the Properties or to qualify the Properties or any Lots and improvements thereon for
mortgage or improvement loans made by, guaranteed by, sponsored by or insured by a governmental or quasi-
governmental agency or to comply with the requirements of law or regulations of any corporation or agency belonging to,
sponsored by or under the substantial control of, the United States Government or the State of South Carolina, regarding
purchase or sale in such Lots and improvements, or mortgage interests therein, as well as any other law or regulation
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From: Pawleys Plantation POA <Messenger@AssociationVoice.com>
To: jenznoble <jenznoble@aol.com>
Subject: Covenants and Restrictions Amendment
Date: Wed, Aug 9, 2017 9:00 am
Attachments: Covenants Email Attachment.pdf (1906K)

August 8, 2017

Proposed Revision to the Third Amended Covenants and Restrictions (C&R)

Dear Member,

4'he proposed revision to the Third Amendment to the C&R would remove from the Common
Properties of the POA ten (10) Open Spaces acquired in 2010 from Pawleys Plantation, LLC. The
letter you received in the mailing with the ballot/proxy explained how the POA came to possess these
spaces. Removal of these parcels from the Common Properties would permit the POA to dispose of
these spaces which cutrently provide no benefit to the membership but are a maintenance liability.

Since the mailing of the ballot/proxy many members have requested more detail on the location of the
spaces. These Open Spaces are identified in the revised Article I, Section 4 you received in the earlier
mailing. Their locations in the community are shown on the attachment to this letter.

It should be noted that only two of these Open Spaces, #9 and #10 offer a potential revenue benefit to
the POA. An application has been submitted to Georgetown County Planning to re-zone these spaces
as residential lots. Planning has indicated that they will support the application, but it is considered a
Major Change to our Planned Development and must be approved by the Georgetown County
Planning Commission and County Council. Final approval of the application is contingent upon
approval of the C&R revision removing them from the Common Properties. The lots could then be

offered for sale, generating revenues to replenish the Reserve depleted somewhat by the Hurricane
Matthew clean-up.—— — = S
' \ ..... — - B

Planning has deemed the disposition of the remaining eight Open Spaces as a2 Minor Revision and will

approve plats allocating the spaces to the adjacent.owner(s). This allocation will be made upon
acceptance by the adjacent owner(s).” "

é&‘f’%ﬁ £ é"»';;)

Approval of the C&R revision will allow the Board to dispose.of these ten spaces only. The revision
oes not remove any other POA owned property from the Common Properties.

If you haven’t already done so, please return your ballot/proxy promptly in the stamped envelope
provided. The Board encourages you to vote IN FAVOR of the revision.
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NATE FATA, P.A.
ATTORNEY AT LAW

P.O. Box 16620
Tue CouRrTYARD, Surte 215
SurrsiDE BeacH, Soutn CaroLina 29587
TeLEPHONE (843) 238-2676
TELECOPIER (843) 238-0240
NFATA@FATALAW.COM

VIA EMAIL

December 12,2017

Holly Richardson
Georgetown County Planning
P.O. Drawer 421270
Georgetown, SC 29442
hrichardson@gtcounty.org

Re: Jenifer Lachicotte, Lot 48 Green Wing Teal Lane, Pawleys Island, SC

Dear Ms. Richardson:

I represent Jenifer Lachicotte (“Lachicotte”) who own Lot 48 in Pawleys Plantation. She
purchased her property next to “Open Space” No. 9 in 2016. She objects to any proposed
modification of the Pawleys Plantation PUD that would allow the Pawleys Plantation Property
Owners Association (“Association”) to increase the density and create an improved lot from
Common Area which was formerly designated as “Open Space” No. 9 and No. 10 on various
plats. Any such modification will violate the controlling Covenants and Restrictions, and S.C.
Code Ann. § 6-29-1145.

1. The proposed modification violates S.C. Code Ann. § 6-29-1145 and the Covenants.

A. The Application is incomplete and should be denied.

The applicant was to provide to the County a signed Deeds and Covenants Release Form
pursuant to South Carolina Code Ann. § 6-29-1145. I did not see this executed form in the
information I received. From what I received, it appears the submitted application is/was
incomplete and does not comply with the statute.

B. Open Space No. 9 and 10 are subject to a perpetual easement.

Open Space No. 9 and 10 are subject to a perpetual easement. The Open Spaces have been part
of the Common Area since 2010 when the Association received title to the property. My client’s
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easement rights in the Open Spaces vested in 2016. Lachicotte has the perpetual easement over
Common Area such as this property. These easements rights cannot be extinguished by any
PUD change or covenant changes. Please see the Covenants, Article V, which provides, in
pertinent part, “The portions of the Common Areas not used from time to time for roadway shall
be for the common use and enjoyment of the members of the Association, and each member
shall have a permanent and perpetual easement for pedestrian traffic across all such areas . ..”. I
am attaching a copy of the cited pages from the 2010 Second Amended Covenants and the 2016
Third Amended Covenants. We do not believe the Covenants were properly amended in 2016
or 2017.

C. Any amendment to the Covenants requires approval by 67% of the total
membership.

Any purported August 2017 changes to the Covenants did not have the required votes. The
required vote is 67% of the total membership and not 67% of a majority/quorum of members
present at a meeting. The Covenants are clear: when mailing ballots it is the total membership
that must be counted to determine 67%. The attached Association email dated August 8, 2017
acknowledges ballots were mailed. Any ballot mailing to change the Covenants requires 67% of
the entire Membership. The Covenants Article XVIII, Section 2, provides, in pertinent part,
“This Second Amended Declaration may be amended by an instrument signed by the
representative of owners of not less than sixty-seven (67) percent of a quorum of the
Membership. In the case of a ballot by mail, a quorum shall constitute the full Membership
of the Association.” The Third Amended Declaration contains the identical language. Thus, a
quorum in this instance of mailing the ballot to change the Covenants is the entire Membership
and not a simple majority. The Association has not received 67% approval from the entire or
full Membership. The full Membership of the Association equals at least 656 votes and is
comprised as follows:

316 individual homes

42 villas in Masters Place

40 villas and condos in Pawleys Glen

28 villas and condos in Pawleys Glen II

104 condos in Weehawka Woods

28 villas in Wood Stork Landing

69 vacant lots (includes lots with homes under construction)

29 combined lots (lots that have been combined with another lot

3 miscellaneous properties (vacant properties at the main entrance)
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As the total Membership is at least 656 lot owners, at least 440 owners were needed to authorize
any amendments to the Covenants. That did not occur. The proposed action to amend the
Covenants by the Association has not been authorized.

2. The proposed modification will exacerbate existing drainage issues.

The homes along Green Wing Teal Street already suffer from drainage issues. A large lake is in
back of my client’s lot and a pond is across the street on the other side of Green Wing Teal. In
part, Open Space 10 provides an outfall for the large pond directly behind it. Increasing the
impervious area of the Open Spaces with a home will only exacerbate the already existing poor
drainage conditions, causing damage to my client and other homeowners.

3. The proposed modification is premature as no U.S. Army Corp wetlands
delineation approval has been received.

Although the Brigman wetland delineation is not authoritative, it does confirm the existence of
wetlands. Due to the wetlands on Open Space 9 and 10, no action should be taken by County
Council until it has been informed of the U.S. Army Corps’ position. It is likely the U.S. Army
Corps will differ significantly in its delineation of wetlands on the subject Open Spaces.

4. The proposed modification will unnecessarily increase density.

The existing density of this 30 year old neighborhood should not be changed. The assessment
for Hurricane Matthew cleanup has already occurred and selling unimproved lots will not
eliminate the assessment. Increasing density for this well-established community and decreasing
green space will create more drainage issues, destroy wetlands and destroy privacy safeguards
for this patio home street.

My client purchased her lot next to Open Space No. 9 with the reasonable expectation that the
“Open Spaces” would not be developed and that the density on her street would not be increased
by nearly 20%. The proposed change is an impermissible deviation from the PUD that should
be denied.

I look forward to seeing County Council on Tuesday evening to further address my client’s
objections to this proposed change in the PUD.
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With best regards, I remain

Very truly yours,
NATE FATA, P.A.

Attachments

cc: Theresa Floyd
Wesley Bryant, Esq.
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THIS AGREEMENT IS SUBJECT TO ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO THE UNIFORM ARBITRATION
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Homesite, a townhouse villa and a condominium shall be defined for purposes of this Second Amended Declaration to
have the same voting rightsas a Lot.

Section 9 —“Lot Improvements” shall mean the erection of or any addition to, deletion from, or modification
of any structure of any kind, including, but not limited to, any building, fence, wall, sign, paving, grading, parking and/or
building addition, pool, alteration, screen enclosure, drainage, satellite dish, antenna, electronic or other signaling device,
landscaping or landscaping device (including water feature, existing tree and planted tree) or object on a Lot.

Section 10 — “Member” shall mean and refer to every person or entity that holds membership in the
Association, as provided herein.

Section 11 —“Owner” shall mean and refer to the record owner, whether one or more persons or entities, of the
fee simple title to any Lot which is a part of the Properties, including contract sellers, but excluding those having such
interests merely as security for the performance of an obligation,

Section 12 - “Patio Homesites” shall mean and refer to all those parcels or tracts of land subdivided into Lots
intended for construction of detached single-family patio houses. All Patio Homesites are so designated per the Planned
Use Development document on file with Georgetown County,South Carolina.

Section 13 - “Properties” shall mean and refer to the “Existing Property” described in Article II, Section |
hereof, and any additions thereto as are or shall become subject to this Second Amended Declaration and brought within
the jurisdiction of the Assaciation under the provisions of Articles I and IIT of this Second Amended Declaration.

Section 14 - “Setback” shall mean an area on a Lot defined by the property boundaries and the Setback Lines.

Section 15 ~ “Setback Line” shall mean a line on a Lot adjacent to, or concentric with, a property boundary
defining the minimum distance between any Structure to be erected or atered and the adjacent property boundary.

Section 16 —“Special Assessment” shall mean and refer to assessments levied in accordance with Article IX,
Section 3 of this Second Amended Declaration,

Section 17~ “Structure” shall mean any permanent construction including hardscape feature requiring a
foundation, posts, piers, or other independent supports. Driveways, walkways, and patios placed on or below finished
grade are not Structures.

Section 18 - “Subsequent Amendment” shail mean an amendment to this Second Amended Declaration which
may add property to this Second Amended Declaration and makes it subject to the Declaration. Such Subsequent
Amendmentmay, but is not required to, impose, expressly or by reference, additional restrictions and obligations on the
land submitted by that Subsequent Amendment to the provisions of theSecond Amended Declaration.

Section 19 ~ “Voting Member” shall mean and refer to all Members who have met current financial
obligations to the Association. Each Voting Member shall cast one (1) vote for each Lot it represents, unless otherwise
specified in the Amended By-Laws or this Second Amended Declaration. With respect to election of Directors to the
Board of Directors of the Association, each Voting Member shall be entitled to cast one (1) equal vote for each
directorship to be filled, as more particularly described in the Amended By-Laws.

ARTICLE II

Property Subject to this Second Amended Declaration and Within the
Jurisdiction of the Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association, Inc.

Section 1~ Existing Property. The real property which is and shall be held, transferred, sold, conveyed and

occupied subject to this Second Amended Declaration, and within the jurisdiction of the Association is located in
Georgetown County, South Carolina, and is described in the attached Exhibit “A”.
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not absolutely prohibit the construction of docks and decks over the wetlands of Pawleys Plantation. All dock permits

must first receive approval from the ARB prior to any required submission to the Army Corps of Engineers or SC DHEC

Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management or other applicable government agencies. However, in order to

avoid an unsightly proliferation of docks along the banks of the small tidal creek and along the banks of lakes or ponds

within the Properties, the general rule is established that Owners of Lots fronting on those water bodies may not erect
docks within the Properties without permission for such construction being obtained from the ARB, which approval may

be denied in its sole discretion, unless the Owner obtained specific written permission to construct such dock or deck at

the initial time of the purchase of the property from the Developer. No docks are permitted on internal lakes, ponds or

lagoons. If permission for such construction is granted, any such grant shall be conditioned upon compliance with the

following requirements:

(a) Complete plans and specifications including site, materials, color and finish must be submitted to
the ARB in writing;

(b) Written approval of the ARB to such plans and specifications must be secured, the ARB reserving
the right in its uncontrolled discretion to disapprove such plans and specifications on any grounds, including purely
aesthetic reasons; and

(c) Written approval of any local, state or federal governmental departments or agencies whichhave
jurisdiction over construction in or near marshlands or wetlands must be secured.

Any alterations of the plans and specification or of the completed structure must also be submitted to the ARB in
writing and the ARB's approval in writing must be similarly secured prior to construction, the ARB reserving the same
rights to disapprove alterations as it retains for disapproving the original structures.

Section 3 — Maintenance of Dock and/or Deck. All Owners who obtain permission and construct docks
and/or decks must maintain said structures in good repair and keep the same safe, clean and orderly in appearance at all
times, and further agree to paint or otherwise treat with preservatives all wood or metal located above the high water
mark, exclusive of pilings, and to maintain such paint or preservative in an attractive manner. The ARB shall be the
judge as to whether the docks and/or decks are safe, clean, orderly in appearance and properly painted or preserved in
accordance with reasonable standards. Where the ARB notifies a particular Owner in writing that said dock and/or deck
fails to meet acceptable standards, the Owner shall thereupon remedy such condition with thirty (30) days to the
satisfaction of the Association. If the Owner fails to remedy such condition in a timely manner, the Owner hereby
covenants and agrees that the Association, upon the recommendation of the ARB, may make the necessary repairs to the
dock and/or deck; however the Association, is not obligated to make such repairs or take such actions as will bring the
dock and/or deck up to acceptable standards. All such repairs and actions te shall be at the expense, solely, of the Owner
in question,

ARTICLE VIII
Special Restrictions Affecting Patio Homesites

Section 1 — Maximum Permissible Lot Area of Dwelling. The first floor enclosed area of residences
constructed on Patio Homesites may not exceed forty (40) percent of the entire area of the lot.

Section 2 — Blank (Blind) Wall Requirements, Residences constructed on Patio Lots must be constructed
with a blank or “blind” wall on one side of the home. The location of the blank wall will be determined by the ARB.
The wall shall be constructed so as to prevent any view or overview of theadjacent Lot from inside the residence.

Section 3 — Privacy Screens. Porches, patios and/or decks associated with Patio Homes must be screened to
prevent any view from such porch, patio or deck of the Lot adjacent to the blank wall side of the residence. Patio Homes
constructed adjacent to cul-de-sacs and those constructed on cul-de-sacs may require additional screening along the
boundary lines opposite the blank wall and/or the rear property line to prevent the view of porches, patios or decks of
adjacent properties. Screening requirements for each Lot Improvement will be determined by the ARB.
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Section 4 — Easement for Adjacent Blank Wall. There shall be reserved a seven (7) foot easement along the
boundary line of each Lot, opposite the boundary line along which the blank wall is constructed, for the construction,
maintenance, and/or repair of the blank wall on the adjoining Lot. The use of said easement area by the adjoining Lot
Owner shall not exceed a reasonable period of time during construction, nor shall it exceed a period of thirty (30) days
each year for essential maintenance. Any shrubbery or planting in the easement area that is removed or damaged by the
adjoining Lot Owner during the construction, maintenance, or repair of his home shall be replaced or repaired at the
expense of said adjoining Lot Owner causing the damage.

ARTICLE IX
Covenant for Maintenance Assessments

Section 1 — Creation of the Lien and Personal Obligation of Assessments. The Association hereby
covenants and each Owner of any Lot by acceptance of a deed therefor, whether or not it shall be so expressed in such
deed, is deemed to covenant and agree to pay to the Association: (1) annual assessment or charges, (2) special
assessments for capital improvements, such assessments to be established and collected as hereinafter provided, and (3)
fines imposed upon offenders for the violations of the rules and regulations of the Association.

Section 2 — Purposes of Assessments., The assessments levied by the Association shall be used to promote the
comfort and livability of the residents of the Properties and for the acquisition, improvement and maintenance of
Properties, services and facilities devoted to these purposes and related to the use and enjoymentof the Common Areas,
including, but not limited to, the cost of repair, replacement and additions to the Common Areas; the cost of laber,
equipment, materials, managementand supervision thereof, the payment of taxes assessed against the Common Areas; the
procurement and maintenance of insurance; the employment of attorneys to represent the Association when necessary;
and such other needs as may arise. The Owner shall maintain the structures and grounds on each Lot at all times in a neat
and attractive manner, Upon the Owner's failure to do so, the Association may at its option after giving the Owner ten
(10) days’ written notice sent to his last known address, or to the address of the subject premises, have the grass, weeds,
shrubs and vegetation cut when and as often as the same is necessary in its judgment, and have dead trees, shrubs and
plants removed from such Lot, and replaced, and may have any portion of the Lot re-sodded or landscaped, and all
expenses of the Assaciation for such work and material shall be a lien and charge against the Lot on which the work was
done and the personal obligation of the then Owner of such Lot. Upon appearance, the Association may, at its option,
after giving the Owner thirty (30) days’ written notice sent to his last known address, make repairs and improve the
appearance in a reasonable and workmanlike manner. The cost of any of the work performed by the Association upon the
Owner's failure to do so shall be immediately due and owing from the Owner of the Lot and shall constitute an
assessment against the Lot on which the work was performed, collectible in a lump sum and secured by a lien against the
Lot as herein provided.

Section 3 — Capital Im provements, Funds necessary for capital improvements and other designated purposes
relating to the Common Areas under the ownership of the Association may be levied by the Association as special
assessments upon the approval of a majority of the Board of Directors of the Association and upon approval by the
Voting Members representing two-thirds of the Members of the Association voting at a meeting or by ballot as may be
provided in the Amended By-Laws of the Association. The Board may levy a special assessment of no more than Five
Thousand and No/100 ($5,000.00) Dollars in full from the Membership or Five (5) percent of the annual budget,
whichever is greater, without the approval of the Membership.

Section 4 — Capital Contribution. When Lot ownership transfers, the new Owner shall be assessed at closing
an amount equal to one-sixth (1/6) of the Annual Assessment budgeted for that Lot and shall be designated as a Capital
Contribution.

Section 5 — Annual Assessments. The Annual Assessments provided for in this Article IX commenced on the
first day of January 1988, and have commenced on theclosing of each Lot, whichever is later.

The Annual Assessments shall be payable in monthly installments, or in annual or quarterly installments if so
determined by the Board of Directors of the Association, Each Lot shall be assessed an equal Annual Asessment.

GEORGETOWN 157177vs 11



Section 2— Amendment. The Covenants and Restrictions of this Second Amended Declaration shall run with
and bind the land from the date this Second Amended Declaration is recorded. This Second Amended Declaration may
be amended by an instrument signed by the representative of Owners of not less than sixty-seven (67) percent of &
quorum of the Membership. In the case of a ballot by mail, a quorum shall constitute the full membership of the
Association. Any amendment must be properly recorded. In the event that any amendment to this Second Amended
Declaration changes the rights and/ or obligations of the Golf Course Owner or the Developer hereunder then the Golf
Course Owner and/or Developer or their assigns must sign the amendmentin order to evidence its approval and consent
to the change(s).

Section 3 — Litigation. No judicial or administrative proceeding shall be commenced or prosecuted by the
Association unless approved by a vote of sixty-seven (67) percent of the voting membership duly noticed and a majority
of the Board of Directors. In the case of such a vote, and notwithstanding anything contained in this Second Amended
Declaration or the Article of Incorporation or Amended By-Laws of the Association to the contrary, a Board member
shall not vote in favor of bringing or persecuting any such proceeding unless authorized to do so by a vote of sixty-seven
(67) percent of all members of the Neighborhood represented by the Board member. This Section shall not apply,
however, to (a) actions brought by the Association to enforce the provisions of this Second Amended Declaration
(including, without limitation, the foreclosure of liens), (b) the imposition and collection of personal assessments, (c)
proceedings involving challenges to ad-valorem taxation, or (d) counterclaims brought by the Association in proceedings
instituted againstit. This Section shall not be amended unless such amendment is made by the Assaciation or is approved
by the percentage votes, and pursuant to the same procedures, necessary to institute proceedings as rovided above.

Section 4 — Liability Generally. The Association shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the officers of the
Association, the members of each of its committees, including but not limited to the ARB, from all costs, expenses and
liabilities, including attorneys’ fees, of all nature resulting by virtue of the acts of the Association or any of its committees
or its members while acting on behalf of the Associationand any of its committees, which acts are within the scope of
their authority as members of the Association and any of its committees.

ARTICLE XIX
Amendment of Second Amended Declaration Without Approval of Owners

The Association or Developer, without the consent or approval of other Owners, shall have the right to amend
this Second Amended Declaration to conform to the requirements of any law or governmental agency having legal
jurisdiction over the Properties or to qualify the Properties or any Lots and improvements thereon for mortgage or
improvementloans made by, guaranteed by, sponsored by or insured by a governmental or quasi-governmental agency or
to comply with the requirements of law or regulations of any corporation or agency belonging to, sponsored by or under
the substantial control of, the United States Governmentor the State of South Carolina, regarding purchase or sale in such
Lots and improvements, or mortgage interests therein, as well as any other law or regulation relating to the control of the
Properties, including, without limitation, ecological controls, construction standards, aesthetics and matters affecting the
public health, safety and general welfare. A letter froman official of any such corporation or agency, including, without
limitation, the Veterans Administration (VA), U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), the Federal
Home Loan Mortgagee Corporation, Government National Mortgage Corporation, or the Federal National Mortgage
Association, requiring an amendment, shall be sufficient evidence of the approval of such amendment of VA, HUD
and/or such corporation or agency and permitthe Association to amend in accord with such letter.

No amendment made pursuant to this Section shall be effective until duly recorded in the Office of the Register
of Deeds for Georgetown County.
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ARTICLE
Definitions

The following words and terms when used in this Third Amended Declaration, any further amended Declaration,

or any further amendments or supplements thereto (uniess the usage therein shall clearly indicate otherwisc) shall have
the following meanings:

Section 1 -"Annual Assessments™ or “ Assessments” shall mean an equal assessment established by the Board
of Directors of the Association for common expenses as provided for herein or by a subsequent amendment that shall be

uscd for the purpose of promoting the recreation, common benefit and enjoyment of the Owners and occupants of all
Lots.

Section 2 - “Architectural Review Board"” or “ARB" shall mean and refer to that permanent committce of
the Association that was created for the purposes of establishing, approving and enforcing criteria for the construction or
madification of any building within the Properties, including, but not limited to Lot Improvements.

Section 3 — “Association” shall mean and refer to Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association, Inc.. a
South Carolina non-profit corporation, its successors and assigns.

Section 4~ “Common Area” or “Common Areas" shall mean all the real property owned by the Association
for the common use and enjoyment of the Owners. The Common Arca presently owned by the Association is that real
property that was conveyed to the Association by Quit Claim Deed and Agreement Between Pawleys Plantation
Development Company and Pawleys Plantation Property Owners Association, Inc. (hereinafter “the First Quit Claim
Deed") dated July |1, 1996. and duly filed in the Georgetown County Clerk of Court’s Office on August 12, 1996, at
Deed Boak 715, Pages 103-120, and that real property that was conveyed to the Association by Pawleys Plantation, LLC
(hereinatter “the Second Quit Claim Deed"), dated December 13,2010, and duly filed in the Georgetown County Clerk of
Court's Office on December 30, 2010, at Deed Book 1609, Page 279, and that real property that was conveyed to the
Association by Pawleys Plantation, LLC (hereinafter "the Third Quit Claim Deed"), dated August 3, 2012, and duly filed
in the Georgetown County Clerk of Court's Office on August 29, 2012, at Deed Baok 1965, Page 249 that is included
within the property described in the attached Exhibit “A."” The terms “Common Ares” or “Common Arcas™ shall also

mean any additional real property hereafier acquired by the Association for the common use and enjoyment of the
Owners.

Funther, the recording of and reference to the Quit Claim Deed shall not in and of itselfbe construed as creating
any dedications, rights or easements (negative, reciprocal or otherwise), all such dedications, rights and/or easements
being made only specifically by this Third Amended Declaration, any amendment or supplement hereto or any deed of
conveyance from the Assaciation, its successors or assigns.

Section 5 — "Developed Lot" shall mean and refer to a separately subdivided piece of land upon which
impro ts for residential dwelling purposes and any improvements related thereto are located.

Section 6 — “Developer” shall mean and vefer to the original Developer of Pawleys Plantation, Pawleys

Plantation Development Company, and 1o its successos in interest, Pawleys Plantation, LLC, and its successors and
assigns.

Section 7 - “Full-Home Homesites™ shall mean and refer to ali those parcels or tracts of land subdivided into
Lots that are intended for the construction of detached single-family, estate-size houses. All Full Home Homesites are
designated per the Planned Use Development document on file with Georgetown County, South Carolina, as “estate”
Lots.

Section 8 — “Limited Common Areas” shall mean any areas so designated either in this document or any
subsequent document and shall mean and refer to certain portions of the Properties that are for the exclusive use and
benefit of one or more, but less than all, of the Owners, and shall be available for use by other Associations, which may
be established for the maintenance and regulation of developments within the Properties.
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Section 9 - *Lot™ shall mean and refer to any plot of land, with delineated boundary lines appearing on any
recorded subdivision map of the Properties with thc exception of any Common Area shown on 8 recorded map and any
townhouse villa and condominium located within the Properties. Inthe event any Lot is increased or decreased in size by
the annexation of any portion of an adjoining and abutting Lot or decreased in size by re-subdivision thereoftoretum to a
previously annexed whole Lot to the status of a separate Lo, the same shall nevertheless be and remain a Lot for the
purposes of this Third Amended Declaration. This definition shall not imply, however, that a Lot may be subdivided if
prohibited elsewhere in this Third Amended Declaration. Except for the combining or uncombining of land Lots as
defined in Article X1, Section 1, a Full-Home Homesite, a Patio Homesite, a townhouse villa and & condominium shall be
defined for purposes of this Third Amended Declaration to have the same voting rights as a Lot.

Section 10 ~“Lot Improvements" shall mean the erection of or any addition to, deletion from, or modification
of any structure of any kind, including, but not limited to, any building, fence, wall, sign, paving, grading, parking and/or
building addition, pool, alteration, screen enclosure, drainage, satellite dish, antenna, electronic or other signaling device,
landscaping or landscaping device (including water feature, existing tree and planted tree) or object on a Lot.

Section 11 - “Member™ shall mean and refer 1o every person or entity that holds membership in the
Association, as provided herein.

Section 12—*QOwner” shall mean and refer 10 the record owner, whether one or more persons or entities, of the
fee simple title to any Lot that is a part of the Properties, including contract sellers, but excluding those having such
interests merely as security for the performance of an obligation.

Section 13 — “Patio Homesites" shall mean and refer to alf those parcels or tracts of land subdivided into Lots
intended for canstruction of detached single-family patio houses. All Patio Homesites are so designated per the Planned
Use Development document on file with Georgetown County, South Carolina.

Section 14 — *Properties™ shall mean and refer to the “Existing Property” described in Article 11, Section 1
hereof, and any additions thereta as are or shall become subject to this Third Amended Declaration and brought within
the jurisdiction of the Association under the provisions of Articles II and 111 of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 15— “Setback™ shall mean an area on a Lot defined by the property boundaries and the Setback Lines.

Section 16 —“Setback Line™ shall mean a line on a Lot adjacent to, or concentric with, a propernty boundary
defining the minimum distance belween any Structure to be erected or altered and the adjacent property boundary.

Section 17 —“Special Assessment™ shall mean and refer to assessments levied in accordance with Article IX,
Section 3 of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 18 - “Structure” shall mean any permanent construction including hardscape feature requiring a

foundation, posts, piers, or other independent supports. Driveways, walkways, and patios placed on or below finished
grade are not Structures,

Section 19 ~ “Subsequent Amendment™ shall mean an amendment to this Third Amended Declaration that
may add property to this Third Amended Declaration and makes it subject to the Declaration. Such Subsequent
Amendment may, but is not required to, impose, expressly or by reference, additional restrictions and obligations on the
land submitted by that Subsequent Amendment to the provisions of the Third Amended Declaration.

Section 20 - "Undeveloped Lot” shall mean any Lot upon which no improvements for residential dwelling
purposes and any improvements related thereto have been constructed whether or not such Lot has been combined witha
Developed Lot for Georgetown County tax purposes.

Section 21 — “Voting Member" shall mean and refer to all Members who have met curvent financial
abligations 1o the Association. Each Voting Member shall cast one (1) vote for each Lot it represents, unless otherwise
specified in the Amended By-Laws or this Third Amended Declaration. With respect ta election of Directors to the
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and across the roadways from time to time laid out in the Common Arcas for use in common with all other such
Members, their tenants, agents, and invitees. Such easements arc granted subject to the rules and regulations
promulgated by the Board of Direclors of the Association. If a Member, his or her tenant, agent. or invitee of such
Member repeatedly disregards rules and regulations, including, but not limited to, vehicular rules and regulations such as
posted speed limits and stop signs, or operates a vehicle in such manner as to endanger other motarists, cyclists,

pedestrians or pets, the Member may be subject to fine(s) in accordance with Article XV1, Section 3 of this Third
Amended Declaration.

Section 2 - Violation of Parking Regulations in Common Areas. Where a Member, tenant, agent or invitee
of such Member disregards the parking regulations as defined in Article X1, Sections 12 and 24-26, that prevent another
Member, or that Member's tenant, agent or invitee from having reasonable access to such other Member’s Lot, or cause
an unwarranted restriction to traffic flow, the Association may have the offending vehicle(s) towed from the Properties at
the offending Member's expense. The cost of taking such action by the Assaciation shall be immediately due and owing
to the Association from the Member and shall constitute an Assessment against the Member’s Lot and, if not paid
promptly may be secured by a lien against the property.

The portions of the Common Areas not used from time to time for roadways shall be for the common use and
enjoyment of the Members of the Association, and cach Member shall have a permanent and perpetual casement for
pedestrian traffic across all such portions of such tracts as may be regulated by the Association. Such easement is granted
subject 1o all rules and regulations regarding use of such Common Areas as may be promulgated by the Board of
Directors of the Association, including but not limited to the collection of animal waste In accordance with Anticle XI,
Section 5 of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 3~ Easements Appurtenant. The easements provided in Section 1 of this Article shall be appurtenant
to and shall pass with the title to each Lot.

Section 4 — Public Easements. Fire, police, health and sanitation, and other public service personnel and
vehicles shall have a permanent and perpetual nonexclusive casement for ingress and egress over and across the Common
Areas for the performance of their respective public functions.

Section 5 - Developer's Easement. The Developer retains the right of ingress and egress over those roads and
streets within the Properties, whether existing or constructed in the future, that are necessary for access to any arcas that

adjoin or are a part of the Properties, but that are not otherwise already developed, for purposes of construction, sales,
management, and development.

Section 6~ Maintenance. The Association shall at all times maintain in good repair, and shall repair or replace
as aften as necessary, the paving, street lighting fixtures, landscaping, and amenities (except utilities) situated on the
Common Areas. All such Common Arcas shall be maintained free of debris and obstacles, including, but not limited to,
overhanging brush, vines, tree limbs, playground equipment, and long-term (overnight or longer) parked vehicles. The
Board of Directors acting on a majority vote shatl order all work to be done and shall pay for all expenses including all
electricity consumed by the street lighting | d in the Ci Arcas and all other common expenses. All work
pursuant to this Section 5 and all expenses hereunder shall be paid for by such Association through assessments imposed
in accordance with Article IX. Excluded herefrom shail be paving and maintenance df individual Lot driveways that
shall be maintained by each Owner, and driveway and parking areas in the ncighborhoods servicing the townhouse villa
or condominium developments that shall be maintaincd by the respective Home Owners Association. Nothing herein
shall be construed as preventing the Association from delegating or transferring its maintenance obligations to a

govemmental authority under such terms and conditions as the Board of Directors may deem in the best interest of the
Association.

Section 7 - Utility Easements. Use of the Common Areas for utility easements shall be in accordance with the
applicable provisions of Article XII of this Third Amended Declaration.

Section 8 — Delegation of Use.
(a) Family. The right and casement of enjoyment granted to every Owner in Section | of this Article V
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appearance and beauty of Pawleys Plamation or is determined ta be necessary to protect the shorcline from erosion.

These provisions expressiy are not applicable to inland tracts of land designated as“wetlands” by the United States Army
Corps of Engineers.

Section 2 — Conditions of Limited Dock Construction. The provisions of Section 1 of this Article VI shall
not absolutely prohibit the construction of docks and decks over the tidal wetlands of Pawleys Plantation. All dock
permits must first receive appraval from the ARB prior ta any required submission to the Army Corps of Engineers or SC
DHEC Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management or other applicable government agencies. However, in order
to avaid an unsightly proliferation of docks along the banks of the small tidal creek and along the banks of lakes or ponds
within the Properties, the general rule is established that Owners of Lots fronting on those water bodics may not erect
docks within the Properties without permission for such construction being obtained from the ARB, which approval may
be denied in its sole discretion, unless the Owner oblained specific writien permission to construct such dock or deck at
the initial time of the purchase of the property from the Developer. No docks are permitted on internal lakes, ponds or
lagoons. If permission for such construction of docks and decks over the tidal wetlands is granted, any such grant shall
be conditioned upon compliance with the following requirements:

(a) Complete plans and specifications including site, materials, color and finish must be submitted to
the ARB in writing:

(b) Written approval of the ARB to such plans and specifications must be secured, the ARB reserving

the right in its uncontrolled discretion to disapprove such plans and specifications on any grounds, including purely
aesthetic reasons; and

(c) Writien approval of any local, state or federal governmental departments or agencies that have
jurisdiction over construction in or near marshlands or wetlands must be securcd.

Any alterations of the plans and specification or of the completed structure must also be submitied to the ARB in
writing and the ARB"s approval in writing must be similarly secured prior 1o construction. the ARB reserving the same
rights to disapprove alterations as it retains for disapproving the original structures.

Section 3 ~ Mai of Dock and/or Deck. All Owners who obtain permission and construct docks
and/or decks must maintain said structures in good repair and keep the same safe, clean and orderly in appearance at ail
times, and further agree to paint or otherwise treat with preservatives all wood or metal located above the high water
mark, exclusive of pilings, and to maintain such paint or preservative in an attractive manner. The ARB shall be the
judge as to whether the docks and/or decks are safe, clean, orderly in appearance and properly painted or preserved in
accordance with reasonable standards. Where the ARB notifies a particular Owner in writing that said dock and/or deck
fails to meet acceptable standards, the Owner shall thereupon remedy such condition with thirty (30) days to the
satisfaction of the Assaciation. If the Owner fails to remedy such condition in a timely manner, the Owner hereby
covenants and agrees that the Assaciation, upan the dation of the ARB, may make the necessary repairs fo the
dack and/or deck; however the Assaciation, is not abligated to make such repairs or take such aclions as will bring the

dock and/or deck up to acceptable standards. All such repairs and actions te shall be at the expense, solely, of the Owner
in question.

ARTICLE VIII
Special Restrictions Affecting Patio Homesltes

Section 1 — Maximum Permissible Lot Area of Dwelling. The first floor enclosed area of residences
constructed on Patio Homesites may not exceed forty (40) percent of the entire area of the lot.

Section 2 — Blank (Blind) Wall Requirements. Residences constructed on Patio Lots must be constructed
with a blank or “blind" wall on one side of the home. The locaticn of the blank wall will be determined by the ARB.
The wall shall be constructed so as to prevent any view or overview of the adjacent Lot from inside the residence.

Sectlon 3 — Privacy Screens. Porches, patios and/or decks associated with Patio Homes must be screened 1o

11
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prevent any view from such porch, patio or deck of the Lot adjacent to the blank wall side of the residence. Patio Homes
constructed adjacent to cul-de-sacs and those constructed on cul-de-sacs may require additional screcning along the
boundary lines opposite the blank wall and/or the rear property line to prevent the view of porches, patias or decks of
adjacent properties. Screening requirements for each Lot Improvement will be determined by the ARB.

Section 4 — Easement for Adjacent Blank Wall. There shall be reserved a seven (7) foot easement along the
boundary Tine of each Lot, opposite the boundary line alang which the blank wall is constructed, for the construction,
maintenance, and/or repair of the biank wall on the adjoining Lot The use of said easement arca by the adjoining Lot
Owner shall not exceed a reasanabie period of time during construction, nor shall it exceed a period of thirty (30) days
each year for essential maintenance. Any shrubbery or planting in the easement area that is removed or damaged by the
adjoining Lot Owner during the construction, maintenance, or tepair of his home shall be replaced or repaired at the
expense of said adjoining Lot Owner causing the damage.

ARTICLE IX
Covenant {or Maintenance Assessments

Section 1 — Creation of the Lien and Personal Obligation of Assessmeats. The Association hereby
covenants and each Owner of any Lot by acceptance of a deed therefor, whether or not it shall be so expressed in such
deed, is deemed to covenant and agree to pay to the Association: (1) annual assessment or charges, (2) special
assessments for capital improvements, such assessments to be established and collected as hereinafier provided, and (3)
fincs imposed upon offenders for the violations of the rules and regulations of the Association.

Section 2~ Purposes of Assessments. The assessments levied by the Association shall be used to promote the
comfort and livability of the residents of the Properties and for the acquisition, improvement and maintenance of
Properties, services and facilities devoled to these purposes and related to the use and enjoyment of the Common Areas,
including, but not limited to, the cost of repair, replacement and additions to the Common Areas; the cost of labor,
cquipment, materials, management and supervision thereof; the payment of taxes assessed against the Common Areas; the
procurement and maintenance of insurance; the employment of attorneys 1o represent the Association when necessary;
and such other needs as may arise. The Owner shall maintain the structures and grounds an cach Developed Lot at all
times in a neat and attractive manner. Upon the Owner's failure to do so. the Association may at its option afler giving
the Owner at least ten (10) days’ written notice sent to his last knawn address, or to the address of the subject premises.
have the grass, weeds, shrubs and vegetation cut when and as often as the same is necessary in its judgment, and have
dead trees, shrubs and plants remaved from such Developed Lot, and replaced, and may have any portion of the Lat re-
sodded or landscaped, and all expenses of the Association for such work and material shall be a lien and charge against
the Lot on which the work was done and the personal obligation of the then Owner of such Developed Lot. Upon
appearance, the Association may, at its option, afler giving the Owner at least thirty (30) days® written notice sent to his
last known address, make repairs and improve the app inar ble and worl i . The cost of any
of the work performed by the Association upon the Owner's failure to do so shall be immediately due and owing from the
Owmer of the Developed Lot and shall constitute an assessment against the Lot on which the work was performed,
collectible in a lump sum and secured by a lien against the Developed Lot as herein provided. Undeveloped Lots areto
be maintained so as to not present & hazard ta, nor detract from the valuc of any adjacent or neighboring Lot of the
surrounding community. Upon receipt by the Association of a compiaint conceming the condition of an Undeveloped
Lot, the Board of Directors shall assess the validity of the complaint and, if deemed warranied, declare such Undeveloped
Lot & Nuisance and require the Owner thereof to make remediation of the Undeveloped Lot to the extent deemed
appropriate by the Board of Directors. Should such remedial action not be taken within thirty (30) days of action by the
Board of Directors, the Board of Ditcctors may, at its sole option, provide such Owner with written notice at the Owner's
Jast known address giving such Owner fificen (15) days notice o complete such remedial action. Should the required
remedial action not be taken within the fifteen (15) day period, the Assaciation may cause such remedial action to be
taken. The cost of taking such remedial action by the Association, upon the Qwner's failure to do so, shall be
immediately due and owing to the Association from the Owner and shall constitute an Assessment against the
Undeveloped Lot on which the remedial action was taken collectable as a lump sum and, if not paid promptly may be
secured by a lien against the property.
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(b) Any damage or destruction to the Common Area or 10 the common property of any Neighborhood shall be
repaired or reconstructed unless the Voting Members representing at least seventy-five (75) percent of the total vote of
the Association, if Common Area, or the Neighborhood whose common property is damaged, shall decide within sixty
(60) days aRer the casualty not to repair or reconstruct. If, for any reason, either the amount of the insurance proceeds to
be paid as a result of such damage or destruction, or reliable and detailed estimates of the cost of repair or construction,
or both, are not made available to the Association within said period, then the period shall be extended until such
information shall be made available; provided, however, such extension shall not exceed sixty (60) additional days. No
morntgagee shall have the right to panicipate in the determination of whether the Common Area damaged or destroyed
shall be repaired or reconstructed.

(c) Inthe event that it should be determined in the manner described above that the damage or destruction shall
no! be repaired or reconstructed and no alternative improvements are authorized, then, and in that event, the affected
portion of the Properties shall be restored to their natural state and maintained by the Assaciation, as applicable, in a neat
and attractive condition.

Section S — Repair and Reconstruction. If the damage or destruction for which the insurance proceeds are
paid is to be repaired or reconstructed and such proceeds are not sufficient to defray the cost thereof, the Board of
Dircctors shall, without the necessity of a vote of the Members, levy a special assessment against all Owners in
proportion to the number of Lots owned; provided, however, if the damage or destruction involves a Lot or Lots, only
Qwners of the affected Lols shall be subject to such assessment. Additional assessment(s) may be made in like mannerat
any time during or following the completion of any repair or reconstruction.

ARTICLE XIV
No Partition

Except as is permitted in this Third Amended Declaration or any amendment hereto, there shall be no physical
pantition of the Common Area or any pant thereof, nor shall any person acquiring any interest in the Properties or any part
thereof seek any such judicial partition. unless the Propenies have been removed from the provisions of this Third
Amended Declaration. This Article shall not be construed to prohibit the Board of Directors from acquiring and
disposing of tangible personal property or from acquiring title to real property, which may or may not be subject to this

Third Amended Declaration.
ARTICLE XV
Finsucing Provision
Section } — Books and Records. Any Owner or holder, insurer or guarantor of a first mortgage on any Lot will

have the right to examine the books and records of the Association, current copies of this Third Amended Declaration,

the Amended By-Laws of the Association and Rules and Regulations during any reasonable business hours and upon
reasanable notice.

ARTICLE XVI
Rules and Regulations
Section 1 ~ Compliance by Owners with The Assaciation’s Rules and Regulstions. Every Owner shall
comply with the Covenants and Restrictions set forth herein and any and all rules and regulations, which from time-to-

time may be adopted and/or amended by the Board of Directors of the Association, pursuant to Article Il C. of the Third
Amended Bylaws providing the Board of Directors with the power to adopt same.
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ARTICLE XVl
Binding Arbitration

All disputes that arise under the provisions of this Third Amended Declaration that are not otherwise resolved by

procedures defined herein shall be submired to binding arbitration under the rules of the American Arbilration
Association.

ARTICLE XVIH
General Provisions

Section 1 — Severability. Invalidation of any one of these Covenants and Restrictions by judgment or count
arder shall in no way affect any other provision, which shall remain in full force and effect.

Section 2 - Amendment. The Covenants and Restrictions of this Third Amended Declaration shall run with
and bind the land from the date this Third Amended Declaration is recorded. This Third Amended Declaration may be
amended by an instrument signed by the representative of Owners of not less than sixty-seven (67) percent of a quorum
of the Membership. 1n the case of a baliot by mail, a quorum shall constitute the full membership of the Association.
Any amendment must be properly recorded. In the event that any amendment 1o this Third Amended Declaration
changes the rights and/ or obligations of the Golf Course Owner or the Developer or their assigns hereunder then the Golf

Course Owner and/or Developer or their assigns must sign the amendment in order to evidence its approval and consent
to the change(s).

Section 3 - Litigation. No judicial or administrative proceeding shall be commenced or prosecuted by the
Association unless approved by a vote of sixty-seven (67) percent of the voting membership duly noticed and a majority
of the Board of Directors. In the case of such a vote, and notwithstanding anything contained in this Third Amended
Declaration or the Article of Incorporation or Amended By-Laws of the Association to the contrary, a Board member
shall not vote in favor of bringing or persecuting any such praceeding unless authorized 1o do so by a vote of sixty-scven
(67) percent of all members of the Neighborhood represented by the Board member. This Section shall not apply,
however, 1o (a) actions brought by the Association to enforce the provisions of this Third Amended Declaration
(including, without limitation, the foreclosure of liens), (b) the imposition and collection of personal assessments, {c)
proceedings involving challenges to ad-valorem taxation, or (d) counterclaims brought by the Association in proceedings
instituted against it. This Section shall not be amended unless such amendment is made by the Association or is approved
by the percentage votes, and pursuant to the same procedures. necessary to institute proceedings as provided above.

Section 4 — Lisbility Generally. The Association shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the officers of the
Association, the members of cach of its committees, including but not limited to the ARB, from all costs, expenses and
liabilities, including atomeys' fees, of all nature resulting by virtue of the acts of the Association or any of its committees
or its members while acting on behalf of the Association and any of its committees. which acts are within the scope of
their authority as members of the Association and any of its commitices.

ARTICLE XIX
Amendment of Third Amended Declaration Without Approval of Owners

The Board of Directors of Association or Developer, without the consent or approval of other Owners, shall
have the right to amend this Third Amended Declaration to conform to the requirements of any law or governmental
agency having legal jurisdiction over the Properties or to qualify the Properties or any Lots and improvements thereon for
mongage or improvement loans made by, guaranteed by, sponsored by or insured by a governmental or quasi-
governmental agency or to comply with the requirements of law or regulations of any corporation or agency belonging lo,
sponsored by or under the substantial control of, the United States Government or the State of South Carolina, regarding
purchase or sale in such Lots and improvements, or morigage interests therein, as well as any other law or regulation
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From: Pawleys Plantation POA <Messenger@AssociationVoice.com>
To: jenznoble <jenznoble@aal.com>
Subject: Covenants and Restrictions Amsndment
Date: Wed, Aug 9, 2017 9:00 am
Attachments: Covenants Email Attachment.pdf (1906K)

August 8, 2017

Proposed Revision to the Third Amended Covenants and Restrictions (C&R)

Dear Member,

’/I'he proposed revision to the Third Amendment to the C&R would remove from the Common
Properties of the POA ten (10) Open Spaces acquired in 2010 from Pawleys Plantation, LLC. The
letter you received in the mailing with the ballot/proxy explained how the POA came to possess these
spaces. Removal of these parcels from the Common Properties would permit the POA to dispose of
these spaces which currently provide no benefit to the membership but are a maintenance liability.

Since the mailing of the ballot/proxy many members have requested more detail on the location of the
spaces. These Open Spaces are identified in the revised Article I, Section 4 you received in the earlier
mailing. Their locations in the community are shown on the attachment to this letter.

_/ It should be noted that only two of these Open Spaces, #9 and #10 offer a potential revenue benefit to
the POA. An application has been submitted to Georgetown County Planning to re-zone these spaces
as residential lots. Planning has indicated that they will support the application, but it is considered a
Major Change to our Planned Development and must be approved by the Georgetown County
Planning Commission and County Council. Final approval of the application is contingent upon
approval of the C&R revision removing them from the Common Properties. The lots could then be
offered for sale, generating revenues to replenish the Reserve depleted somewhat by the Hurricane
Matthew clean-up. - - ) -
¢ -

5( Planning has deemed the disposition of the remaining eight Open Sgaces as a Minor Revision and _yvill

approve plats allocating the spaces to the adjacent.owner(s). This alfocation will be made upon-
acceptance by the adjacent owner(s). )

@m&%am& by
roval of the C&

A revision will allow the Board to dispose.of these ten spaces only. The revision
does not remove any other POA ownéd property from the Common Properties.

If you haven't already done so, please return your ballot/proxy promptly in the stamped envelope
provided. The Board encourages you to vote IN FAVOR of the revision.
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	Meeting Agenda
	Regular Council Session -  January 23, 2018
	Private Ambulance Service Franchise Application & Mutual Aid Agreement Renewal
	Procurement #17-106, Rocky Point Boat Landing Improvements
	Contract #13-005, Renewal of E911 Communications Maintenance Agreement - Frontier Communications
	Contract #17-076, Task Order 01:  Project Engineer & Construction Management for Brick Chimney Road Corridor
	Ordinance No. 2018-01 - To amend  the Future Land Use map to redesignate 13 parcels along Nelson Drive and Gregory Lane in Murrells Inlet from Medium Density Residential to Public/Semi-public.
	Forestry Board
	Resolution No. 2018-01 - In support of the South Carolina Forestry Commission, South Carolina Department of Natural Resources, Clemson University, The Nature Conservancy, the South Carolina Prescribed Fire Council and others as they strive to provide educational and technical assistance to landowners through appropriate and continued use of prescribed fire in South Carolina.
	Resolution No. 2018-02 - A Resolution Certifying to the Georgetown County Board of Voter Registration and Elections a Petition Requesting the Creation of a Special Tax District within Garden City, Providing for an Election to be held in Reference Thereto.
	Ordinance No. 2018-01 - To amend  the Future Land Use map to redesignate 13 parcels along Nelson Drive and Gregory Lane in Murrells Inlet from Medium Density Residential to Public/Semi-public.
	Ordinance No. 2018-02 - To amend the boundary lines of the Waccamaw Community Hospital Planned Development to allow for future parking and medical offices.
	Ordinance No. 2018-03 - To amend the Marlin Quay Planned Development to allow for redevelopment of the Marlin Quay Marina Store/Restaurant
	Ordinance No. 2018-04 - An amendment to the conceptual plan for the Debordieu Colony Planned Development to make the PD setback requirements for Community 1 match the indenture deed requirements enforced by the Debordieu POA/ARB.
	Ordinance No. 2017-19 - An  amendment to the Georgetown County Zoning map to rezone approximately 948 acres located along Pennyroyal Road and the Sampit River from Forest and Agriculture (FA) and Conservation Preservation (CP) to Heavy Industrial (HI). - Deferred pending further report from the Land Use Committee
	Ordinance No. 2017-23 – To Amend the Pawleys Plantation Planned Development to change the land use designation for two parcels along Green Wing Teal Lane from Open Space to Single Family in order to allow an additional two single family lots to the PD. - Deferred pending internal review by County Attorney.

