
       

 
CITY OF BEAUFORT 

1901 BOUNDARY STREET 

BEAUFORT MUNICIPAL COMPLEX 

COURT ROOM – Court Side Entrance  

BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29902 

(843) 525-7070 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

          REGULAR MEETING  

FEBRUARY 9, 2010 

 
NOTE: IF YOU HAVE SPECIAL NEEDS DUE TO A PHYSICAL CHALLENGE, PLEASE CALL IVETTE 

BURGESS 525-7070 FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

 

    STATEMENT OF MEDIA NOTIFICATION 

"In accordance with South Carolina Code of Laws, 1976, Section 30-4-80(d), as amended, all local media 

was duly notified of the time, date, place and agenda of this meeting."          
 

I.         CALL TO ORDER                                                                                                             6:00 P.M. 

 Mayor Billy Keyserling 

                           
 II. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 Pastor Brian White – House of God 

 
 III. PROCLAMATIONS/COMMENDATIONS/RECOGNITIONS 

 
IV.      PUBLIC COMMENT 

Time Designated for Council to Receive Comment from the Public  

 
V.       PUBLIC HEARING 

                 
VI.      MINUTES                                                                                                            

Review of the Regular Council Meeting January 26, 2010   

 
VII. OLD BUSINESS  

A. UDO Amendment Revising Sections 6.2, 7.1, and 11.2 to Update the Standards for Townhouse         

Development – 2nd Reading 

B. UDO Amendment Revising Section 5.4.B to Add Requirements for Fencing Around Swimming     

Pools-2nd Reading   

 
VIII. NEW BUSINESS 

A. Request for waiver of open container from the Guild of Beaufort Galleries for the Valentines Day 

event; Art, Champagne & Chocolates slated for February 14, 2010 and also for Spring ArtWalk 

events Saturday, March 20, 2010 and Saturday March 27, 2010 
 

IX.      REPORTS 

 City Manager’s Report 

 Mayor’s Report  

 Reports by Council Members 

 
XI.      ADJOURN 
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A regular meeting of the Beaufort City Council was held on January 26, 2010 in the Beaufort Municipal 
Complex, 1901 Boundary Street. In attendance were Mayor Billy Keyserling, Council members Donnie 
Ann Beer, Gary B. Fordham, Mike Sutton, Mike McFee, and City Manager Scott Dadson. In accordance 
with the South Carolina Code of Laws, 1976, Section 30-4-80(d) as amended, all local media were duly 
notified of the time, date, place, and agenda of this meeting. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 
At 5:12 p.m., on motion by Councilman McFee, seconded by Councilwoman Beer, council voted to meet 
in Executive Session pursuant to Title 30, Chapter 4, Section 70(a) (2) of the South Carolina Code of Laws 
for a discussion and advice from legal counsel regarding a lawsuit.  
 
CALL TO ORDER 
The Mayor called the regular meeting to order at 6:06 p.m. 
 
INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The invocation was given by Pastor Mel Arant of Waters Edge United Methodist Church. The Pledge of 
Allegiance was led by the Mayor. 
 
Councilwoman Beer, seconded by Councilman Fordham, made a motion to come out of Executive 
Session and resume the regular council meeting at 6:08 p.m. The motion was approved unanimously. 
Mr. Dadson said council had discussed a pending legal action.  
 
Councilman Sutton, seconded by Councilman Fordham, made a motion to appeal the judgment received 
from the State Circuit Court judge in the lawsuit against the city brought by the owner of the Airport 
Junction property. The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
PROCLAMATION OF FEBRUARY 8, 2010 AS BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION DAY 
The mayor read the proclamation. Councilwoman Beer, seconded by Councilman McFee, moved to 
approve the resolution. The motion was approved unanimously.  
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
Bonnie Hargrove, former executive director of Beaufort Performing Arts, said that the BPA board had 
voted to shut the organization’s doors. The task force for BPA was formed with a vision of growth and 
that’s not happened because of the economy and other reasons. The theatre program is strong, and 
partnerships have been good, but 70% of their donor base has dried up, and they can’t maintain the 
current business model. A focus group has said there need to be major cuts. Hargrove said “the board is 
tired.” She asked council to consider ways to help, possibly by helping to overcome a short fall of 
$25,000. 
 
Angela Hegstrom, 2704 Bull Street, said she had studied the revised UDO, and it has no specific use 
standards for “indoor entertainment.” It’s listed as an example of a category. All other commercial uses 
have specific standards, and she asked council to do the same with indoor entertainment. 
 
MINUTES 
The minutes of the regular council meeting on January 12, 2010 were presented to council for review. 
Councilwoman Beer, seconded by Councilman Fordham, moved approval of the minutes. Councilman 
McFee said he, rather than Councilman McFee, as was stated, attended the Fort Sumter Preservation 
Trust meeting. Council voted unanimously to approve the minutes as revised. 
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The minutes of the council work session on January 19, 2010 were presented to council for review. 
Councilwoman Beer , seconded by Councilman Fordham, moved approval of the minutes.  Council voted 
unanimously to approve the minutes. 
 
ORDINANCE REVISING PART 5, CHAPTER 1, ARTICLE D OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES PERTAINING TO 
THE PRIVATE SEWAGE DISPOSAL CODE  
Councilwoman Beer moved and Councilman Fordham seconded approval of the revision to the 
ordinance on second reading. Libby Anderson said the 2006 ordinance became effective in July 2008, 
and this revision will bring it up to date in referencing the correct code and by cutting appendices. The 
motion passed unanimously. 
 
UDO AMENDMENT REVISING SECTIONS 6.2, 7.1, AND 11.2 TO REVISE THE STANDARDS FOR 
TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT 
Ms. Anderson asked that the second reading be tabled so staff can make a clarification to the wording 
regarding the grandfathering provision for existing developments. Councilwoman Beer moved and 
Councilman Fordham seconded tabling the vote. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCE REVISING PART 5, CHAPTER 1, ARTICLE A OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, PERTAINING TO 
THE RESIDENTIAL BUILDING CODE 
Councilwoman Beer moved and Councilman Fordham seconded approval of the revision to the 
ordinance on second reading. Ms. Anderson said this also pertains to the changes in the ordinance to 
reference the 2006 code and changes wording so they don’t have to come to council every 2 years. The 
motion passed unanimously. 
 
AMENDMENT REVISING SECTIONS 8.1 AND 9.4 PERTAINING TO LOT RECOMBINATIONS 
Councilwoman Beer moved and Councilman Fordham seconded approval of the revision to the 
amendment on second reading. Ms. Anderson said this will make lot recombination easier in non-
conforming lots and eliminates the requirement for consolidation of non-conforming lots. The motion 
passed unanimously. 
 
AMENDMENT REVISING SECTION 5.1 OF THE UDO TO PERMIT INDOOR ENTERTAINMENT IN THE 
LIMITED INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT BY SPECIAL EXCEPTION 
Councilwoman Beer moved and Councilman Sutton seconded approval of the revision to the UDO on 
second reading. Ms. Hegstrom said she lives close to a light industrial area. As she stated previously, she 
discovered that there are no specific use standards for indoor or outdoor entertainment in the city’s 
UDO except for “live entertainment” of a sexually oriented nature. She’s opposed to the special 
exception because there are no use standards, which is what a special exception would follow. Because 
those standards aren’t in place in the UDO, she feels it’s a re-zoning of light industrial and will bring a lot 
of people into her neighborhood. 
 
Mayor Keyserling said this amendment makes it possible for someone to attempt to get an exception to 
change the use. An application would go through the public process, and they would have to be specific 
about use and then that use would have to be approved.  
 
Sue Partridge, 309 Frazier Drive, said that the neighborhood has been in this process for 8-10 years and 
during that time they have gotten buildings that aren’t compatible with the neighborhood. Therefore, 
property values have gone down, and at the time, they were told they would have the opportunity to 
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speak, but their words “fell on deaf ears,” even though they “talked to everybody.” They asked for the 
buildings “to be conducive to the neighborhood,” but they weren’t. Mayor Keyserling said three zoning 
districts are under discussion in this matter; no one has anything pending to his knowledge. He thinks 
those who’ve spoken up are being heard, even if they’re not being agreed with. He believes the BES 
building was a different issue. Councilwoman Beer agreed. 
 
Ms. Anderson said the specific use standards section uses are approved by staff administratively or by 
special exception. Special exceptions go further and can be done on a case by case basis; the special 
exception is more powerful because it’s done in a public forum and can be tailored to the use at hand. 
She reminded that even if it doesn’t say it has specific use standards, all other standards still apply.  
 
The motion passed 4-1 with Councilman Fordham opposing. 
 
Dartha Pearce, 302 Frazier Drive, asked for clarification of what sort of business might be put in the 
space next to her house. Mayor Keyserling said the special exception change under discussion would 
only apply to the use of the building; the standards would remain the same. If the use changes, the 
development standards and requirements would have to be met, and additional standards can be 
imposed, i.e., hours of operation, etc. Ms. Pearce asked for rules as to what could be coming in next to 
her under special exception; she wouldn’t be comfortable with certain uses.  
 
Ms. Hegstrom asked if signs would be placed on the property, and notification given in writing of the 
request for special exception. Ms. Anderson said a request for special exception is heard by the ZBOA 
after a public hearing which is announced with signs posted 15 days prior and advertisement in the 
Beaufort Gazette. Letters are sent to property owners based on tax records of who lives there. 
Councilman Sutton asked Ms. Anderson to clarify what Ms. Pearce’s experience would be. He feels the 
service notification standard of 200’ might not work in all neighborhoods with changes. If 200’ doesn’t 
work, then it might need to be changed and should be discussed in a work session. Ms. Anderson said 
they can do whatever they like, and agreed that it needs to be written down.  
 
Ms. Hegstrom asked if under the special exception the real property gets the special exception or the 
business license gets it. Mayor Keyserling said it’s specific to the property, and for that use and that use 
only. It can have a different owner, but it has to have the same use and the same building. Ms. Anderson 
said a health club, if it goes out of business, can’t be replaced with a bowling alley without a separate 
application, though they’d both be light industrial. It’s a different use. 
 
UDO AMENDMENT REVISING SECTION 5.4B TO ADD REQUIREMENTS FOR FENCING AROUND 
SWIMMING POOLS 
Councilwoman Beer moved and Councilman McFee seconded approval of the revision to the ordinance 
on first reading. Councilman Sutton asked if this changes with the accessory dwelling. Ms. Anderson said 
it’s all in the same section. The current requirements are in the appendices; when the current codes 
were adopted, the appendices weren’t adopted, so they can’t be enforced. This will put them in the 
zoning ordinance instead. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
DISCUSSION REGARDING BUGGY TOURS 
Mayor Keyserling said council received a 29-page quarterly report on the “challenges” facing the two 
local tour operators. Mr. Dadson said the tour operators weren’t invited but Chief Clancy and Officer 
Carter were available to answer questions. Councilman Fordham said after reading about the problems, 
both buggy tour operators “sound like two first graders arguing.” He feels that if they don’t get their acts 
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together, he wouldn’t support giving licenses to either operator the next time they come up for review. 
He said he “was totally disgusted” when he read it. Councilwoman Beer said it’s not known whose 
horse’s mess is being cleaned up, and she feels both companies should have to split the cost of clean-up. 
Mayor Keyserling said each day one calls and says the other isn’t cleaning up their mess. He regrets the 
police are burdened with two companies that can’t work together. Councilman Sutton said the banter 
between the companies is monopolizing the officer’s time. The fees they pay seem to make them feel 
that they “own” the officer. The ordinance set the program up that way, and it needs revision. He was 
disgusted, too, but then realized that he’s seen the problems (and clean-up) happen in his 
neighborhood. With 2.5 months of reports, mostly about who didn’t clean up something, he’d like the 
operators in a work session discussing how it can work in the future. He agrees that a third party could 
do clean-up. On the anniversary date of the agreement, if the bickering continues, he’d like to see just 
one operator permitted and their single license would be in jeopardy if they don’t follow the rules. 
Councilwoman Beer said she didn’t think that could be done. Councilman Sutton said he supports horse 
and buggies if they can get their acts together.  
 
Councilman McFee said in Savannah and Charleston, they have much bigger operations, and they must 
have issues. The clean-up in Charleston is done by a private party that the buggy companies pay for. This 
is a waste of time for the police and the citizens. He’s on board with “regrouping or removing.” 
Councilman Sutton said they’re obviously lying about what’s happening, and the clear violations of the 
ordinance he’s witnessed are not what’s in the report. A good operator would find a way to make it 
work. Mayor Keyserling said when there were two other operators, they had the same problems. 
Council is the point of contact, and he feels it’s time for a serious discussion about the business and 
resources. It keeps being postponed, and they need a work session with the owners. Legal council will 
tell them how to enforce the contract more strongly. Councilwoman Beer said the clean-up issue is a 
health and safety issue. Mr. Dadson said there should be a review by the city attorney and police input is 
welcome. Chief Clancy said the report speaks for itself. It is available on the web site. Councilman 
Fordham asked that when they’re invited to the work session, there be frequent mention of the word 
“fire.” 
 
APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS AND COMMISSION: SELECTION OF TERMS FOR MEMBERS OF THE 
REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
Mayor Keyserling said 5 new members are being appointed. To meet the statute regarding rotation, 7 
people will be selected for a 1-year term: Michael McNally, Martin Goodman, James Bellew, Ed 
Barnhardt, Bob Pinkerton, James Rugala, and Denise Bolin. Jon Verity and Wendy Zara will have 2-year 
terms. 
 
CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 
Mr. Dadson said that council will be in their retreat, not in their regular work session, next Tuesday, 
February 2, 2010. This retreat is open to the public. 
 
He said that Paul Sommerville had informed him that the Public Facilities committee had passed a 
resolution at the county council’s Public Services committee meeting to move forward with the 
Boundary Street Project. BTAG is an advisory group that helps to determine how to manage more 
limited resources (i.e., impact fees) with larger expenses. They didn’t agree with staff recommendations 
and as a committee, BTAG elected to remove 5A (the Bluffton Parkway bridge over the marsh) and the 
Parkway will end at Burnt Church Road. Because of that, BTAG discussed how to use those monies best 
and will extend Highway 278 from 2 lanes at one point, to improve Highway 170, and to put money back 
into the Boundary Street Project. The engineering for the Boundary Street Project was held up during 
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this uncertainty. Where the monies will be put has not been decided yet, but moving forward with the 
engineering has been.  
 
REPORTS BY COUNCIL MEMBERS 
Councilwoman Beer said the city has now taken out 119 tons of trash in 6 neighborhoods. She offered 
public thanks for what they’ve done. Mayor Keyserling wants to have a party at 200 tons. Councilwoman 
Beer thanked the police and fire departments, too. The next clean-up area is south of Hermitage Road, 
and Mayor Keyserling asked for volunteers to organize it because they don’t have a neighborhood 
association. 
 
Councilman Sutton called up Ms. Hargrove to speak with again about BPA; he said he understood her to 
say that the board is not going to move forward; there is hope but a shortfall. She said she has 
permission to get a line of credit and could pay $15,000 of it back by June 30. Councilman Sutton asked 
how the BPA board feels about her championing the cause when they’re “tired.” The city is a partner in 
BPA and has a long history of supporting it. He wants to know how the $15,000 the city gives BPA could 
be leveraged. Ms. Hargrove said she will take a pay cut as will the rest of staff and redo their business 
plan as all arts organizations are having to do. A lot of people want to help because they realize the 
community will lose a huge asset. Season ticket holders won’t have a show to go to if they close the 
doors now. Councilman Sutton said the city’s a partner with a dedicated budget stream. He wants to 
know if they could creatively use that money the city provides, i.e., give $30,000 this year and $10,000 
next, etc. Ms. Hargrove said she thinks that would save BPA. The business plan they have doesn’t work 
and needs to be restructured. Councilman Sutton said that if BPA regrouped their board, BPA and the 
city are current partners, and they shouldn’t forgo an opportunity to act creatively. Ms. Hargrove said 
they would need more input from the city. Councilman Sutton asked Shirley Hughes what the city might 
be able to do and asked her to take a look at it.  
 
Councilman Sutton said today was the grand opening of Beaufort’s arts center, a mixed media complex 
and a community arts center. It’s not the same as BPA, but it will be a great facility for community use at 
Beaufort High School. 
 
Councilman Sutton recalled that two years ago, the capital budget plan had $10,000 set aside for a radar 
display. Ms. Hughes said it’s not in the CIP this year. Councilman Sutton asked Chief Clancy if it could be 
effectively used if they bought it. Chief Clancy said yes, it might be effective to get people’s attention. 
Councilman Sutton asked if it could be used on east / west streets downtown. Chief Clancy said yes. 
They track traffic hotspots where there are wrecks or citizen complaints, and they’d use it in those 
areas. They’ve borrowed some in the past from the county. Port Royal has one. Councilman Sutton 
would like to see the budget amended, and Mr. Dadson said staff can amend it. Mayor Keyserling asked 
if council concurred. Councilwoman Beer said she’d consider it and would like to hear its impact on the 
budget. There was general agreement with her among council. 
 
Councilman McFee said the first meeting of the Tricentennial Commission went very well. They’re 
looking at licensing of logos and branding. There are very talented and motivated people who are 
looking to do this inexpensively but professionally. The next meeting is February 8 in the City Hall 
conference room. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
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There being no further business to come before City Council, Councilman Fordham made a motion to 
adjourn, seconded by Councilwoman Beer. The motion was approved unanimously, and the meeting 
was adjourned at 7:16 p.m. 
 
ATTEST:  ________________________________________ 
  SHIRLEY HUGHES, ACTING CITY CLERK 
 



 
  

CITY OF BEAUFORT 
 DEPARTMENT REQUEST FOR 
 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM 
  
 
 **(Deadline for Submission - Wednesday Noon 
 Prior to Tuesday’s Meeting)** 
 
TO:  City Manager DATE:  February 3, 2010 
 
FROM: Libby Anderson, Planning Director  

 
AGENDA ITEM TITLE:        UDO Amendment Revising Sections 6.2, 7.1, and 11.2 to 
Update the Standards for Townhouse Development–Second Reading 
 
MEETING DATE: February 9, 2010 
  
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: (Attach additional pages if necessary) 
 
Staff has prepared an amendment to the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 
revising the standards for townhouse development.  Second reading of the ordinance 
was tabled at Council’s January 26 meeting, so that staff could clarify how the 
ordinance applies to existing townhouse developments. To that end, a new paragraph 6 
entitled “Existing Developments” has been added (see page 2 of the attached 
ordinance, last paragraph). The revised ordinance is ready for second reading by City 
Council. 
  
 
 
APPROVAL BY CITY MANAGER:     ( ) APPROVED    ( ) NOT APPROVED 

 
CITY ATTORNEY APPROVAL REQUIRED ( ) YES ( ) NO 
 
PLACED ON AGENDA FOR: 
  
REMARKS:    
 
COUNCIL ACTION:   Date: 
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O R D I N A N C E 
 
AMENDING SECTIONS 6.2, 7.1, AND 11.2 OF THE CITY OF BEAUFORT UNIFIED 
DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE TO REVISE THE DESIGN STANDARDS FOR 
TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT 
 
WHEREAS, the current standards for townhouse development in the Unified Development 
Ordinance have been in place for over twenty years; and 
 
WHEREAS, the current standards for townhouse development result in a suburban, auto-oriented 
type of development; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City’s comprehensive plan encourages infill development and redevelopment of 
existing lots in the urbanized area; and 
 
WHEREAS, the comprehensive plan recommends that townhouses be permitted more widely in 
the City as a method of increasing urban density and offering more variety in housing types; and 
 
WHEREAS, staff has prepared an amendment to the Unified Development Ordinance revising 
townhouse standards to create a more traditional and urban form of development; and  
 
WHEREAS, this amendment has been presented to the City of Beaufort--Town of Port Royal Joint 
Municipal Planning Commission and the Commission recommended approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, a public hearing before the Beaufort City Council was held regarding this ordinance 
amendment on November 10, 2009, with notice of the hearing published in The Beaufort Gazette 
on October 27, 2009; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Beaufort, South 
Carolina, duly assembled and by authority of same, pursuant to the power vested in the Council by 
Section 6-29-760, Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, that The Unified Development 
Ordinance of the City of Beaufort, South Carolina be amended as follows: 
 

1. Revise Section 6.2, “Alternative Residential District Options,” by deleting the current 
subsection D, “Townhouses,” and replacing it with a new subsection D to read as follows: 

 
D. Townhouses 
The regulations as contained in this section, shall be applied to Townhouses where 
permitted in any district except the Boundary Street Redevelopment District. 
 
1. Access 
All townhouse lots created after November 2009 shall be located on a public or private 
street. 
 
2. Sidewalks 
Sidewalks are required as part of townhouse development on all townhouse lots created 
after December 2009. If sidewalks do not currently exist along the street frontage, 
sidewalks, a minimum of 5’ in width, shall be provided. Sidewalks shall be located in the 
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street right-of-way; however, if an encroachment permit cannot be secured for construction 
of a sidewalk on an existing street, the sidewalk shall be constructed as close to the front 
property as possible and placed in an access easement. 
 
3. Development Standards 

a. The minimum lot width for a townhouse lot is 16’. 
b. In residential districts, there is a front build-to line of between 10’ and 20’  
 measured to the front building line. 
c.    In commercial districts, there is front build-to line of between 0 and 15’  
      measured to the front building line. 
d.  There is no required side yard or rear yard setback. 
e.  Maximum building coverage is 85% per lot; there is no limit on impervious  
     surface. 

 
4. Parking 

a. Two on-site parking spaces are required per unit. 
b. In place of on-site parking, required parking may be provided in a community 

parking area or garage, the title to which or easement for the use of which runs 
with an/or is appurtenant to the title of the townhouse. 

c. On-site parking is prohibited in front of the townhouse structure; any on-site 
parking must be in the rear. 

 
5. Design Standards 

a. Townhouse dwellings are subject to design review by either the Design Review  
 Board or the Historic District Review Board, as appropriate. 
b. The finished first floor height should be raised a minimum of 3’ from the  
 average adjacent sidewalk grade.  
c. Minimum building height is two stories. 
d. Maximum building height is three stories in residential districts and 4 stories in  
 commercial districts, subject to design review by the appropriate review authority. 
e. An 8’ front porch or 4’ stoop is required in residential districts.  

 
(1)  Porches shall have a minimum depth of 8’ and shall have a minimum length 

of 25% of the townhouse unit. Porches may occur forward of the build-to line, 
but shall not extend into the right-of-way. Front porches may be screened; 
however, if screened, all architectural expression (columns, railings, pickets, 
etc.) must occur on the outside of the screen.  

 
(2) Stoops shall have a minimum depth of 4’ and shall have a minimum length of 

10% and maximum length of 25% of the townhouse unit, not including the 
stairs. Stoops may occur forward of the build-to line, but shall not extend into 
the right-of-way. Stoop stairs may run to the front or to the side. Stoops may 
be shared by two adjacent units. Stoops may be covered or uncovered. 

 
6. Existing Developments 

Townhouse developments existing on January 1, 2010, in which more than 50% of 
the area available for platting is already platted, or where more than 50% of the 
allowable lots that could be situated on the property are already platted, may continue 
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to utilize the established site and general townhouse design of the development. 
“Area available for platting” does not include required open space and areas for 
stormwater drainage. 

 
2. Revise Section 7.1, “Streets,” by deleting the current subsection A, “Street Access,” and 

replacing it with a new subsection A to read as follows:  
 

A. Street Access 
Except as outlined below, no buildings shall hereafter be erected, constructed, moved 
or relocated on a lot unless such lot is located on a publicly dedicated, publicly 
accepted or publicly maintained street, or on an approved private street, with a right-
of-way 34 feet or greater.  All structures shall be so located on lots or building plots as 
to provide safe and convenient access for servicing, fire protection, and the required 
on-site parking. 

1. Existing Multi-tenant Centers 
Access to lots in multi-tenant centers existing on March 2004 can be provided 
by access easements a minimum of 25’ in width. 

2. Townhouses Developments 
Access to townhouse lots platted before January 2010 can be provided by 
driveways and/or access easements approved by the Technical Review 
Committee. 

 
3. Revise Section 11.2, “Definitions,” by deleting the current definition of “Dwelling, 

Townhouse,”  replacing it with a new definition to read as follows: 
 

Dwelling, Townhouse.  One of a series of three or more attached one-family dwelling 
units on separate lots.  

 
This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption. 
 
 
                                    __________________________________ 
                                                  BILLY KEYSERLING, MAYOR 
(SEAL)                  Attest: 
                                        _________________________________________ 
                                               SHIRLEY D. HUGHES, ACTING CITY CLERK 
 
1st Reading       _______________                                            
 
2nd Reading & Adoption  _______________ 
 
           
Reviewed by:  _________________________________________ 
                        WILLIAM B. HARVEY, III, CITY ATTORNEY      



 

______________________________________________________________________________

  

CITY OF BEAUFORT 
DEPARTMENT REQUEST FOR 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM 
 

__________________________________________________________ 

 
** (Deadline for Submission - Wednesday Noon 

Prior to Tuesday’s Meeting) ** 

 

TO:  City Manager DATE:  February 5, 2010 

 

FROM: Libby Anderson, Planning Director 

 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE: UDO Amendment Revising Section 5.4.B to Add Requirements 

for Fencing Around Swimming Pools-Second Reading  

 

MEETING DATE: February 9, 2010  

 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: (Attach additional pages if necessary)  

 

Staff has prepared an ordinance revising the UDO to require fencing around swimming pools on residential lots. 

This amendment was presented to the City of Beaufort-Town of Port Royal Joint Municipal Planning commission at 

their December 14 meeting.  A public hearing on the proposed amendment was held at the January 12 City council 

meeting s 

 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

APPROVAL BY CITY MANAGER:     ( ) APPROVED    ( ) NOT APPROVED 

 

CITY ATTORNEY APPROVAL REQUIRED ( ) YES ( ) NO 

 

PLACED ON AGENDA FOR: 

 

REMARKS: 

 

Council action:   
First reading – January 26, 2010. Approval for Second reading February 9, 2010 
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O R D I N A N C E 
 
AMENDING SECTION 5.4 OF THE CITY OF BEAUFORT UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT 
ORDINANCE TO REQUIRE FENCING AROUND SWIMMING POOLS ON RESIDENTIAL 
LOTS 
 
WHEREAS, until July 2009, the requirements for fencing around swimming pools on residential 
lots had been contained in the building code; and 
 
WHEREAS, the building code requirements that have been authorized for use in South Carolina 
no longer contain the requirements for fencing around swimming pools; and 
 
WHEREAS, staff has prepared an amendment to the Unified Development Ordinance that 
requires fencing around swimming pools on residential lots; and 
 
WHEREAS, this amendment has been presented to the City of Beaufort-Town of Port Royal 
Joint Municipal Planning Commission and the Commission recommended approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, a public hearing before the Beaufort City Council was held regarding this ordinance 
amendment on January 12, 2010, with notice of the hearing published in The Beaufort Gazette 
on December 28, 2009; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Beaufort, South 
Carolina, duly assembled and by authority of same, pursuant to the power vested in the Council 
by Section 6-29-760, Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, that The Unified Development 
Ordinance of the City of Beaufort, South Carolina be amended as follows: 

 
Revise Section 5.4, “Accessory Uses,” by deleting the current Subsection B, “Uses 
Customarily Accessory to Residential Dwellings,” and replacing it with a new Subsection B 
to read as follows: 
 

B. Uses Customarily Accessory to Residential Dwellings 
1. Either a private garage or workshop subject to the following standards: 

a. Such structure shall not be located in front of the front line of the 
dwelling except on lots on the marsh or water or where the garage will 
be more than 100’ from the front property line. 

b. A garage shall not exceed 50% of the footprint of the dwelling; 
however, in no case shall the footprint of the garage exceed 1,200 
square feet. 

c. Detached garages shall not exceed the height of the primary structure 
except when the garage contains an accessory dwelling unit. 

d. A garage may be provided with electricity, a sink, and a commode. 

e. A workshop shall not exceed 320 square feet. 
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f. A workshop may be provided with electricity and a sink, but shall not 
be used as an accessory dwelling unit. 

2. One shed or storage building up to 3% of the size of the lot, not to exceed 
320 square feet.  Steel cargo storage containers or modified versions thereof 
are not permitted.  Sheds shall not be located in front of the front line of the 
dwelling.  Such shed may be provided with electricity and a sink. 

3. One children's playhouse up to 150 square feet in size and play equipment. 
4. One private swimming pool, which may have a bath house or cabana up to 

200 square feet in size and 15 feet in height. Such pool shall having fencing 
(barriers) meeting the requirements of Section AG105 of the International 
Residential Code as amended. 

5. One private dock which may have a boat house under 15 feet in height. 
6. Noncommercial flower, ornamental shrub or vegetable garden. 
7. Gazebos, trellises, picnic tables, and furniture designed specifically for 

outdoor use. 
8. One accessory dwelling unit subject to the standards set out in Section 

5.3.B.1. 
 
This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption. 
 
 
                                    __________________________________ 
                                                  BILLY KEYSERLING, MAYOR 
(SEAL)                  Attest: 
                                        _________________________________________ 
                                               SHIRLEY D. HUGHES, ACTING CITY CLERK 
 
1st Reading       _______________                                            
 
2nd Reading & Adoption  _______________ 
 
           
Reviewed by:  _________________________________________ 
                        WILLIAM B. HARVEY, III, CITY ATTORNEY      
 





 

Reggie Przybysz, Owner  Old Bay Marketplace  917-B Bay Street  Beaufort, SC  29902  843-379-9710  

 

 

 

February 1, 2010 
 
 
Mr. Scott Dadson 
Beaufort City Manager 
via e-mail:  sdadson@cityofbeaufort.org 
 
Dear Mr. Dadson: 
 
On behalf of the Guild of Beaufort Galleries, I am requesting waivers for the Open Container 
Ordinance during three events scheduled for this spring.  The participating galleries are located along 
Bay St. and on Charles St.  This is the twelfth year the galleries have been holding ArtWalks.  Each 
one is attended by up to several hundred local and out-of-town visitors alike.  We would like to once 
again request the waivers to allow our visitors to walk between galleries with their refreshments.  We 
continue to attract responsible adults to our events and have not had any issues in the past. 
 
The first event is our second annual Valentine ArtWalk which will be held Sunday February 14 from 
noon until 6:00 pm, with the requested waiver for those hours. 
 
Our traditional Spring ArtWalk has always been the same weekend as St. Helena’s Home Tours.  This 
year, however, the tour has recently been changed to only Friday evening March 19th, instead of one 
week later as had been previously announced.  We have, therefore, decided to hold two events.  The 
first will be Saturday March 20th from 5 – 7:00 pm.  And, since we had already started to publicize it, 
our second event will be our originally planned date of Saturday March 27th from 5 – 7:30 pm.  
 
 Receptions for featured artists and our guests run officially from 4:00 or 5:00 – 7:30 pm, but many 
galleries remain open beyond that time to accommodate visitors throughout the evening.  
Accordingly, I am requesting the waivers for March 20th and 27th from 4:30 to 8:30 pm.   
 
Also, for several ArtWalks, the City was able to provide additional temporary trash receptacles along 
Bay Street.  We would like to request this again for March 27th, if it was found to be effective in 
controlling any additional trash that was generated. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.  Please let me know if you need any additional information (379-
9710). 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Reggie Przybysz 


