CITY OF BEAUFORT
HISTORIC REVIEW BOARD
1911 BOUNDARY STREET
BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29902
(843) 525-7011
FAX: (843) 986-5606

A meeting of the Historic District Review Board was held on June 8, 2011 at 2:00 p.m. in the City
Hall Planning Conference Room, 1911 Boundary Street. In attendance were Chairman Joel
Newman, Board members Bill Chambers, Marianne Norton, Mike Rainey, and Inez Neal, and
City Historic Preservation Planner Donna Alley.

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.

CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Newman called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m.

MINUTES FOR THE MEETING OF MAY 11, 2011
Mr. Chambers made a motion to defer the minutes until the next meeting.

REVIEW OF FULL BOARD PROJECTS

201 New Street — Pool and Garden Wall, Final Review.

Applicant: Montgomery Architecture & Planning, Inc. for Tom Robson (HR11-20)

Ms. Alley explained what was involved in the application. The applicant wants to put a lap pool
in the east lawn of their property. Rob Montgomery, representing the applicant, showed where
the pool would be on a map of the property. They are “treating it more like a landscape
feature.” It’s meant to look like a reflecting pool, he said, and is connected to the downstairs
living space with a brick-framed concrete terrace. There’s a retaining wall element that will
back up to a landscape buffer which is in turn connected to the old bluff. It wouldn’t be seen
from the north vista at all, Mr. Montgomery said. The newels will go at the end of the retaining
wall.

Old brick will frame an oyster shell terrace; that old brick will be salvaged off the site, Mr.

Montgomery said. A discussion ensued about the height of the coping. The codes require that

the fencing terminate at the sea wall, Mr. Montgomery said, and he showed a diagram of the
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plan for that. Ms. Alley said the rule is because they wouldn’t approve anything being attached
to the sea wall. The post is in front of the oak tree, Mr. Chambers clarified. Mr. Montgomery
said he assumed the fence line is required to project beyond the wall. Mr. Chambers said it’s to
keep “strays” from falling into the pool. There was discussion as to what the Historic District
Review Board preferred to see as opposed to the presented item. Mr. Rainey said it would set a
precedent and has no place in the Historic District. Chairman Newman said he is untroubled by
the iron extending, but it could be less elaborate, with no flourish at the end. Mr. Montgomery
offered to run pickets out. Chairman Newman said he would prefer not to see the sea wall with
a fully picketed fence on it. Mr. Montgomery said they’re replacing the pickets that were there
before.

Mr. Chambers asked what was happening between the buffer and the adjacent property to the
east. Mr. Montgomery said it’s well-established and won’t be thickened. Chairman Newman
said it’s “pretty much a green wall.” The pool is 18” above natural grade, Mr. Chambers
clarified. The drive will remain the same, Mr. Montgomery said. He added that on the
neighbor’s side, the wire fence would be extended, not the picket fence. Chairman Newman
asked if there is a closing gate required, and Mr. Montgomery said yes, it was completely gated
before.

Maxine Lutz of Historic Beaufort Foundation said their committee didn’t meet, so there was no
formulated opinion. “Pools are always an issue for us,” Ms. Lutz said. There are 5-7 pools on
The Point, Ms. Alley said. Ms. Norton added that they’re well-hidden. Ms. Alley said typically
they’re not reviewed unless they are visible or there’s something visible like fencing. Ms. Lutz
said they questioned the need for an additional water feature; “is the river not enough?” she
asked. Mr. Montgomery said that feature’s not important to the clients, though they would
really like to have it if it's not offensive to anyone.

Mr. Rainey said he’s opposed to pools in the Historic District. If there are seven of them in the
Historic District already, then this one is sited well and won’t be seen by anyone. He’ll go along
with it with reservations. He's also bothered by the water feature, he said, and feels they are
appropriate in Dataw, not the Historic District, where it does not “coalesce with the idea of the
Historic District.” Saving two pieces of iron could be done somewhere else. Mr. Chambers said
he agrees with Mr. Rainey with the exception of the feature. It's “not much of a water feature.”
Mr. Montgomery said its 18” high on the back side. Mr. Rainey said it can be seen from the
water. Mr. Chambers said it will look like a retaining wall. There was general discussion of the
wall and feature. Chairman Newman said it seems like more of a landscape device. Mr. Rainey
reiterated his opposition to “the garden wall” in that case.

Jay Weidner suggested building a retaining wall instead to level the ground. Chairman Newman
said that’s what this feature is, essentially. He feels “the fewer doo-dads the better.”
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Mr. Chambers made a motion, Ms. Neal second, that the application be approved as submitted.
The motion passed 4-1, with Mr. Rainey opposed.

601 Craven Street - Continuation — Alterations, Additions, Preliminary Review.

Applicant: Daniel Henry (HR11-16)

At the last Historic District Review Board meeting, Ms. Alley said Mr. Henry received preliminary
approval with conditions for the front steps and was asked to return with further details.

Mr. Henry said he wants to put brick below the staircase like his neighbor has. By removing the
staircase, he would be able to park a vehicle off the street. He’s indifferent to what happens to
the space and was merely looking for the board’s guidance, he said. Chairman Newman asked if
there were a curb, and Mr. Henry said yes, but he’s proposing going deeper into his lot, where
he pulls into a ditch now. The sidewalk was created to go to the door.

Mr. Henry said he thought it was a historical continuance of the Arsenal, but it’s not. He would
propose lowering it to grade to park on and putting in some shrubs. Ms. Alley said Public Works
will make the final decision about what he can do there if he wants to change it because it’s in
the right-of-way. The retaining wall is perhaps from the 1930s or 40s, Ms. Alley said. If he’s
successful in removing the wall, Ms. Alley asked if the board had a preference for material for
the parking. Mr. Henry said he is happy to leave it, but he wants to move the stairs away from
there. He might entertain the idea of repairing it, but he likes it broken up.

He’s proposing putting antique bricks back in in a stacked fashion, and the sidewalk will “leads
to nowhere.” Ms. Alley said if it’s in the yard, he can take it out, but not if it’s public property.
Mr. Rainey said he’d like to see the wall retained. Mr. Chambers said it shouldn’t be removed if
it’s historical. Mr. Henry reiterated that he’s happy to leave it.

In regard to the porch, Mr. Chambers asked why he wanted to use brick. Mr. Henry said he has
a pile of antique bricks, and he’d like to use them. He could use boards. Right now there are
concrete blocks, but when he moves the stairs, he wants to replace it.

Mr. Henry said he has a new idea about the porch, which would be screened with heated space
on top, in which case the gate gets moved and a courtyard created. Chairman Newman said he
should submit that idea to the Historic District Review Board. JH asked for “a little feedback,”
but there was general assent that the board was unable to do that. Mr. Henry said he’s moving
the gate regardless and plans to rearrange the courtyard as well. Jay Weidner said the Historic
Beaufort Foundation Preservation Committee “could kick ideas around,” and they would like to
accommodate his needs. Mr. Rainey said he takes his direction from the Historic Beaufort
Foundation board, and his vote reflects their ideas.

Ms. Alley said additions are appropriate for houses if they meet standards, and if they are met,
they “need not court Historic Beaufort Foundation.” Ms. Lutz said many architects come to the
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Preservation Committee, and “we bat ideas around.” Ann Bluntzer’s changes were
enthusiastically endorsed, Weidner said, by the Preservation Committee. Several people
recommended the Department of Interior’s standards; the issue before was adding porches
where there had never been porches, not any addition.

Mr. Rainey moved that the application as submitted be approved with the retaining wall
being retained. Ms. Neal seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

The conversation continued as to the additions and what might work. Chairman Newman said
he feels “there’s an organic way to enlarge that house.”

Parking Issues
Ms. Alley handed out drawings of the Baptist Church parking lot where new trees have been

planted. Ms. Alley said that Liza Hill had hoped to put in informal parallel parking that would
include a cross-tie to retain the gravel “in an attempt to control the parking a little.” Mr. Rainey
said there are 2.5 acres of parking beyond it. He wants to have No Parking signs put up to
protect trees and wildflowers which he volunteered to water. Mr. Chambers said all the streets
in Beaufort with sidewalks are made for parking on-street. Mr. Rainey said he objects to the
railroad ties. There was further discussion about protecting the trees. Mr. Chambers said “the
sidewalks were done so people could park on the streets.” Ms. Alley said they want to control it
to save the trees. Mr. Rainey said cars are hitting the root systems of the new trees. He feels
“making another lot within a lot is a bad idea.” Churches park their parishioners there on
Sunday. Mr. Rainey said it used to be concrete slab which was taken up to plant trees. Ms. Alley
said she’d bring the suggestion to sod it to Ms. Hill. Mr. Rainey suggested the city sod it, and if
he got eight cones, he could put them up on Sundays to keep people from parking up to the
trees. Weidner said he does similar work, and they could spread Bermuda seed spread to save
money over sod. Bowers with rope are another solution.

Mr. Chambers said he is concerned that the ties will fall apart. Mr. Rainey told Ms. Hill he’d
rather see the place natural. He recommended the sodding, offered to water, and to place
cones by the trees on Sundays. Ms. Hill said he would need a seed to help it germinate; sod
would not take without a lot of watering. Plantation mix is a natural product, she said, and has
been used in various parks and on Spring Island, etc. It will look neater and more finished.
Sodding will still allow people to park there. Mr. Rainey said “the whole three acre lot is fil
Ms. Lutz said there are “all kinds of artifacts” there. Ms. Lutz asked what’s wrong with No
Parking signs. Ms. Hill said the right-of-way in Beaufort belongs to SCDOT, so it’s legal to park in
the right-of-way. The police chief will give tickets, and that will “raise quite a stink.” Chairman
Newman said that’s not a solution, anyway, because parkers will go elsewhere.

III

Mr. Rainey reiterated his objection to “a parking lot within the parking lot” and the use of
railroad ties in the Historic District. Ms. Hill said she wants to protect the trees but also the
aesthetics are “nasty-looking,” and this is a cheap way to fix it. Mr. Rainey said he’s looking at a
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graveled, railroad tied parking lot from his property, and he’d like to see it landscaped. There
was further general discussion about a solution. Ms. Lutz said the Baptist Church took trees
down in the 70s, and the neighborhood has wanted to have trees again for some time. Mr.
Rainey said they should “create a landscape plan.” Ms. Hill said Mr. Rainey is volunteering to
water, and it’s hot and dry and the soil’s not good. Mr. Rainey said it will be better when the
trees grow.

Ms. Hill asked what the board wants to do to prevent parking. Mr. Rainey said again that he’d
put up cones. Ms. Hill said they park there during the week, too. Mr. Rainey said they’re going
to the beauty salon. The city could ask them to ask their clients not to park there. Ms. Alley said
they are going to explore the No Parking signs at least temporarily. Ms. Norton said the fewer
signs the better.

There being no further business, Mr. Rainey made a motion to adjourn, seconded by Mr.
Chambers. The motion passed unanimously and the meeting was adjourned at 3:01 p.m.
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