City of Beaufort Zoning Board of Appeals .
1911 Boundary Street Application Fees

Beaufort, South Carolina 29902 [ Residential $200
Phone (843) 525-7011, Fax (843) 986-5606 %—Cgﬁ:r::?a%goa‘%(

E-Mail: jbachety@cityofbeaufort.org Special Meetings $500

*Revised September 12, 2014
VARIANCE APPLICATION
OFFICE USE ONLY: Date Filed: % // Z’Zéé Application#: > (3 /50 & Zoning District: (yC _

Instructions
Entries must be printed or typewritten. If the application is on behalf of the property owner(s), all owners must
sign. If the applicant is not the owner, the owner(s) must sign the Designation of Agent (below).

Submittal Requirements
1. A legal survey of the property. 2. An accurate, legible site plan showing the north arrow, dimensions, and
locations of all existing and proposed structures and any improvements relevant to the appeal such as trees,
fences, power lines. Six copies of all plans are required. 3. Photograph(s) of the site. For variances, include
photos showing relationship to adjoining properties.

APPLICANT(S): “TEASL et elop proar éﬁ L4
Address;_P-© - Bar 4160 "E‘VW/‘V ) sC 27 7 Ee

Telephone: 925 V578 [day] [fax]
Email_ P tras ke hd/f‘ﬁf‘di;lz comg
OWNER(S) if other than Applicant(s): ,6«51)7 E

Address:

Telephone: [day] [fax]
PROPERTY STREET ADDRESS:

Tax Map No.: %; 2; BMT %@
Parcel No.: K,w £903 ﬂ&& ﬁ%?cﬁﬂﬂﬁ

Pursuant to Section 6-29-1145 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, is this tract or parcel restricted by any
recorded covenant that is contrary to, conflicts with, or prohibits the activity described in this application?
Yes Xﬁé

DESIGNATION OF AGENT [complete only if owner is not applicant]:
I (we) hereby appoint the person named as Applicant as my (our) agent to represent me (us) in this application.

Date: Owner’s Signature:

I (We) certify that the information in this application is correct. L
Date: Z// 14 I/ /S Applicant’s Signature: ,/42/“-{ ,ZMS / /J\—_‘
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City of Beaufort Zoning Board of Appeals
1911 Boundary Street
Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Phone: (843) 525-7011, Fax: (843) 986-5606
E-Mail: jbachety@cityofbeaufort.org

*Revised September 12, 2014
VARIANCE APPLICATION

Applicant hereby appeals to the Zoning Board of Appeals for a variance from the strict
application to the property described on Page } of the following provisions in Section 3.15 of the

, Unified Development Ordinance (UDO): 2 £&T71 bN 4 AEE T ) IVE—
WRinlet ZF 2 3.5 foomrt Sl 0 B 77 2 A
so that a building permit may be issued to allow use of the property in a manner shown on the
attached plot plan, described as follows: (e.g., build a garage) WwsIgp vel DFEFEicE
CATED 2N 7 -

for which a permit has been denied by a building official on the grounds that the proposal would
be in violation of the cited section(s) of the UDO:

1. The application of the UDO will result in unnecessary hardship, and the standards for a
variance set by State law and the UDO are met by the following facts:

a, There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular
piece of property as follows: /;;%/E_D

V Ad

b. These conditions do not generally apply to other property in the vicinity as shown

by: , -
’ SEE BTACHE)

The conditions are not the result of the applicant’s own actions as follows:

d. Granting of the variance would not substantially conflict with the Comprehensive
Plan and the purposes of the UDO in that: % m&zz

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

property as follows: _
ZEE ATAHED

f. The authorization of the variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent
property or to the public good, and the character of the district will not be harmed
by the granting of the variance for the following reasons:

2L AN PD
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1. a. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the
particular piece of property as follows:

There is an existing structure used as an office by The Title Company, Inc. (TTC) on Lot
4. The existing structure is in extremely poor condition and must be demolished.
Approval for demolition has been granted by HBF. A proposed new office for TTC must
be completed on the opposite end of the lot at the corner of Ribaut & Prince so that TTC
may move prior to demolition.

Additionally, the proposed new building location on Lot 4 better meets the City’s long
term planning goals. Applicant & City desire to close the existing curb cut on Ribaut
Road and provide access to Lots 1, 2, 3 & 4 from Prince St. as shown on the Plat. In
order to accomplish this, the new building must be pushed closer to the property lines at
the corner of Ribaut and Prince.

1. b. These conditions do not generally apply to other property in the vicinity as
shown by:

The property in question is a corner lot with particular existing circumstances and
opportunities for re-development that do not exist on any other lot in the area.

1..c. The conditions are not the result of the applicant’s own actions as follows:

Applicant is seeking to cooperate with the City to close existing Ribaut curb cut and
provide single access to multiple lots from Prince.

1. d. Granting of the variance would not substantially conflict with the
Comprehensive Plan and the purposes of the UDO in that:

Applicant is not required to close the existing curb cut or provide the single access to
multiple lots as shown on the Plat. Applicant could legally proceed and build the office
on Lot 4 by pushing the structure back and making use of the existing curb cut.
However, Applicant agrees with the City that this variance would facilitate a plan that
better meets the overall purposes of the UDO and Comprehensive Plan.

1. e. Because of these conditions, the application of the UDO to the particular piece
of property would effectively prohibit or unreasonably restrict the utilization of the
property as follows:

For the reasons written above, the ingress / egress desired by Applicant would not be
possible without the requested setback variance.
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1.f. The authorization of the variance will not be of substantial detriment to
adjacent property or to the public good and the character of the district will not be
harmed by granting of the variance for the following reasons:

The authorization of the variance will simply allow Applicant to place structures in more

desired locations on each lot. The variance will result not in a detriment but in a
betterment to public good, adjacent property and the character of the district.
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