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mately 50 feel south of Princess Street, 
thence proceeding eastward approxi­
mately 172 feet along the back ~roperfy 

~Pr~~tft~:~~~1~uf~;i~ s~~~hw~~d ~~~%sx~ 
imafely 99 feet down a property line to the 
center of Fulton Street, thence running 
westward down the center of Fulton 
Street approximately 35 feet, thence run­
ning southward along the property front­
ing north on Fulton Streel approximately 
40 feet and continuing southward down 
the property lines facing the west on 

th"ecnhc~a 1~uns~i~~t e:~f;~~~"'a"1~e~~ 1~~e1see;/ 
P6~paerJrs,~an~~goi5~~~hfg~t.C/~f~~~~ ~::;.i~~ 
ward 10 feet, thence eastward 21 feet , 
thence southward 96 feet down the prop­
erty line to the center of Clifford Street, 

gjf,1~~dr~~r~~p t~i~~ ~~~re:ho1 c,.ernd~~a~~ 
Street and thence running north along the 
center line of Archdale Slreel to the point 
of beginning be rezoned from Ger>eral 
Business classification to DR-l F classifi­
cation. 

Section 2: This ordinance shall become 
effective upon ratification. 

Alderman Gilliam rose lo commend the 
Mayor for his position on encouraging 
stricter law enforcem ent in the City He 
said he supporred the Mayor one hundred 
per cent and he expressed the hope that 

City Col/ncil tonight would also expreu 

~sa~u8~f;~'t~~~ ~:~~r~s ;,t~t7gn ~~~~ 
effect· that City Council wholeheartedly 
supports the Mayor's position in this mat 
ter. Alderman Solomon seconded the mo-
tion and it carried unanimously. 1 

The Mayor advised that the Cily Plao­
ner was prepared this evening to brief the 
aldermen on the H istoric PreserYahon 
Plan . His suggestion was that the City 
P lanner's explanation be made etter 
Council adjourned its meeting. 

Alderman Marfschink suggested fh•t 
the explanation be made al another d•lt 
and t ime to the Committee of the Whole 
He was of the opinion that the alder,,,.,, 
woul d have an opportunity to study the 
report in the meantime and they would i,. 
better prepared to ask questions and d1,. 
cuss the matter by that time. 

After discu~sion, on motion of Alder 
man Martsch1nk, it was agreed that tr.. 
Mayor should schedule a meeting for tM 
specific purpose of discussing the pro 
posed Historic Preservation Plan with t~ 

Ci.\Yh:r~anb~1~9 no fur ther business t~ 
meeting was ad journed on motion of Aid 
erman Legerton . 

MARY R WRIXON 
Clerk of Council 
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CITY OF CHARLESTON 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

29401 

PLJ.mnNc A. "D Rmt:\'ELOPMENT 

Tel. 722-4474 
Roow: l 09 - 205 KINc S111E1rr 

TO: ·Planning & Zoning Cornnission ~~mbers 
arid Other Interested Participants 

FR(}.!: !lob Gleason, Director b<fl 
DA1c : June 18 , 1974 

SUBJECT: Second Draft of t he Historic 
Preserval..1011 Plan 

This is the second draft to be revie\fed as part of the agenda of the Pl ai.i ing 
and Zoning Conmri.ssio.1 meeting of June 19, 1974. 

Final coITDnents are expected in Mr. Bob .Anderson's office by June 21, 1974 . 

Please be prepared to make any suggested char1ges. 

Mr . Torn HailSen of the B-C-D Regional Plarming staff will r eview t ue City' s 
Conmmity fuvelopment Program report as our first item of business. You should 
already have copies of this draft. 
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June 19, 1974 

The Honorable J . Palmer Gailla r d, Jr. 
Mayor, City of Charleston 
Charleston City Hall 
Charleston , South Carolina 29402 

Dear Mayor Gaillard: 

It is a pleasure to submit herewith the Historic Preservation 
Plan for the Peninsular portion of the City of Charleston . 
This report and plan is the culmination of three years of 
research and study by the City's consultants with the assis­
tance of many of Charleston's citizens and organizations . 

The attached report contains both long range and short term 
proposals. Some of the short term proposals require adoption 
of new ordinances by the City; others require strengthening 
of present programs or vigorous enforcement of existing ordi­
nances. The long range proposals are concerned with activities 
or policies that cannot be carried out overnight. Some require 
additional study and changes in State laws. We believe, however, 
they are worthy objectives and should be pursued . 

In al l , we believe that this document sets forth action programs 
and long range goa ls which are designed to protect Charleston's 
Historic and Architectural Heritage. We recommend that it be 
widely distributed so that the citizens of Charleston may under ­
stand and contribute to this program. 

The Planning and Zoning Commission wi shes to express its appre­
ciation to the many organizations, City officials and individuals 
who have contributed freely their time and effort to this 
program . We look forward to their continued cooperation and 
support. 

Sincerely , 

Robert M. Hollings , Chairman 
Planning and Zoning Commission 
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Chapman rcpl ied that there are l'resently nC' pl ans for widenini:; Ora1u;e Grove 
Road nor for extePdin"' the sidewalks on the south side of Oran~e i;rove H.ond. 
He has beep inforMed that if funJs hecoMe available , sidewalks will be laid 
on the 1aorth side of that road. ) r. Condon fcl t his cl icnt and the adjace1 t 
churches woulJ be ae;reeabl e to do anythir.c.; required of them alo1.rr the ] ines 
of perMittir~ the layin~ cf sidewalks. etc . 

RE"l'EST 'IC m::m 1: ~4 SYCi'~}'OJ-0: STIU:Er FR}( ~l'-2 CL1\_SSIFICATIC't 10 LB CLA.">~Il_-l:_ 
CATION: After considerine: the City Plarner•s recomMendatior.s as set fort 1

1 

in his writtcr report pertainirr:: to the r equest that 24 .:>ycamore .Street be 
rezoned, t.he Commission concurred with the City Planner's recommendations . 
Based 01 the fact that the petition is a11 improrer petition since it does 
11ot comply with Article ·r, Section Sl - 85(1) of the Zo11inc; Ordinance because 
the si .)nature of the l.harl eston County School Board's representative m the 
petition is not for the purpose of rcquestincr the zone chan~e but to e::o on 
record ns not C<'rtestin~ the zoning chan'je request ai1d based m. t e fact tha1 
spot zoninc; would be created if the requcs t were approved, the Commission, 
on motion of l rs . De.laven, seconded by} r . Simws, agreed to recor.unc1.d to 
City Council that the request i1ot be a1•proved. 

m;St'_!3DIVI~ION F LOTS ] ,1.J;.D 2 11' BLOCK nn n;m \CE ,~1~C1I ~ 

The Commission studied a plat presented by the City Ln .,ineer . The owner 
of Lots J and 2, nlock RD, of. orthbridr;e Terrace, .Sectior A proposed to 
subdivide his property into two add it i.ona] lots. The (:i ty EI P-ineer po int eJ 
out that Dunbarton Drive which woulJ have to be used by the two lots propose 
to be created is a dead end street with 1 cul-Je-sac. The property in ques 
tion at one t iMe was a Marsh area ni1d over the yenrs the owi er has fi) led i1 
the lots. A canal runs aJ01" the side of the 1roperty ru1d at hi~h tide wate 
overflows into the area pr1.,posed to be sub.ii vided . 1 he City f.i.~ineer recom­
mended that t:1e subdivisior not be apprl'ved . After brief discussion , on 
motion of J-,r . Simo s, seconded by ~ rs. Dcllaver , and so carried, the requcs t: 
to subdivide Lots l ard 2 in Olock nn of orthbrid~e Terrace, ~ection 4, was 
ien ieJ . 

.>TATU~ F PLAH·:I1G ACTIVI'l'Il;~: ~r. ~lens011 d · i.sed that the final draft of 
the historic pres ervat ior pl nn has been sent t Joie consultant for rriPt ir ~ . 
The City's contract with the consultant calls for ~lO copies t be rrinted. 
As discussed at a1 other meetinrr of the Conmissiou , l r. (;leascm said the} ayo 
is '!Oi.n~ to ask City Council fer funds to permit the printirc; of ai. additio11 
al 1 , 000 or more copies of the pl ar so t:iat copies may be available for s nl c 
to the e;ener2l public . The number of copies that will be printed has 1ot 
been dcternined pcndinf! thr recei1't of information from the co1 su] tant as tc 
the cost ii vol ved in print inc; add i tio1 al copies ai d J end inr.: City Council's 
action on this natter . 1he Comnission nC!reeJ t.tat it would like as full 
;i distribution of the report as possible. 

l r. aeason nl so stated that the l' DP pro~ra.,1 w.iich 1 is uepnrtme1. t is pres cnt 
1 y working on will S< "1 be col'\pl cted a11d th:it his derartmcnt wil 1 soon be 
ready to proceed with an ct her l' DP rrorrraJll . 01 c poss ibil it) , he said, will 
be to plan the develornm.t of the old Cclo ial :,tore site at l'arket :wd .:>t. 
Phil iJ ..-trcets for :u.other ,.,rocer·y store . 

KEmmons
Highlight

KEmmons
Highlight



4. 
I L/S /91 tf ;.>'-I 

condominiums". 

After further discussion the Mayor moved that the Commission recommend to 
City Council that the subject property be rezoned to DR-lF classification anc 
that City Council proceed with the public hearing scheduled for December 
10th. And, in addition, that the Commission further recommend to City Coun­
cil that Section 51-2 of the City's Zoning Ordinance be amended to change 
the definition of "multiple dwellings" to permit residential condominiums 
in areas wherever multi-family dwellings are allowed. Mr. Decosta seconded 
the Mayor's motion and the motion carried. Mrs. Deliaven voted "No" and Mr. 
Clement abstained from voting. 

The Mayor and the Clerk were excused from the meeting so that they might 
attend a special meeting of City Council which was scheduled for 6:00 P.M.) 

REZONING OF 15 CHARLOTTE STREET, 78 AND 80 ALEXANDER STREET (DR-lF TO LB OR 
ANY OTHER APPROPRIATE CLASSIFICATION SO THAT USES ON SAID PROPERTIES MAY BE 
IN COMPLIANCE WITH ZONING ORDINANCE). The City Planner explained the gene­
ral configuration of the subject area and the uses in the area. He informed 
that the present use is a non-conforming use. It was his recommendation 
that the subject area and additional property in the city block be rezoned 
General Business. He pointed out that a Limited Business classification 
would only result in the subject property continuing to be a non-conforming 
use. 

,-...... Mrs. DeHaven expressed concern over giving the south side of Charlotte Stree· 
a business classification especially over the possible effect it could have 
on the residential area north of and elsewhere on the south side of Char­
lotte Street. Discussion followed. 

The City Engineer pointed out that the television station is an allowable 
use. The problem, however, is that of a non-conforming use t~ying to expand 
across a zone line. He pointed out that the television station has converte 
an adjoining residence into a museum and as commercial offices and for com­
mercial parking. He agreed with the Chairman that a museum is permitted in 
a residential classification but pointed out that commercial off ices and 
commercial parking are not. Discussion continued and at the end of the dis­
cussion Mrs. DeHaven moved that action on this matter be deferred until the 
Commission's next meeting. Mr. Simons seconded the motion and it carried. 
Mr. Clement asked that the record show that he abstained from voting on this 
matter. 

FINAL REPORT AND PRESENTATION OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN: Mr. Robert 
Anderson presented the "Historic Preservation Plan" to the Commission. He 
pointed out that this was nothing more than a report but he expresse d the 
hope that it would be found useful and that it would be used. He suggest-
ed that annually the planning staff present an over-all planning design 
which projects their annual work program and projects into 3-5 years in the 
future. He expressed the hope that when the Commission considers the over­
all program design that it will use the "Historic Preservation Plan" and 
see what is in the report that is included or might be included in the pro­
gram de sign. Mr. Ande rson asked what the status was on the height ordinance 
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and the Chairman recalled that the Commission recommended to City Council 
that a height ordinance be ratified and that the index of historic buildings 
be made the official index of the city. It was his belief the matter was 
referred to the City's Corporation Counsel. An ordinance on these two recom 
mendations has not been ratified yet. After commenting further on the re­
port and on the work involved in preparing the report, Mr. Anderson express­
ed his appreciation for the cooperation which he received from those pre­
sent and from the City during the preparation of the report. Mr. Anderson 
was thanked for his work and was then excused from the meeting. 

REZONING OF NORTHEAST CORNER OF COURTENAY DRIVE AND DOUGHTY STREET (DR-2F 
TO LIMITED BUSINESS) . The City Engineer explained the character of the area 
surrounding the northeast corner of Courtenay Drive and Doughty Street. He 
advised that the structure on the subject property is presently used as an 
apartment house. The owner of the property, however, desires to convert the 
use of the building to that of offices. The City Engineer stated that he 
and the City Planner recommended that the property be changed to Limited 
Business classification. In response to Mr. Simons questions the City En­
gineer said he did not know of any plans to enlarge the building and that 
the City's requirements for parking would be met. After brief discussion 
Mr. Simons moved that the request be granted. Mrs. DeHaven seconded Mr. 
Simons motion and the motion carried. 

SUBDIVISION OF SOUTHWEST CORNER OF HUGER AND BENSON STREETS. The City En­
gineer advised that this matter had been withdrawn because the problem had 
been resolved. 

SUBDIVISION OF 101 BULL STREET AND 2 WASBEE RANGE. The City Engineer ad­
vised that the owner of the subject property desired to subdivide his pro­
perty into two lots. One of the lots, however, would not meet the City's 
requirements insofar as area and frontage were concerned. After brief dis­
cussion, on motion of Mr. Clement, the request was rejected. 

SUBDIVISION OF 50-52 SMITH STREET AND 29~ MONTAGU STREET. The City Engineer 
recalled that the owner of the subject property asked once before that his 
property be subdivided. At that time he wanted his property to be divided 
into three lots and the Commission rejected his request. The owner has sub­
mitted another request for subdivision, this time he is requesting that his 
lot be subdivided into two lots. Neither of the two proposed lots, however, 
would comply with the City's subdivision regulations, the City Engineer ad­
vised. The request was discussed and in conclusion the Commission, on mo­
tion of Mr. Decosta, denied the request. 

SUBDIVISION OF LOT AT SOUTHWEST CORNER OF BARRE AND MONTAGU STREETS. The 
City Engineer informed that the owner of the subject lot desired to subdi­
vide his property into two lots. The present lot measures 100 x 200. If 
subdivided, each of the two lots would measure 100 x 100. Mrs. DeHaven ex-

..-... pressed concern over the fact that after a rain or a very high tide, the 
subject lot is under water. It appeared the lot is lower than the street. 
The Commission discussed the City's regulations concerning this type of 
drainage problem and in conclusion it was agreed to defer action on this 

matter until the next meeting and the City Engineer was asked that in the 
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1sts or acting as a tour guide 
on either a walking tour or 
from a Public Car , Hack, Bus, 
or other vehic le shall be re· 
quired to be a licensed Tour 
Guide. Annual Fee ...... . . .. S.00 
Tourist Guides shall nor be li-
censed unless they have suc­
cessfully passed the Tour ist 
Guide Examination as required 
by Ci ty Ordinances. This l i-
cense shall be in addition to 
Public Car, Chauffeur, or any 
other l icense that may be re· 
quired. 
TRAILER PARKS 

lS·On gross receipts not exceed· 
ing Sl0,000 00 ...... .......... .... .... SS 00 

16·0n each additional Sl,000.00 or 
frac tion thereof. ....... .. .. .. ..... . 2.20 
T RANSFER COMPAN IES· 
TRUCKS FOR HIRE MOVING 
VANS 

17-0n gr oss receipts not exceed-
i ng ss.000.00................. . .. . ... 27 so 

18-0 n each additional Sl,000 00 or 
fr action ther eof .... . . ..... ........ 1 6S 
TRAVEL TOUR AGENCIES 
OR AGENTS 

19-0n gross incom e not exceeding 
SS,000.00.... .................... ... ..... JS.SO 

20-0 n each additional Sl,000.00 or 
fraction thereof. ... . 1 6S 

u 
U·DRIVE-IT COMPANI ES 
( Under Automobile Rentals: 
UPHOLSTERERS 
(Under Repair Shops ) 

v 
VA UDE VILLE SHOWS 
( Under Theaters) 
V ENDIN G MACHINES 
( Under Coin Operated Mach· 
1nes 
VETERINARIANS 
( Under Professions) 

w 
WAREHOUSES, REFR IGER· 
ATED and/ or STORAGE FA· 
CILI TIES and AGENCIES 

1-0n gross receipts not exceeding 
SS,000.00... ................. .... ...... .. 5S.OO 

2-0n each addit ional Sl,000.00 or 
fraction thereof. ..... .... .. ....... 1.10 
WATCH and JEWELRY RE· 
PAIRMEN 

J·On gross receipts not exceeding 
S5,000.00........... ... .... ... ... . ... .... 27.50 

4-0n each additional Sl.000.00 or 
fraction thereof ....... ............ ... 1.65 
WASTE PAPER COLLEC· 
TION 

S·On gross receipts not exceeding 
S5,000.00........................ ..... ... 27.50 

6-0n each additional Sl,000.00 or 
fraction thereof ....... ..... ...... .... 1.10 
WATER TRANSPORTATION 
(Under Transfer Company 
Rate ) 
WELDING WORKS 
<Under Repair Shop Rate) 
WINDOW CLEANERS 
( Under Service Agencies) 
WINDOW DISPLAY I NSTAL· 
LATION 

( Under Advertisi ng) 
WIPI NG RAG DEALERS 
( Under Merchant Class I 
WOOD DEALE RS 
( Under Merchant Class> 
WRECKERS OF BUILDINGS 
( Under Contractors) 
WREST LI NG 
( Under Promoter s) 

Section 23 This ordinanc:e shall 
take effect Januar y 1, 1975. 

rhe Mayor next called attention to the 
copies of the H istor ic P reservation P lan 
which were placed earlier on each of the 
alder men's desks He asked that the aid· 
ermen read the plan since it will be 
necessary to decide if the Council is going 
to implement part or all of it a nd, if so, 
how and when. 

Counci l reverted to the zoning matter 
d iscussed al the public heari ng at the 
beginning of the meet ing. 

A bil l to rezone the southeast corner of 
Queen and Sta te Streets from SR·5 c lassi­
f ication to L imited Business classif ica­
tion was given first reading. T he rules 
were suspended and the bill immediately 
advanced to second readin9 on motion of 
Alderman Bleecker. Alderman Young 
asked that the record show that he was 
abstaining from voting on this matter. 

During the discussion which followed 
several suggestions were voiced on how 
rhe subject property could be rezoned to 
Limited Business classif ication and at the 
same time how the use of the property 
:oufd be restricted to the use proposed 
oy Mr. Baker in order to protect t he 
neighborhood . T he idea of sending the 
matter bac k to the City Planning and 
Zoning Commission was d iscussed as was 
the idea of giv in~ the developer a t ime 
limitation in which ro get his pro ject 
underway · 

Alderman M cGee m oved that the bi ll 
be referred back to the City Planning and 
Zoning Commission. He said he lives in 
the ward i n which the subject property 
i s located and he expressed the people in 
the neighborhood's feelings against this 
single parcel fronting on State Street 
being rezoned L imited Business. Alder­
man Spell seconded Alderman McGee's 
motion . Alderman Schirmer said he 
would not vote for the motion because he 
understood Iha! because of financing, 
time was of the essence to the petit ioner . 

Alderman Martschink asked Alderman 
McGee to accept an amendment to his 
motion. The amendment would be that 
Council refer the bill lo the City Planni ng 
a nd Zoning Commission with the request 
that a report be submitted to Counci l no 
later than December 23. the date of the 
nexl regular Counci l meeting . Aldermen 
McGee and Spell accepted the amend· 
ment. Considerable discussion fol­
lowed.Alderman Sottile'> concern as to 
whether anything will be accom pl ished 
by sending the bill back to the City Plan­
ning and Zoning Commission was d is­
cussed and also Alderman Schirmer' s 
question as to what can be done to accom· 
plish holding the developer to a 6-month 
limitation to go to L imited Business and 
that Council act on t his matter tonight so 
that the project can get under way. 

Al derman Schirmer moved to tab le 
Alderman McGee' s motion. Alderman 
Sotti l e seconded the motion. On a vote by 
a show of hands. the vote was eleven in 
favor of tabling the motion, four against 
the motion, Alderman Young abstai ned 
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