REVISED Agenda

Florence County Planning Commission

Regular Meeting
Tuesday, October 27, 2026
6:00 P.M.

County Complex
Room 803

The Florence County Planning Department staff posted the agenda for the meeting on the
information boards at the main entrance and lobby of the County Complex and on the information
board in the lobby of the Planning and Building Inspection Department building.

I.

I1.

I11.

Call to Order

Review and Motion of Minutes

o Meeting of September 22, 2026

Public Hearings

Map Amendments:
PC#2026-88

PC#2026-89

Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 90160-01-001,
90160-01-002, 90160-01-003, 90160-01-004, 90160-01-005, 90160-01-006,
90160-01-007, 90160-01-008, 90160-01-009, 90160-01-010, 90160-01-011,
90160-01-012, 90160-01-013, 90160-01-014, 90160-01-015, 90160-01-016,
90160-01-017, 90160-01-018, 90160-01-019, 90160-01-020, 90160-01-027,
90160-01-028, 90160-01-031, 90160-02-001, 90160-02-002, 90160-02-004,
90160-02-005, 90160-02-006, 90160-02-007, 90160-02-008, 90160-02-009,
90160-02-010, 90160-02-011, 90160-02-012, 90160-02-013, 90160-02-014,
90160-03-001, 90160-03-002, 90160-03-003, 90160-03-004, 90160-03-005,
90160-03-006, 90160-03-007, 90160-03-008, 90160-03-009, 90160-03-010,
90160-03-011, 90160-03-012, 90160-03-013, 90160-03-014, 90160-03-015,
90160-03-016, 90160-03-017, 90160-03-018, 90160-03-019, 90160-03-020,
90160-03-021, 90160-03-022, 90160-03-023, 90160-03-024, 90160-03-025,
90160-03-026, 90160-03-027, 90160-03-028, 90160-03-031.

Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 90160-03-032,
90160-03-033, 90160-03-034, 90160-03-035, 90160-03-036, 90160-03-037,
90160-03-038, 90160-03-039, 90160-03-040, 90160-03-041, 90160-03-042,
90160-03-043, 90160-03-044, 90161-01-003, 90161-01-004, 90161-01-005,
90161-01-006, 90161-01-007, 90161-01-008, 90161-01-009, 90161-01-010,
90161-01-011, 90161-01-012, 90161-01-013, 90161-02-001, 90161-02-002,
90161-02-003, 90161-02-004, 90161-02-005, 90161-02-006, 90161-02-007,



IV.

90161-02-008, 90161-02-017, 90161-02-018, 90161-02-019, 90161-02-020,
90161-02-021, 90161-02-022, 90161-02-023, 90161-02-024, 90161-02-025.

PC#2026-90 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 00101-01-011 And
07607-01-003.

PC#2026-93 A Comprehensive Plan And Zoning Map Amendment Requested By George
L. Strickland and Carla S. Greene To Change The Future Land Use From
Variable Development District 2 To Variable Development District 1 And To
Change The Zoning Designation From B-6, Industrial District to R-3, Single-
Family Residential District For The Properties Located At 217 And 219 South
Hill Street, Timmonsville, SC, As Shown On Florence County Tax Map
Number 70007, Block 12, Parcels 001 And 011.

PC#2026-94 A Comprehensive Plan And Zoning Map Amendment Requested By Sammy
Smith To Change The Future Land Use From Variable Development District
2 To Variable Development District 1 And To Change The Zoning
Designation From B-6, Industrial District to R-3, Single-Family Residential
District For The Properties Located Off Of West Smith Street, Timmonsville,
SC, As Shown On Florence County Tax Map Number 70007, Block 12,
Parcels 002 And 003.

PC#2026-95 Map Amendment Requested By Corrine Taylor To Change The Zoning
Designation From R-5, Multi-Family Residential District To B-3, General
Commercial District For The Property Located at 1400 E. Howe Springs
Road, Florence, SC, As Shown On Florence County Tax Map Number 00181,
Block 01, Parcel 014.

Sketch Plan:

PC#2026-96 Sketch Plan Requested By Wall Engineering, LLC, For Alligator Gardens,
Located Off Of Alligator Road, Florence, SC, As Shown On Florence County
Tax Map Number 00077, Block 01, Parcel 215.

Road Naming:

PC#2026-97 Request For The Naming Of A Private Road, Incognito Drive, Located Off

E. Myrtle Beach Hwy. In Johnsonville, SC, As Shown On Florence County
Tax Map Number 00427, Block 05, Parcel 025.

Other Business
e New Zoning District
Director’s Report:
e Summary Plats (September 2026)

o Building Reports (September 2026)



VI. Adjournment



Minutes
Regular Meeting of the Florence County Planning Commission
Tuesday, September 22, 2026, at 6:00 p.m.
County Complex, Room 803
180 N. Irby St., Florence, South Carolina 29501

The Florence County Planning Department staff posted the agenda for the meeting on the information
boards at the main entrance and lobby of the County Complex and on the information board in the
lobby of the Planning and Building Inspection Departments office.

The agenda was also mailed to the media.

I.  Call to Order:

Chairman Cheryl Floyd called the meeting to order at 6:02 p.m.
II.  Attendance:

Commissioners Present: Cheryl Floyd, Chairman
Dwight Johnson, Vice-Chairman
Doris Lockhart
Jeffrey Tanner
John Martin
Christopher Mishoe
Gregory Miller
Mandy Simpson

Commissioners Absent: Allie Brooks

Staff Present: J. Shawn Brashear, Planning Director
Ethan Brown, Deputy Director
Holly Smith, Senior Planner
Stephen White, IT Dept, A/V Support
Lisa Becoat, Secretary

Public Attendance: See sign-in sheets on file with the Florence County Planning
Department.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd led the Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag and Vice-Chairman Dwight
Johnson provided the invocation for the meeting.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the meeting, welcomed and thanked the Public in attendance and online for
their attendance at the Meeting. She additionally informed the public to pick up a copy of the agenda and
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meeting procedures if they had not already done so. She provided information regarding the meeting
procedures and the time allotted for the public to speak when they approached the podium.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd requested a review of the Planning Commission meeting minutes from August 25,
2026.

I11. Review and Motion of Minutes:

o Meeting of August 25, 2026

Motion to approve minutes — Commissioner Doris Lockhart made a motion to approve the minutes of the
Planning Commission meeting of August 25, 2026 / Second — Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson /
Unanimously approved 8 to 0 the minutes of the August 25, 2026, Planning Commission meeting.

IV. Public Hearing:

Prior to presentation of the items for the public hearing Chairman, Cheryl Floyd, requested that the agenda
items be modified so that the Sketch Plan PC#2026-92 could be presented first.

Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson made a motion that PC#2026-92 be moved to the first item for presentation
on the agenda / Second - Commissioner John Martin / Unanimously approved 8 to 0 to move PC#2026-
92 to the first item on the meeting agenda for September 22, 2026.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd informed the Commission and public that she had a vested right in PC#2026-92 and
as such she was recusing herself from the review of the agenda item as her personal property is immediately
adjacent and abuts the property being presented for sketch plan approval. (The original signed recusal is
filed and maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building Department.)

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear stated that staff additionally desired to request an amendment to the zoning map
amendment agenda item PC#2026-89. They requested to strike seventeen (17) of the tax map numbers:
90161-02-016, 90161-02-026, 90161-02-029, 90161-02-030, 90161-02-031, 90161-02-032, 90161-02-033,
90161-02-034, 90161-02-035, 90161-02-036, 90161-02-037, 90161-02-038, 90161-02-039, 90161-02-040,
90161-02-041, 90161-02-042, & 90161-02-043, to have the opportunity to go back and analyze the properties
a little more to ensure the recommended zoning was appropriate.

Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson made a motion that the seventeen (17) tax map numbers mentioned be
removed from consideration of agenda item PC#2026-89 / Second - Commissioner Christopher Mishoe /
Unanimously approved 8 to 0 to remove Tax Map Numbers: 90161-02-016, 90161-02-026, 90161-02-029,
90161-02-030, 90161-02-031, 90161-02-032, 90161-02-033, 90161-02-034, 90161-02-035, 90161-02-036,
90161-02-037, 90161-02-038, 90161-02-039, 90161-02-040, 90161-02-041, 90161-02-042, & 90161-02-
043 from consideration of agenda item PC#2026-89.
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Chairman Cheryl Floyd removed herself and exited the Planning Commission Meeting Room. Vice-
Chairman Dwight Johnson assumed duties as Chairman and opened the public hearing.

Sketch Plan

PC#2026-92 Sketch Plan Approval Requested By Micah Jones And Nationwide Land Group
For Palmetto Cove, Located At 2503 Raymond Lane, Florence, SC As Shown
On Florence County Tax Map Number 00209, Block 01, Parcel 015.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director, Florence County Planning and Building presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the 38.64 acre project was referred to as Raymond Lane as
the property was split by Raymond Lane off of Arthur Road. All of the acreage would not be considered for
development due to part of the acreage being in an AE flood zone. However, the proposed development does
not take place in the AE flood zone area. Confirmation has been received from the City of Florence indicating
that water and sewer are available to the proposed site. The surrounding land uses are the City of Florence
and the adjacent Arthur Road properties are pending zoning if not already approved for residential zoning by
County Council. The applicant and developer desire to subdivide the property into eighty-five (85)
residential lots.

Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation showing aerials and images of the property and the adjacent
properties. The requested sketch plan is phased into three (3) phases and has gone through the technical
review process. All comments regarding the requested sketch plan have been satisfied except for obtaining
approval from the City of Florence, which would allow for a second means of access into the subdivision of
Carriage Place. As that subdivision and road are within the City of Florence, the approval for access must
be approved by them. The Fire Code requires that once a development has fifty (50) lots or more, a second
means of emergency ingress/egress is required and presently there is none, as Arthur Road is a dead end road.
The requested sketch plan includes street trees, sidewalks and the likes but the second means of egress is not
there so the technical requirements have not been met in that regard. The developer, however, has
communicated to staff in an email that they desire to move forward with the review of the requested sketch
plan contingent upon the City of Florence granting the right-of-way and/or easement whichever is deemed
appropriate for the emergency ingress/egress into the subdivision of Carriage Place.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission Mr. Brashear stated that the property is
currently unzoned.

Mr. Shawn Brashear, read the comments and inquiries received pertaining to the requested sketch plan. (A

copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building
Department.)
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There were additional questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to additional questions and discussion from the Commission Mr. Brashear stated that the
emergency ingress/egress would not be required to be paved, but it could be gated. The requirement is that
the surface be improved to withstand the tolerance required by the fire department to be able to get their
apparatus in and out. It basically looks like a maintained lane and it could have a gate with a lock-box which
the fire department and all emergency services would have a key to access. He further mentioned that the
City Planning Commission reviewed the emergency ingress/egress request and it was denied.

There were further questions and discussion from the Commission regarding the approval of the sketch plan
and the contingency. That if the sketch plan were approved the developer could request that the City of
Florence reconsider their request for emergency easement access. If the requested sketch plan were denied
then the request is denied. Staff did not attend the City of Florence Planning Commission meeting and did
not know why the emergency easement request was denied. There is no traffic study required for the
requested sketch plan.

Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson inquired of the Commission if there were any additional questions or
discussion from the Commission.

There were no additional questions, comments or discussion from the Commission and Vice-Chairman
Dwight Johnson opened the forum for public comments from anyone in attendance who desired to speak in
favor of the requested sketch plan.

Mr. Jared Corbell, 7472 Waterside Loop Rd., Denver, NC, the applicant, was present and spoke in favor of
the requested sketch plan. The requested subdivision sketch plan is eighty-five (85) lots, with all technical
requirements met. They went before the City of Florence approximately two weeks ago for their emergency
ingress/egress access request, which was denied, because the City did not know what was going on the parcel.
It is their request to get the sketch plan approved which will allow them to go back to the City of Florence
with their request for emergency access. They have met with the adjacent property owners and the
homeowners association of the subdivision where the emergency access will connect. The subdivision is
okay with limiting the connection to emergency access only, rather than the full-use access desired by the
Arthur Road property owners. Their goal is to meet code and that is to provide a secondary emergency
ingress/egress. The applicant does have deeded easement access to the right of way and are proposing the
emergency access onto their property only. They are not proposing any easement on public right-of-way.
They are requesting an encroachment permit from the City of Florence only. Their plan is to gate the access
with a knox box per conversations with the Fire Marshall.

There were questions and discussions from the Commission.
In response to questions and discussion from the Commission Mr. Corbell stated that the property on the

Carriage Place side of the subdivision is a deeded right-of way. The subdivision’s eighty-five (85) homes
will be single-family detached homes.
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Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson inquired of anyone in attendance who desired to speak in opposition to the
requested sketch plan.

Mr. Charles McPherson, 2403 Arthur Road, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in opposition to the
requested sketch plan. He stated that before the road was Arthur Road it served as his private driveway
which consisted of a quarter-mile of mud trenches. He noted that when the Country Manor development
was built, developers cut down into the road, causing the low ground to displace water directly onto Arthur
Road and into the ditch. He argued that the developer cannot change this dynamic, rather, the road will
continue to flood at least four times a year unless Florence County redesigns the entire draining system.

Mr. McPherson emphasized that the flooding posed a significant risk for emergency access. While it may
not cause an issue most of the time, a crises could occur if a fire truck or ambulance was forced to turn
around, drive back down, and unlock a gate during a medical emergency. He noted that residents have
photos and video evidence of the flooding on Arthur Road.

He further stated that according to the Institute of Traffic Engineers, the addition of eighty-five (85) homes
would increase traffic on Arthur by eight hundred and twenty (820) trips per day. Arthur Road is a twenty-
five foot (25°) wide dead end country road that cannot sustain an additional eight hundred and twenty (820)
daily trips. He expressed concern that construction from the new subdivision would destroy the road,
forcing Florence County to pay for repairs. If the developer cannot secure ingress/egress, the traffic and
existing flooding issues would reduce Arthur Road to potholes, as it was not designed for the volume of
use. Eventually, the County would be forced to overhaul the road’s drainage system.

Additionally, Mr. McPherson noted that he attended the City of Florence Planning Commission meeting
where the developer’s encroachment request was denied because the property was not yet zoned. He stated
that the City required the property to be zoned before they would rehear the request.

Mr. Ken Jones, 2101 Kent Wood Drive, Florence, SC, Carriage Place subdivision, was present and spoke
in opposition to the requested sketch plan. He expressed concerns regarding having a main road right next
to his home and into Carriage Place; as he stated the streets are small and narrow. He was okay and
supportive of having an emergency-only access.

Mr. J. D. Newland, 2709 Arthur Road, Florence, SC, was present and stated that he was neither for nor
against the requested sketch plan. His concerns were with the safety and efficacy of the requested sketch
plan. The residents of Arthur Road have safety concerns with having only an emergency ingress/egress as a
secondary access point. During inclement weather Arthur Road sometimes becomes blocked with flooding
issues. To his knowledge Florence County recently implemented a new development standard requiring
subdivisions to have two points of traffic ingress/egress. The residents of Arthur Road would desire that this
requested subdivision adhere to that same standard rather than utilizing one main entrance and an emergency
only access point. They feel this would improve safety, better distribute the increased traffic load on Arthur
Road, and ease ingress and egress onto Claussen Road.

There were questions and discussions from the Commission regarding the flooding of Arthur Road and if the
residents have made their County Councilmen and or public works aware of the ongoing issues. They also
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discussed the location of where the flooding happened on the road in relation to the requested sketch plan
subdivision.

There were questions and discussions from the Commission for the developer regarding the flooding of the
road and the impact it could have for his requested subdivision.

In response to the questions and discussion, Mr. Corbell mentioned that he had been in discussion with the
residents of Arthur Road regarding the flooding. However, their proposed development is isolated from the
area where the flooding takes place. Adjacent to their property is an eight foot (8’) deep ditch, and all of
their stormwater management will be directed to the rear of their property. The stormwater issues the
residents are currently having do not reach the limits of the developer’s property; therefore, the project will
have zero influence on the current problems the residents are having. Everything will be captured within
their property limits, piped through the stormwater facility, detained, and released.

The developer additionally stated that they would be happy to look at the road issue during the design process
to provide suggestions and assistance if possible, without rebuilding the entire Arthur Road. They understand
why the residents desire another main road access point in case of flooding, noting that the issue would have
to be taken up with the City of Florence and its Engineering Department to see what they would allow.
Furthermore, they acknowledge that flooding on Arthur Road could delay access or block the entry of the
residents in their proposed subdivision.

Mr. Corbell stated that they were responsible for two main issues: first obtaining the ingress/egress
emergency access from the City for their proposed subdivision; second, asking the County to review and
approve their requested sketch plan based on the fact that it meets technical requirements, contingent upon
their encroachment permit being granted by the City of Florence. Mr. Corbell additionally stated that, at this
time, they were not proposing any improvements to Arthur Road at their cost.

Once their requested sketch plan with contingencies is approved, they will have to complete engineered plans
for the development, which must be approved by the County. Once they enter full engineering with
calculations and the likes that is when City and County Engineering departments will review the entire
stormwater management process. As part of that phase, they could review the topography of Arthur Road
and see what happens when the road floods and determine if there is an opportunity for their proposed site to
help. As was mentioned the flooding has been happening for decades, appearing to be a County issue that
they would be willing to assist with if possible. Their primary responsibility is to ensure no flooding, or
runoff from their proposed site affects Arthur Road or the development. They have no idea what the cost
would be and they are not in a position to redesign Arthur Road but would be willing to look at the issues
affecting Arthur Road during the design process.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission for Staff.
In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear stated that for an emergency access to be converted

into a full access road; it would have to be developed to specific standards. It could no longer remain a
graveled path, instead, it would need to be an improved street approved by both the City and the County. He
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further noted that County approval was primary since the road would sit on the County side of the easement.
The County and City would also have to agree on the standards for both the road and its access point.

Staff was unsure of who would have the authority to open the emergency access road for general use if Arthur
Road became impassable due to flooding. If the sketch plan were approved and the City approved the
encroachment easement for emergency access, the site must be developed according to the sketch plan that
was presented to the Commission. After the subdivision is developed, the final plats are stamped, and while
the property remains unzoned, the lots could be reconfigured slightly, as long as they meet the unzoned
standards. Mr. Brashear provided some samples of lot reconfiguration, such as merging lots into one or
transferring acreage from one lot to another.

With the property being unzoned many different uses could be placed on the site. The County previously
evaluated potentially re-zoning property in the area approximately thirteen years ago, but the area is not
currently being considered for re-zoning. However, individuals can submit requests to zone or rezone their
individual properties at any time. The requested sketch plan does meet all technical requirements with the
exception of the emergency ingress/egress encroachment approval from the City of Florence.

Following further comments and discussion from the Commission, Commissioner John Martin, made a
motion that the requested sketch plan PC#2026-92 be denied as currently presented.

There was not a second to the motion.

Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson requested further comments, discussion or an alternative motion.
Commissioner Jeffrey Tanner made a motion that the requested sketch plan PC#2026-92 be approved as
presented contingent upon the City of Florence approving the encroachment request for emergency
ingress/egress through the Carriage Place subdivision / Second — Commissioner Christopher Mishoe /
The Commission voted 6 to 1 to approve as presented the requested sketch plan PC#2026-92 contingent
upon the City of Florence approval of the encroachment request for the emergency ingress/egress
through the Carriage Place subdivision. (Commissioner John Martin voted in opposition to the approval
of the requested sketch plan PC#2026-92.)

Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson requested a brief recess to reset the dais.

The Commission recessed at 6:50 p.m., and reconvened at 6:55 p.m., September 22, 2026.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd re-entered the meeting room, assumed her position on the dais, and called
the meeting back to order moving forward with the review of PC#2026-79.

Map Amendments:

PC#2026-79 A Comprehensive Plan And Zoning Map Amendment Requested By Florence
County To Change The Future Land Use And Zoning Designation For The
Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor Project From Variable
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Development District 1 To Suburban District And The Zoning Designation
From Unzoned. Furthermore, The Requirements Of Florence County Code Of
Ordinances, Chapter 30, Zoning Ordinance, Article 1l. — Zoning District
Regulations, Division 7, Corridor Overlay District, Shall Apply To The
Properties Included In This Amendment That Lay Within Five Hundred Feet
(500’) Of The Corridor. Any Parcel That Extends Beyond 500" From The
Corridor Shall Be Wholly Covered By The Overlay District If The Outer Area
Is Twenty Percent (20%) Or Less Of The Total Parcel Size. This Measurement
Shall Be Taken From The Road’s Edge, Or Curb, And Extend Landwards. This
Amendment Shall Apply To The Following Properties As They Are Reflected
On The Tax Maps As: 90160-01-032 And 90160-01-033.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the subject properties were located along the gateway and
within the overlay district. Staff recommends changing the land use and zoning map designations for the
two properties from Variable Development District 1 to Suburban District, and from Unzoned to R-2,
Single-Family Residential District. The properties are East of Florence along Highway 76. Mr. Brashear
continued with the presentation showing images of the properties noting that the properties were within five
hundred feet (500”) of Palmetto Street and are therefore captured within the overlay district. Proper
notification was completed, including notices sent to property owners, properties posted and public notices
displayed at applicable locations in accordance with Florence County Ordinances.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested comprehensive plan and zoning map amendment, PC#2026-79.

In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear stated that staff had received no inquiries.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments. No one from
the public was in attendance to speak either in favor of or in opposition to the requested zoning map
amendment.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Commissioner Gregory Miller, made a
motion to approve as presented the requested comprehensive plan and zoning map amendment PC#2026-
79 | Second — Commissioner John Martin / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the
requested comprehensive plan and zoning map amendment PC#2026-79 for Suburban Development
District and R-2, Single-Family Residential District, zoning designation.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd reminded the public that the approval of the comprehensive plan and zoning map
amendment requests were a recommendation. The item would now move forward to County Council for
Introduction and first reading at their regular meeting on October 15, 2026 at 9:00 a.m. in the Council
Chambers.
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PC#2026-80 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 90128-01-001,
90128-01-002, 90128-01-015, 90128-01-017, 90128-04-013, 90128-04-014,
90128-04-015, 90128-04-016.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the subject properties were under consideration in County
Council District Seven (7). The subject properties are currently unzoned and part of the Highway 76
corridor project but not in the overlay. Staff recommends changing the zoning of the properties to B-3,
General Commercial District. Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation showing images of the posted
properties and the adjacent properties just east of the City of Florence. The properties are adjacent to the
railroad tracks with some vacant land and businesses in the area.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-80.

In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear read the comments and inquiries received pertaining
to the requested zoning map amendment. (A copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at
the Florence County Planning and Building Department.)

Following additional questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brashear clarified that the
proposed change in zoning would not affect the use of Mr. Gootman’s property, as it would be
grandfathered in as legally nonconforming.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments from anyone
in attendance who desired to speak in favor of the requested zoning map amendment.

Mr. Robert Gootman, 1650 Day Street, Florence, SC, was present and spoke regarding the requested
zoning map amendment. Mr. Gootman noted that he was deaf and had been assisted during the meeting by
an adjacent gentlemen who helped him follow the discussion. He stated that he owns three of the parcels,
which have historically been utilized for heavy industrial purposes and expressed his desire for them to
remain designated as such. He noted that while he currently uses the site to store his equipment, the active
business is precious metal refining.

The Commission asked Staff questions regarding other zoning designations, and their permitted uses,
specifically whether the current industrial operations would be permitted within a CMU, Commercial
Mixed Use District.

In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear stated that a precious metal refining business is not

permitted within a CMU zoning district. He noted that without a clear understanding of the previous
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specific use and operations, staff would likely classify precious metal refining as heavy industrial, which
requires a B-6 zoning designation. While warehousing and storage are permitted under a B-3, precious
metals might fall under B-5, staff would have to verify the exact classification. Mr. Gootman clarified that
the previous business on the site was a tire retreading plant which is classified as heavy industrial.

The Commission discussed removing the three parcels from the agenda item to allow Mr. Gootman an
opportunity to meet with staff and review the zoning options. However, Mr. Brashear noted that the
property owner does not possess enough acreage to qualify for a different zoning designation on their own,
as doing so would constitute spot zoning. Per the Florence County Ordinances, a property owner must
have five (5) acres or more to request a different zoning designation within the proposed area. When staff
looked at the proposed area which has B-3 and CMU zonings, with the vacant properties and residential
properties being allowed in those zonings, they chose the B-3 zoning designation. If the B-3 zoning
designation is approved, the property would be grandfathered in, allowing it to continue under its pre-
existing nonconformity and could be rebuilt if damaged or destroyed. Furthermore, if the property is sold,
the buyers would also be permitted to continue the current use.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd informed Mr. Gootman and the public that if the zoning designation were changed
to B-3, the current operations could continue. Furthermore, even if the property were sold, a new owner
would be permitted to maintain the existing use. Chairman Cheryl Floyd clarified that the Planning
Commission was a recommending body to County Council. She added that the Commission could not
recommend an Industrial zoning designation, which is what Mr. Gootman’s current use is, because the
parcels did not meet the five (5) acre minimum requirement, and would result in spot zoning.

Mr. Brashear clarified that if the property were rezoned, the Planning Commission, acting as the
recommending body, would forward the zoning request to the County Council for final approval. Once
approved the property’s zoning would be considered grandfathered in, and under the current standards, if
the facility were damaged or destroyed, the owner would have eighteen (18) months to obtain a permit to
rebuild it. Additionally, the status goes with the land, so if the property were sold, the new owners retain
the right to rebuild.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments from anyone
in attendance who desired to speak in opposition of the requested zoning map amendment.

There was no public in attendance who desired to speak in opposition to the requested zoning map
amendment.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson, made a
motion to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-80 / Second —
Commissioner Gregory Miller / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested
zoning map amendment PC#2026-80 for a B-3, General Commercial District, zoning designation.
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PC#2026-81 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Property In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. Furthermore, The Requirements Of Florence County
Code Of Ordinances, Chapter 30, Zoning Ordinance, Article 1l. — Zoning
District Regulations, Division 7, Corridor Overlay District, Shall Apply To The
Property Included In This Amendment That Lay Within Five Hundred Feet
(500) Of The Corridor. Any Parcel That Extends Beyond 500" From The
Corridor Shall Be Wholly Covered By The Overlay District If The Outer Area
Is Twenty Percent (20%) Or Less Of The Total Parcel Size. This Measurement
Shall Be Taken From The Road’s Edge, Or Curb, And Extend Landwards. This
Amendment Shall Apply To The Following Property As It Is Reflected On The
Tax Map As: 90128-04-006.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the unzoned subject property was in the gateway along
Highway 76 in County Council District Seven (7). Staff has not received any public inquiries regarding the
zoning map amendment. The subject property is currently unzoned and part of the Highway 76 corridor
project but not in the overlay. Staff recommends changing the zoning of the property to R-3, Single-Family
Residential District. Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation showing images of the posted property
and the adjacent properties just Northeast of the City of Florence. The property is a strip of land adjacent to
some residential and CMU uses which would allow some commercial uses. It has drainage easements and
various physical constraints on the parcel of land. The property is directly above one of the oldest historic
cemeteries within the City of Florence. Proper notification was completed, including notices sent to the
property owner, property posted and public notices displayed at applicable locations in accordance with
Florence County Ordinances.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-81.

Hearing none, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments. No one from the public was
in attendance to speak either in favor of or in opposition to the requested zoning map amendment..

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Commissioner Gregory Miller made a motion
to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-81 / Second — Commissioner
John Martin / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment
PC#2026-81 for an R-3, Single-Family Residential District, zoning designation.

PC#2026-82 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 90128-01-011,
90128-01-012, 90128-02-010, 90128-02-011, 90128-02-012, 90128-02-017,
90137-01-002, 90137-02-001, 90137-02-002, 90137-02-003, 90137-02-010,
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90137-03-007, 90137-03-008, 90137-03-009, 90137-03-010, 90137-03-011,
90137-03-013, 90137-03-014, 90137-03-015, 90137-03-019, 90137-03-021.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the unzoned properties were a part of the Highway 76 corridor
project but not in the overlay district, in County Council District Seven (7).

Mr. Brashear read the comments and inquiries received pertaining to the requested zoning map amendment.
(A copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building
Department.)

Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation showing images of the posted and adjacent properties. He
stated that the properties were East of the City of Florence along Highway 76 and Day Street. Staff was
recommending an R-3, Single Family Residential District zoning designation. The properties consist of
single family homes and some manufactured homes, which are allowed and would be grandfathered in. If
the manufactured homes were damaged or destroyed, they would be allowed to be replaced. Proper
notification was completed, including notices sent to the property owners, properties posted and public
notices displayed at applicable locations in accordance with Florence County Ordinances.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-82.

Hearing none, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments. No one from the public was
in attendance to speak either in favor of or in opposition to the requested zoning map amendment.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Commissioner Mandy Simpson made a
motion to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-82 / Second — Vice-
Chairman Dwight Johnson / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning
map amendment PC#2026-82 for an R-3, Single-Family Residential District, zoning designation.

PC#2026-83 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. Furthermore, The Requirements Of Florence County
Code Of Ordinances, Chapter 30, Zoning Ordinance, Article 1l. — Zoning
District Regulations, Division 7, Corridor Overlay District, Shall Apply To The
Properties Included In This Amendment That Lay Within Five Hundred Feet
(500") Of The Corridor. Any Parcel That Extends Beyond 500" From The
Corridor Shall Be Wholly Covered By The Overlay District If The Outer Area
Is Twenty Percent (20%) Or Less Of The Total Parcel Size. This Measurement
Shall Be Taken From The Road’s Edge, Or Curb, And Extend Landwards. This
Amendment Shall Apply To The Following Properties As They Are Reflected
On The Tax Maps As: 90128-02-003, 90128-03-015, 90128-04-012, 90137-
01-001.
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(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the unzoned properties were a part of the Highway 76 corridor
project in the overlay district, in County Council District Seven (7); and, that staff’s recommended zoning
was RU-1, Rural Community District zoning designation. Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation
showing images of the posted and adjacent properties. He stated that the properties were East of the City of
Florence along Highway 76. The properties are adjoining properties to the RU-1’s that were previously
zoned. Proper notification was completed, including notices sent to the property owners, properties posted
and public notices displayed at applicable locations in accordance with Florence County Ordinances.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-83.

In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear stated that staff had received no inquiries.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments. No one from
the public was in attendance to speak either in favor of or in opposition to the requested zoning map
amendment.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson made a
motion to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-83 / Second —
Commissioner John Martin / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning
map amendment PC#2026-83 for an RU-1, Rural Community District, zoning designation.

PC#2026-84 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 90128-01-004,
90128-01-005, 90128-01-014, 90128-02-001, 90128-02-002, 90128-03-009,
90128-03-013.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the unzoned properties were a part of the Highway 76 corridor
project, in County Council District Seven (7) and that staff’s recommended zoning was RU-1, Rural
Community District zoning designation. Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation, showing images of
the posted and adjacent properties. He stated that the properties were East of the City of Florence along
Highway 76. The properties are contiguous with the RU-1’s previously designated zoning districts. The
properties consist of some manufactured homes and single family residential homes. Proper notification was
completed, including notices sent to the property owners, properties posted and public notices displayed at
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applicable locations in accordance with Florence County Ordinances. Staff did not receive any public
inquiries regarding the requested zoning map amendment.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-84.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments. No one from
the public was in attendance to speak either in favor of or in opposition to the requested zoning map
amendment.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Commissioner Gregory Miller made a motion
to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-84 / Second — Commissioner
John Martin / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment
PC#2026-84 for an RU-1, Rural Community District, zoning designation.

PC#2026-85 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. Furthermore, The Requirements Of Florence County
Code Of Ordinances, Chapter 30, Zoning Ordinance, Article 1l. — Zoning
District Regulations, Division 7, Corridor Overlay District, Shall Apply To The
Properties Included In This Amendment That Lay Within Five Hundred Feet
(500") Of The Corridor. Any Parcel That Extends Beyond 500" From The
Corridor Shall Be Wholly Covered By The Overlay District If The Outer Area
Is Twenty Percent (20%) Or Less Of The Total Parcel Size. This Measurement
Shall Be Taken From The Road’s Edge, Or Curb, And Extend Landwards. This
Amendment Shall Apply To The Following Properties As They Are Reflected
On The Tax Maps As: 90156-02-014, 90156-02-015, 90156-03-004, 90156-
03-005.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the unzoned properties were a part of the Highway 76 corridor
project in the overlay district, in County Council District Seven (7), east of the City of Florence along
Highway 76. Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation showing images of the posted and adjacent
properties surrounded by B-3 and CMU zoning designations. He stated that staff’s recommendation for the
properties was an R-2, Single Family Residential District, zoning designation contiguous with zoning to the
south of the parcels, consisting of medium to larger sized residential lots. Proper notification was completed,
including notices sent to the property owners, properties posted and public notices displayed at applicable
locations in accordance with Florence County Ordinances.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-85.
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In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear stated that staff had received no inquiries.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments. No one from
the public was in attendance to speak either in favor of or in opposition to the requested zoning map
amendment.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Commissioner John Martin made a motion to
approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-85 / Second — Commissioner
Christopher Mishoe / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning map
amendment PC#2026-85 for an R-2, Single-Family Residential District, zoning designation.

PC#2026-86 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 90156-02-001,
90156-02-002, 90156-02-003, 90156-02-004, 90156-02-005, 90156-02-006,
90156-02-007, 90156-02-008, 90156-02-009, 90156-02-010, 90156-02-011,
90156-02-012, 90156-02-013, 90156-02-020, 90156-02-021, 90156-02-022,
90156-02-023, 90156-02-024, 90156-02-025, 90156-02-026, 90156-03-001,
90156-03-002, 90156-03-003, 90156-04-001, 90156-04-002, 90156-04-003,
90156-04-004, 90156-04-005, 90156-04-006, 90156-04-007, 90156-04-008,
90156-04-009, 90156-04-010, 90156-04-011, 90156-04-012, 90156-04-013,
90156-04-014, 90156-04-015, 90156-04-016, 90156-04-017, 90156-04-018,
90156-04-019, 90156-04-020.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He stated that the unzoned properties were east of the City of Florence in
County Council District Seven (7). Mr. Brashear continued with the presentation showing zoning images
and aerials of the forty-three (43) properties, and stated that staff’s recommendation was for an R-2, Single
Family Residential District zoning designation. He continued with the presentation showing images of the
posted properties and adjacent properties. Proper notification was completed, including notices sent to the
property owners, properties posted and public notices displayed at applicable locations in accordance with
Florence County Ordinances.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-86.

In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear read the comments and inquiries received pertaining
to the requested zoning map amendment. (A copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at
the Florence County Planning and Building Department.)

Following additional questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brashear clarified that there did
appear to be some single-wide manufactured homes within the proposed zoning area.
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Hearing no further discussion or questions, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments
from anyone in attendance who desired to speak in favor of the requested zoning map amendment.

Mr. Robert Gainey, 305 S. Court Avenue, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in favor of the requested
zoning map amendment. He noted that there are existing manufactured homes on South Court Avenue and
on S. McCurdy Road within the proposed zoning area.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd stated that the existing manufactured homes in the area would be considered pre-
existing nonconformities and allowed in the recommending zoning district. If the properties were damaged
or destroyed they could be replaced under the proposed zoning classification.

Mr. Brashear clarified that recent developments in state law now preempted local ordinances regarding
legally nonconforming grandfathered manufactured homes. While Florence County’s local ordinance
currently allows a property owner eighteen (18) months to obtain a permit to replace a nonconforming
manufactured home without restriction of its age, state law removes this time limit entirely. Under state law,
a pre-existing manufactured home can be replaced regardless of the zoning district or how much time has
passed since it was damaged or destroyed, provided the replacement home is five (5) years old or less.

Mr. Gainey stated that his purpose for attending the meeting was to understand the reasons behind the
proposed property rezoning and the specific classifications being considered, noting that he was unfamiliar
with how zoning protections worked. He shared that community rumors suggested the properties might be
rezoned as light industrial, or that the change was intended to raise taxes. On behalf of his community, he
requested clear information to share with his neighbors regarding the zoning changes and whether any
infrastructure improvements are planned for their neighborhood. Additionally, Mr. Gainey highlighted
urgent infrastructure concerns where a fire hydrant at the corner of McCurdy Road had been out of service
for more than five (5) years despite outreach to their County Councilman on numerous occasions. He further
stated that the local water lines were in poor condition, and subsequent street excavations for repairs had been
left unpatched. He also desired to know what other zonings could be applied to their neighborhood.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd stated that the rezoning was intended to protect the property and its owners. As an
example, she cited a neighborhood of older homes where a resident began operating an industrial business in
their backyard. The operation included hammering and nailing throughout the night behind a six-foot privacy
fence, with materials stacked higher than the fence line. Although neighbors complained that the business
was incompatible with their neighborhood, the property was unzoned, leaving the county with no restrictions
to enforce.

She further expressed hope that the property owners would welcome zoning regulations to establish
enforceable restrictions rather than relying solely on informal neighborhood rules. She clarified that zoning
changes had no impact on raising property taxes. While the Commission could not provide a response to all
of Mr. Gainey’s questions, she advised residents to direct their specific concerns to their County Councilman
for further action and responses. Chairman Cheryl Floyd explained and reaffirmed that the neighborhood is
a residential neighborhood and that staff’s primary objective was to preserve and protect its residential
integrity.
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Mr. Brashear further stated that the primary purpose of zoning was to protect the neighborhood’s integrity
and preserve its residential character. Without zoning, a wide variety of incompatible uses would be
permitted, leaving staff with no recourse. However, established residential zoned districts prevent situations
where a neighboring property owner could turn their garage into a body shop and operate it in their front yard
with parked vehicles across their lawn. While some neighborhoods rely on active Homeowners Associations
(HOA's) for protection, they must hire their own attorneys to enforce their covenants. If there is zoning in
the area then the County takes responsibility of enforcing their zoning ordinances.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for any additional questions or
comments from anyone who desired to speak in opposition to the requested zoning map amendment.

There was no public in attendance who had additional questions or who desired to speak in opposition to
the requested zoning map amendment.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson made a
motion to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-86 / Second —
Commissioner John Martin / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning
map amendment PC#2026-86 for an R-2, Single-Family Residential District, zoning designation.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd noted that the gallery was still very full and several members of the public had not
yet spoken and she inquired from the public which agenda item they were there to address. The majority of
the audience indicated they were present for the item regarding property within the Forest Lake
subdivision.

Staff requested a brief recess.
The Commission recessed at 7:36 p.m. and reconvened at 7:41 p.m., September 22, 2026.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd reconvened the meeting and requested a motion to amend the agenda to
move items PC#2026-90 and PC#2026-91 up for immediate review within the agenda items.

Commissioner John Martin made a motion that the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-90 be
moved up to the next item for review within the agenda / Second — Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson and
Commissioner Gregory Miller.

Commissioner John Martin made a motion that the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-91 be

moved up to the next item under PC#2026-90 for review within the agenda / Second -Vice-Chairman

Dwight Johnson. The Commission voted 8 to 0 to amend the agenda and move items PC#2026-90 and
PC#2026-91 up for immediate review within the agenda items.
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PC#2026-90 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 00101-01-011 And
07607-01-003.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He noted that staff had received numerous inquiries on the item and some
would be redundant as they reflected comments for PC#2026-90 and PC#2026-91.

Mr. Brashear read the comments and inquiries received pertaining to the requested zoning map amendment.
(A copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building
Department.)

Mr. Brashear continued with his presentation indicating that the unzoned subject properties were located in
County Council Districts Four (4) and Nine (9). Staff’s recommendation for the two properties was R-1,
Single-Family Residential District zoning designation. The subject corridor properties are west of the City
of Florence along Highway 76 within Forest Lake with a small sliver of land extending into the Forest Lake
Pointe Subdivision near the access point. Mr. Brashear presented images and aerials of the subject site and
the adjacent properties, noting that Forest Lake subdivision extends out and under Highway 76. Staff ensured
that the postings of the subject properties were placed in conspicuous places to clearly identify the areas
designated for zoning. Proper notification was completed, including notices sent to the property owners,
properties posted and public notices displayed at applicable locations in accordance with Florence County
Ordinances.

Mr. Brashear stated that he was requested to attend a meeting last Friday evening with Council Counsel at a
local church where the majority of the members in the meeting were in attendance discussing the zonings
of PC#2026-90 and PC#2026-91.

Mr. Brashear proposed a question of “Why would staff propose a zoning district for a body of water.” He
explained that the subject property is a legal parcel of land that touches Highway 76. For the past few years
staff has been studying and zoning properties along Highway 76 and must determine what is the most
practical and best use of every parcel of land, including bodies of water, regardless of whether development
is anticipated.

Staff reviewed the surrounding parcels, which consist of larger lots and homes that conform most closely to
an R-1, single-family zoning designation. Mr. Brashear emphasized for the edification of the Commission
and the public that R-1 is Florence County’s most restrictive residential zoning district. He noted that
Florence County does not have open space or conservation districts and explained that even where such
districts existed in other jurisdictions, they only restrict rather than prohibit development. He stated that he
was not trying to be contrary but wanted to provide clear factual context regarding the zoning districts as
that information was mentioned in emails that were requested to be forwarded to each member of the
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Commission. (A copy of the two emails requested to be forwarded to the Commission members is
maintained and held and the Florence County Planning and Building Department.)

Mr. Brashear presented a scenario involving a damaged lake dam requiring $10 million dollars in repairs.
Because the lake is private property, homeowners would be responsible for raising the funds, which could
potentially involve selling some acreage of the property to finance the repairs.

Comparing R-1 to a rural district designation, Mr. Brashear noted that rural districts speak about land
preservation, but they still allow various business and developmental uses. While state wildlife regulations
might impose restrictions, county regulations do not prevent development on rural zoned parcels. Mr.
Brashear further explained that property owners can request zoning changes to match contiguous parcels in
their zoning area. As part of the counties zoning efforts along Highway 76, the properties must be zoned
and the most practical zoning choice is R-1, it matches the adjacent area of single family large lots and
restricts uses strictly to single family residential homes.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any questions or discussion from the Commission regarding
the requested zoning map amendment, PC#2026-90.

In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear noted that if Florence County were to create a zoning
designation that allowed nothing to occur but the lake or was unique to the lake, it would be considered a
taking. All state or federal wildlife managements would supersede local zoning ordinances. He further
explained that the building code allowed for structures within wetlands and the likes and provided the
requirements to do so; but would be superseded if protected by state or federal wildlife management.
Reviewing aerials of the parcels beyond the bridge, Mr. Brashear stated that the zonings were R-1 and City
of Florence zoning. The adjacent zonings on both sides of Forest Lake subdivision and Forest Lake Pointe
are presently unzoned which potentially could allow for any uses per Florence County Zoning regulations,
i.e. manufactured homes, chop shops and the likes. Although both of the neighborhoods have homeowners
associations and restrictive covenants, there are no County regulations that would restrict most uses in
either of the neighborhoods. As staff is recommending zoning of the lake, they are proposing zoning the
lake with the most restrictive zoning Florence County presently has.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments from anyone
in attendance who desired to speak in opposition to the requested zoning map amendment.

Mr. Frank Mcintyre, 3341 Lakeshore Drive, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in opposition to the
requested zoning map amendment. He noted that one of the words that he had not heard in the meeting was
sanctuary, and emphasized that the lake was a state designated sanctuary. Mr. Mclintyre stated that
property owners were only notified of the requested zoning map amendment by letter on August 10, 2026,
so their research had been fast tracked for presentation to the Commission. He recalled that during a
subsequent drop in meeting, residents were shown an aerial map outlining the proposed parcel zonings.

Mr. Mcintyre highlighted that Forest Lake had over six hundred (600) residents and the middle swamp was
dammed around 1963 or 1964. He explained that Ed Young and Jessie Wiggins started Ebenezer
Community Watershed Conservation District, which was legitimized and acknowledged by the state. That
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is where the conservation concept came from and why the property owners of Forest Lake are against the
zoning change. The Florence County government adopted the Land Conservation Vision which provided
insight into what Highway 76 would like in the next fifty (50) years.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Mclntyre stated that they had met with
the Planning Staff to review alternative zoning options for the parcels. He noted that a portion of the lake
lies within the City of Florence boundaries. Mr. Mcintyre raised a personal objection to defining the lake
as a parcel or land, emphasizing that it was a body of water. He argued that while zoning is intended to
protect land, conservation measures are meant for environmentally sensitive areas which is how Forest
Lake has functioned for the past sixty years. He stated that the preferred zoning designation would be an
open space zoning, which would recognize the lake as a wildlife sanctuary and acknowledge it as a
federally regulated dam that creates Forest Lake. Mr. Mclntyre emphasized that the lake is completely
undevelopable and concluded that the distinction between land, parcels, and buildings must be addressed.
He requested that the lake not receive a standard zoning designation.

Mr. Nick Foong, 3125 Lakeshore Drive, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in opposition to the requested
zoning map amendment. He stated that as a member of the Forest Lake Homeowners Association Board of
Directors, the Board understands and agrees that unzoned parcels require zoning. However, on behalf of
the Board, he requested that the Commission consider creating an open area conservation style zoning
classification in the spirit of contiguous improvement. He noted that the City of Florence, Horry County,
and Richland County already utilize such classifications to protect and preserve their open land areas. He
requested that Florence County consider establishing this zoning classification during its current efforts to
zone unzoned properties and apply it to Forest Lake first.

Mr. Foong reiterated that Forest Lake is a designated state wildlife sanctuary noting that the area features,
protected nesting bald eagles, ospreys and migratory cormorants. The Board’s research into wildlife
sanctuaries found that there is a state required mandate of a one hundred yard (100 yard) buffer zone
intended for protection. He expressed belief that this buffer would impact several parcels to be discussed
later in the meeting, including one parcel that touches the lakeside wetlands which is being recommended
for B-3 zoning. The residents are concerned as to what B-3 zoning allows, specifically the potential for
stormwater runoff, oils, contaminants and drainages from a business that could harm the lake and wildlife
sanctuary. They would also like it noted on published Florence County documents or records used in the
future that the lake is a state wildlife sanctuary.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission for staff.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brashear stated that Planning
Commission and staff had the authority to create a zoning and submit it to County Council for review and
recommendation. It would take time as staff would have to research the zoning with the present
Comprehensive Plan, then put said recommendation together for the Planning Commission’s agenda, and
then send them to County Council for three readings for approval. The process could be approximately
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four (4) to five (5) months. In conservation districts, some areas are open to the public, however, Forest
Lake is a private lake limited to due paying members of Forest Lake.

Mr. Brashear further explained that Planning and Building would issue permits for parcels based on what
the zoning would allow. However, if Forest Lake is a sanctuary area then the private owners would have to
obtain the necessary permits that would override what the zoning would allow. That is one area of
protection. Even if the property were unzoned the private owners would have to go to the respective
government agencies to obtain the requirements of what would be allowed.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for any additional questions or
comments from anyone who desired to speak in favor of the requested zoning map amendment.

There was no public in attendance who had additional questions or who desired to speak in favor of the
requested zoning map amendment.

There were further questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion, Mr. Brashear stated that citizens of Forest Lake were requesting a
zoning that did not exist within Florence Counties zoning ordinance. The City of Florence does have an
open space development district that does allow restricted development.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Commissioner Doris Lockhart made a motion
to defer PC#2026-90, to allow staff time to research and recommend a zoning that would fit the open space
or conservation district and present it for review and recommendation. / Second — Commissioner Jeffrey
Tanner / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to defer PC#2026-90, to allow staff time to research and
recommend a zoning that would fit open space or conservation district and present it for review and
recommendation.

PC#2026-91 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 00076-01-017,
00076-01-018, 00076-01-019, 00076-01-052, 00076-01-100.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. J. Shawn Brashear, Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report and
presentation to the Commission. He noted that the unzoned properties are located on the west side of the
City of Florence along the Highway 76 corridor, and staff was recommending a B-3 zoning for the parcels.
He continued with the presentation showing images and site aerials of the subject properties and adjacent
properties. All required notifications were completed, including notices sent to the property owners,
properties posted and public notices displayed at applicable locations in accordance with Florence County
Ordinances.
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Mr. Brashear read the comments and inquiries received pertaining to the requested zoning map amendment.
(A copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building
Department.)

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brashear stated while the City and
County zonings differ, a City CG district is similar to the County’s B-3 zoning district. The properties
current uses are residential. Mr. Brashear noted that a B-3 zoning district is similar to the R-1 and is the
most intense commercial district within Florence County; it allows for multi-family housing, single family
housing, convenience stores, retail stores and restaurants.

B-2 commercial districts are less intense and do not allow multi-family housing, but they do permit retail
uses, convenience stores and single family housing. B-1 is Florence County’s most restrictive business
district, allowing only professional services and business offices. While strip malls are permitted in B-1,
standard retail stores are not. If a strip building were constructed under a B-1 designation, it would be
limited to professional offices, such as real estate or attorney’s offices.

Staff’s only contact regarding the proposed zoning was a telephone call from a woman claiming to be the
daughter and granddaughter of the owners of two of the properties. She expressed support for the
recommended B-3 zoning designation. While the Bateman’s are the original developers of the area and
still own two of the properties, staff was unsure if they owned all of the parcels in question. No members
of the Bateman family were present in the meeting.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments from anyone
in attendance who desired to speak in opposition to the requested zoning map amendment.

Ms. Nancy Ullerich, 1842 Osprey Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the requested
zoning map amendment. She stated that she is on the Board of Directors for the Homeowners Association
(HOA) for the Forest Lake Pointe Subdivision. She stated that the Bateman properties are owned by
members of the Bateman family, except for one which has been sold. Many of the family members are
older, and the HOA was not able to reach them. The properties are at the edge of their neighborhood,
across from Bateman Drive, and also next to the front entrance of their neighborhood. Their neighborhood
was formed around 1990, and residents recently learned that their properties are unzoned. She stated that
her husband is the president of the HOA and that he would read a letter that he prepared for the
Commission. (She requested and passed out a copy of the letter to each Commission member. A copy of
the letter is maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building Department.)

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Ms. Ullerich stated that the Bateman’s
properties are not a part of their HOA.
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Mr. Robert Ullerich 1842 Osprey Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the requested
zoning map amendment. He stated that he had a prepared statement to read to the Commission. The
statement read as follows: “My name is Bob Ullerich, and | am the president of the Forest Lake Pointe
Homeowners Association. | am here to represent our neighborhood with respect to the rezoning of five
residential properties on W. Palmetto Street near the entrance to our neighborhood, as described in map
amendment PC#2026-91.

Forest Lake Pointe is one of the most desirable neighborhoods in Florence County due to our beautiful
front entrance, quiet streets, access to the lake, and a family-friendly neighborhood. This is supported by
the fact that home values here are more than twice the average of Florence County single family homes.

The lots affected by the B-3 rezoning are located between W. Palmetto Street and Bateman Drive, the
border of our subdivision, with one adjacent to our front entrance at Osprey Drive.

B-3 zoning would permit businesses such as beer, wine and liquor stores; gasoline stations; truck stops; flea
markets; transportation warehouses; auto repair shops; and car washes. The proximity of a B-3
Commercial zone will lower property values in our neighborhood, due to increased noise, light, water
pollution and crime risk. Some studies suggest that property values could decrease as much as 16%.

This would warrant a reduction in assessed values, potentially costing the county tens of thousands of
dollars.

Even more important is the potential contamination from polluted water runoff into Forest Lake from
having a B-3 zone just 23 paces from a wildlife sanctuary. Increased water pollution will adversely affect
the habitat of wildlife, including protected species of birds such as bald eagles and osprey.

We would prefer the properties be rezoned R-1, but we recognize that there is going to be commercial
zoning adjacent to W. Palmetto St. We are proposing a solution that we believe meets the needs of the
county while keeping our neighborhood intact. We suggest dividing the zoning on the lots in question,
such that at least 125 feet currently adjacent to Bateman Drive is zoned R-1, with the property adjacent to
W. Palmetto St., zoned as B-1 rather than B-3. This suggestion was proposed to us by Gary Finklea, a local
attorney who lives in our neighborhood.

The types of businesses permitted in B-1 zones pose significantly less disruption to our neighborhood and
the Lake habitat in terms of noise, light, security, and water pollution. For this reason, we recommend B-1
zoning for these parcels if a split as described above is not feasible.

In conclusion, decrease in property values, combined with an increase in traffic, noise, crime, and water
pollution of a wildlife sanctuary can be minimized by zoning said properties as suggested.”

Ms. Tammy Smith, 1830 Nighthawk Drive, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in opposition to the
requested zoning map amendment. She stated that while residents understand development is part of a
growing community, they ask that the safety and quality of life of existing families be given serious
consideration. A primary concern is traffic safety. The entrance to Forest Lake Pointe has a blind spot near
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the crest of both Osprey and Bateman Drives, creating limited visibility for drivers. Adding commercial
traffic, unfamiliar drivers and potentially larger delivery vehicles could make an already hazardous area
more dangerous. Their neighborhood streets are used daily by residents walking their dogs, children riding
bicycles, families walking, neighbors riding golf carts and people enjoying the outdoors. She emphasized
that these are residential streets not commercial throughfares and outside drivers may not anticipate
pedestrians or pets in the roadway.

Residents are especially concerned about Osprey Drive or Bateman Drive being used to access the rear of
future businesses. Allowing employees, customers, visitors, deliveries or service vehicles access through
these streets could turn quiet residential roads into commercial access routes, creating additional traffic and
safety hazards. She urged the Commission to consider the cumulative impact of additional businesses
along Palmetto Street, including increased turning movements, congestion, traffic backups and potential
conflicts at their neighborhood entrance. Furthermore, B-3 zoning raises concerns regarding the types of
businesses that could eventually operate next to their homes, specifically future uses that bring excessive
traffic, late night activities, frequent deliveries, noise or other impacts incompatible with a family friendly
neighborhood.

Ms. Smith concluded by stating their concern is not simply about development; but about responsible
development that protects Florence County residents. They respectfully request that before B-3 zoning is
approved, a comprehensive traffic and safety assessment be conducted with particular attention to the blind
spot at their subdivision entrance, pedestrian and bicycle safety, and commercial traffic circulation. They
also ask that any approval include enforceable restrictions prohibiting routine commercial access through
Forest Lake Pointe, including Osprey and Bateman Drives, alongside appropriate protections to preserve
their residential character. She urged the Commission not to make a zoning decision without fully
evaluating how it could affect the safety of the families who call Forest Lake Pointe home.

Ms. Jessica Brewton, 1900 Osprey Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the
requested zoning map amendment. She requested that Florence County limit the zoning on the proposed
parcels to R-1, or B-1 if they must be zoned commercial. Ms. Brewton noted that while residents
understand the need for zoning and recognize that B-3 zoning may be appropriate for many properties
along Highway 76, the parcels in front of their subdivision are unique and should be evaluated differently
because of their location.

Forest Lake is one of only four recognized lakes in Florence County and its location along the commercial
corridor of Highway 76 requires particular consideration. While residents would prefer the properties be
zoned R-1, a B-1 designation would also be acceptable; it allows commercial development but at a lower
intensity providing a better transition between Highway 76 and the homes and lake immediately behind the
properties.

More intensive commercial development could mean larger buildings, expanded parking areas, increased
impervious surfaces, stormwater runoff, heightened traffic, lighting, signage, noise, pollution, trespassing,
and potential crime for their neighborhood. Good planning does not mean that every property along
Highway 76 must receive the same level of commercial zoning. Instead, it means recognizing when a
particular location requires a different approach. The County has been successful at zoning many B-3
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properties along the corridor, but it should acknowledge that while those commercial spaces are plentiful,
the county’s lakes and wetland areas are limited and should be protected.

Ms. Brewton asked if Florence County could make an exception for this small area of the corridor to signal
to local residents and travelers that the community values its beautiful lakes, wildlife, and neighborhood
areas. Her request is simple, recognize the unigque and sensitive location of the proposed parcels and zone
them R-1. If not R-1 then limit the properties to a B-1 rather than a B-2 or B-3 zoning designation. This
will allow reasonable development while providing greater protection for a location that warrants greater
consideration. The County has the opportunity now to make that distinction before a development makes it
that much harder to reverse.

Mr. Oliver Brewton, 1900 Osprey Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the requested
zoning map amendment. He read through his prepared remarks and stated that he would avoid repeating
previous points. He noted for the Commission that one of the parcels was distinctively different as it was
directly uphill from the wetland, separated only by an adjacent road. He reiterated that they had already
discussed the wetlands, the wildlife sanctuary and the ospreys. He agreed that B-1 would be appropriate
for the properties except for the first one beside the wetland; he would request that it be R-1, as he would
prefer that all the properties to be R-1. He conceded that an R-1 designation might be difficult to defend in
court, but argued that the land’s unique proximity to the lake provided a justifiable defense. Additionally,
if R-1 was not feasible he requested a B-1 designation over B-2 or B-3 to minimize impervious surface
coverage. Mr. Brewton, in closing reiterated public safety concerns and stated that introducing industrial
uses would negatively alter their neighborhood’s character.

Ms. Stacy Foster, 2001 Chickadee Court, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the
requested zoning map amendment. She stated that given the location of her residence, she would look
directly at the dumpsters of businesses along the Highway 76 corridor from her driveway if they were
zoned into any of the commercial districts. She noted that residents would be forced to drive past
dumpsters or the backs of businesses daily. She added that the access roads next to the current residential
properties would probably remain, meaning traffic would likely access the businesses via Bateman Drive
and pull out through their neighborhoods. Ms. Foster stated that the current residents on Chickadee Court
would be the most affected by the zoning change, looking daily at dumpsters and the backs of liquor stores
and motels. Finally, she stated that when residents attempt to sell their homes, prospective buyers would
have to drive past the backs of those establishments, destroying their property values. She requested that
the properties be zoned R-1 to protect their neighborhood and property values.

Mr. Josh Harris, 1805 Nighthawk Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the requested
zoning map amendment. He stated that he lives in Forest Lake Pointe and, since he did not get the
opportunity to call in, he wanted the Commission to know that he opposes the B-3 zoning designation. He
noted that he would prefer R-1 zoning or if R-1 is not possible, a B-1 zoning designation instead.

Mr. Kevin Russell, 1975 Tanager Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the requested
zoning map amendment. He stated that the land sits at a high elevation overlooking the lake. He noted that
although no one is currently planning it, the site would be a perfect location for a two story restaurant

overlooking the lake and their homes. He argued that a buyer would likely purchase the approximately two
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and one half acre (2 % acre) property to build a nice restaurant with an elevating dining area. It would turn
their neighborhood into a highly trafficked walking area for strangers, which is not currently the case. He
reminded the Commission that they consist of Florence County citizens who own homes and property that
they hope to turn over to their children. He concluded that if the area is zoned commercial he would lose
$100,000 of his home’s equity, costing his children their future inheritance just so people could visit a
restaurant overlooking the lake by his home.

There was discussion and questions from the Commission.

In response to the discussion and questions, Mr. Brashear noted that, to the credit of the residents at the
previous meeting, almost unanimously they requested that their neighborhood of Forest Lake Pointe be
zoned R-1. He stated that staff would be looking into this request in the future, as the residents now
understand the necessity of zoning.

He further stated that if the Commission wished to change the zoning recommendation from the staff’s
original proposal, a list of allowable uses within the B-1, B-2, and B-3 designations had been provided on
the dais for each member. The Commission reviewed the uses during the public meeting paying close
attention to the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) numbers that classify the business
uses. (A copy of the document is maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building Department.)

Mr. Brashear noted that it is difficult to split zone properties. When staff does split zone a property, there
are recordable plats that go along with that property to show definitively where the zoning designation lines
are. The property owners would have to make such requests, as staff cannot record a plat on their behalf.

In reference to the County access road beside the one property and off of Osprey Road, a business wishing
to utilize that access road must submit an encroachment request for approval by the Florence County Public
Works Department.

There was further discussion from the Commission stating that they could recommend an R-1 zoning
designation for the properties; and, if the Bateman family desired to change the zoning they could submit a
request to have their property rezoned or split zoned.

In response to the discussion, Mr. Brashear stated that the Bateman family could request to have their
property rezoned. However, in order to avoid spot zoning, it would take several of the properties to get to
the five acre (5 acre) threshold for split zoning to have the frontage of the properties commercial and the
rear residential. The property owner could also annex their property into the City of Florence and request
a zoning that is contiguous with the City Zoning across the street from the parcels.

Mr. Brashear further noted that some properties do not touch the corridor of Highway 76 and therefore are
not recommended for zoning at this time. However, second tier neighborhoods adjacent to Highway 76
will be presented and recommended for zoning as part of the county’s ongoing initiative to zone all
properties within Florence County. Residents of Forest Lake Pointe have already expressed to staff their
desire for an R-1 zoning designation for their second tier neighborhood.
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Mr. Brashear reiterated that staff’s only communication regarding the Bateman family properties was a
phone call from an individual stating they were the daughter and granddaughter of the family, expressing
support for a B-3 zoning designation. Because staff understands most members of the Bateman family are
elderly and possibly residing in nursing facilities, staff would need to locate the properties legal
representatives for a formal discussion before meeting with the family directly.

Staff recommended a B-3 zoning designation because the properties are situated along the major four-lane
corridor of Highway 76 through Florence, SC. From a planning perspective, this designation aligns with
the City of Florence’s business zoning directly across the street, which is equivalent to B-3. Additionally,
the properties are located just one mile from Interstate 95. The immediate danger right now is that the
properties are not zoned at all, they are completely unzoned, so it is critical that zoning be applied to the
properties.

Mr. Brashear stated that the publicly advertised and posted information for the four parcels indicated that
the zoning map amendment was requested to change the property from unzoned. Staff’s recommendation
is for a B-3 zoning designation, which the Commission can change and move forward with a different
zoning recommendation, if they desire.

There were no further questions, comments or discussion and Commissioner Gregory Miller made a motion
that the requested map amendment PC#2026-91 be approved for an R-1 Single Family Residential
zoning designation and if the Bateman family desired they could request a zoning change. (This
would allow the Bateman family to annex their property into the City if they desired but with no
representation the Commission made a recommendation for an R-1 zoning designation) / Second —
Commissioner John Martin and Commissioner Christopher Mishoe / The Commission voted 7 to 1 to
approve the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-91 for an R-1 Single Family Residential zoning
designation. (Chairman Cheryl Floyd was opposed to the requested recommendation for an R-1, single
family residential zoning designation.)

PC#2026-87 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Property In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Property As It Is Reflected On The Tax Map As: 90160-01-030.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. Ethan Brown, Deputy Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report
and presentation to the Commission. He noted that the unzoned property was a part of the Highway 76
corridor project and was located in County Council District Six (6). He continued with the presentation
showing aerials and zonings of the properties and adjacent properties. He noted that staff’s
recommendation for the parcel was B-3 and to the west of the property it was contiguous with a B-3 zoning
and east of the property is zoned CMU. He further stated that the property was directly behind the Food
Lion on Highway 76 and to the south would be McCurdy Road and on the other side would be the Circle K
in that area. The property is not directly on Highway 76, but a second tiered property by the corridor
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project where it starts to transition from commercial to residential properties. Staff did not receive any
inquiries regarding the requested zoning map amendment and the property was properly posted per
Florence County Ordinances.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brown stated that the acreage of the
parcel was not listed on the staff report but it was a rather large parcel.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any additional questions or discussion from the Commission.

Hearing no further discussion, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments from anyone
in attendance who desired to speak in opposition to the requested zoning map amendment.

Ms. Laquita White, 222 Penshurst Drive, Florence, SC was present and requested to ask a question. She
inquired exactly where the subject vacant parcel was behind the Food Lion as she was not aware of any
open areas of land within the property area that was zoned B-3.

In response to questions from the public, Chairman Cheryl Floyd stated that the subject parcel was being
recommended for zoning to B-3 and the location of the vacant parcel was before McCurdy Manor; on
McCurdy Road directly behind the Food Lion grocery store and adjacent shops on Highway 76 on the east
side of the City of Florence.

Hearing no further discussion or questions, Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired if there were any additional
guestions or speakers in opposition to or in favor of the requested zoning map amendment.

Hearing none, Chairman Cheryl Floyd closed the public hearing and requested a motion, discussion,
comments or questions from the Commission.

Hearing no further questions, comments or discussion, Commissioner John Martin made a motion to
approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-87 / Second - Vice-Chairman
Dwight Johnson / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning map
amendment PC#2026-87 for a B-3, General Commercial District zoning designation.

PC#2026-88 Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As: 90160-01-001,
90160-01-002, 90160-01-003, 90160-01-004, 90160-01-005, 90160-01-006,
90160-01-007, 90160-01-008, 90160-01-009, 90160-01-010, 90160-01-011,
90160-01-012, 90160-01-013, 90160-01-014, 90160-01-015, 90160-01-016,
90160-01-017, 90160-01-018, 90160-01-019, 90160-01-020, 90160-01-027,
90160-01-028, 90160-01-031, 90160-02-001, 90160-02-002, 90160-02-004,
90160-02-005, 90160-02-006, 90160-02-007, 90160-02-008, 90160-02-009,
90160-02-010, 90160-02-011, 90160-02-012, 90160-02-013, 90160-02-014,
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90160-03-001, 90160-03-002, 90160-03-003, 90160-03-004, 90160-03-005,
90160-03-006, 90160-03-007, 90160-03-008, 90160-03-009, 90160-03-010,
90160-03-011, 90160-03-012, 90160-03-013, 90160-03-014, 90160-03-015,
90160-03-016, 90160-03-017, 90160-03-018, 90160-03-019, 90160-03-020,
90160-03-021, 90160-03-022, 90160-03-023, 90160-03-024, 90160-03-025,
90160-03-026, 90160-03-027, 90160-03-028, 90160-03-031.

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. Ethan Brown, Deputy Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report
and presentation to the Commission. He noted that the unzoned properties were on the east side of the
Highway 76 corridor project and were located in County Council District Six (6). He noted that staff was
recommending an R-2 single family residential zoning designation for the subject properties. He continued
with the presentation showing aerials and zonings of the posted and adjacent parcels. He explained that the
zonings fronting the second tier parcels on Highway 76 were B-3 and CMU. He noted that the parcels
were smaller single family lots which fit the R-2 zoning designation.

Mr. Brown read the comments and inquiries received pertaining to the requested zoning map amendment.
(A copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building
Department.)

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brown noted that the parcels which
appeared not to be included with the subject properties were addressed earlier and were part of the overlay
district of the corridor project study and were recommended for an R-2 zoning designation within the
overlay district.

Hearing no further discussion or questions, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments
from anyone in attendance who desired to speak in favor of the requested zoning map amendment.

Ms. Patsy Drayton, 3300 Woodburn Drive, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in favor of the requested
zoning map amendment. She noted that she supports the zoning of R-2 single family residential for the
subject properties.

Ms. Jane Shaw, 3313 Woodburn Drive, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in favor of the requested
zoning map amendment. She stated she has lived at her residence since 1963 and she would like for it to
remain single family residential property.

Hearing no further discussion or questions, Chairman Cheryl Floyd opened the floor for public comments
from anyone in attendance who desired to speak in opposition to the requested zoning map amendment.
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Ms. Laquita White, 222 Penshurst Drive, Florence, SC, was present and spoke in opposition to the
requested zoning map amendment. She stated that she was unsure if her specific parcel was included in the
subject properties but noted her membership in the community. Ms. White explained that several affected

property owners were present earlier but had to leave due to medical issues and the late hour, which she
attributed to changes in the meeting agenda order. While she was not certain if those individuals had
submitted inquiries for or against the requested zoning map amendment; she emphasized that the
scheduling adjustments forced multiple community members to leave before the item was called.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd apologized for the changes to the agenda and expressed her displeasure that the
length of the meeting caused some citizens to leave before they had the opportunity to make public
comments, if they had desired to do so.

Hearing no further questions, comments or discussion Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson made a motion to
approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment PC#2026-88 / Second - Commissioner John
Martin / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to approve as presented the requested zoning map amendment

PC#2026-88 for an R-2, Single Family Residential zoning designation.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd noted that the recommended zoning map amendment would appear before County
Council on October 15, 2026 at 9:00 a.m.

PC#2026-89

Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The Zoning
Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The Highway 76 Corridor
Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall Apply To The Following
Properties As They Are Reflected On The Tax Maps As:

90160-03-033,
90160-03-038,
90160-03-043,
90161-01-006,
90161-01-011,
90161-02-003,
90161-02-008,
90161-02-020,
90161-02-025,
961+64+-62-632,
96161+-62-63,
96161+-62-642,

90160-03-034,
90160-03-039,
90160-03-044,
90161-01-007,
90161-01-012,
90161-02-004,
961+61+-62-616,
90161-02-021,
96+61+-62-626,
96461-62-633,
9616162638,
968161+-02-043.

90160-03-035,
90160-03-040,
90161-01-003,
90161-01-008,
90161-01-013,
90161-02-005,
90161-02-017,
90161-02-022,
96+61-62-629,
0616152634,
96161+-62-639,

90160-03-036,
90160-03-041,
90161-01-004,
90161-01-009,
90161-02-001,
90161-02-006,
90161-02-018,
90161-02-023,
9636+-62-6396,
96464-62-635,
968161+-62-640,

90160-03-032,
90160-03-037,
90160-03-042,
90161-01-005,
90161-01-010,
90161-02-002,
90161-02-007,
90161-02-019,
90161-02-024,
9646+-02-63%,
96461-62-636,
9616102641,

(Copy of the staff report and presentation are available at the Florence County Planning Department and on
the Florence County website at: https://florenceco.org/planning/commission/archives.php).

Mr. Ethan Brown, Deputy Director of Florence County Planning and Building, presented the staff report
and presentation to the Commission. He noted that the unzoned properties were a part of the same
neighborhood of parcels previously discussed on the east side of the Highway 76 corridor project and were
located in County Council District Six (6). He noted that the properties were further into the residential
portion of the secondary properties of the Highway 76 corridor project study. The parcels were split into
two different item numbers because of the number of parcels listed and staff was recommending the same
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zoning designation of R-2 single family residential for the subject properties as recommended for the
previous parcels to the North of the subject parcels. He continued with the presentation showing aerials
and zonings of the posted and adjacent parcels. He explained that the parcels that were removed from the
item were for the properties that were along the Handy Lane Road and that staff wanted to revisit those
property’s zonings to recommend a more appropriate zoning.

Mr. Brown read the comments and inquiries received pertaining to the requested zoning map amendment.
(A copy of the call log, comments and inquiries are maintained at the Florence County Planning and Building
Department.)

There were no questions, comments or discussion from the Commission and Chairman Cheryl Floyd
opened the forum for public comments from anyone in attendance who desired to speak in favor of the
requested zoning map amendment.

There was no public in attendance who desired to speak in favor of the requested zoning map amendment.

Chairman Cheryl Floyd inquired of anyone in attendance who desired to speak in opposition to the
requested zoning map amendment.

Mr. Keith White, 222 Penshurst Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the requested
zoning map amendment. Mr. White noted that due to the large numbers of citizens in the meeting, many of
his neighbors were unable to remain long enough to comment on the agenda item, which he characterized
as a disservice to the community. He stated that residents desire for their community to remain unzoned,
noting that the neighborhood has remained unchanged since he purchased his property thirteen (13) years
ago.

Mr. White guestioned the County’s rationale for zoning the area, arguing that their residential
neighborhood is not close enough to Highway 76 to have any impact on the corridor. He further
distinguished their neighborhood from the Forest Lake community, describing their properties as rural
border tracts where residents engage in outdoor and agricultural activities. He concluded by stating that
placing restrictions on their properties was a disservice to the property owners, changing the conditions
under which they originally purchased their land, and that the neighbors he had spoken with are
unanimously opposed to the requested zoning map amendment changes.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to the questions and discussion, Mr. White stated that he does not wish to have the properties
zoned single family residential and prefers they remain unzoned as they are not seeking any changes to the
current zoning designation. Mr. White additionally stated that several long time neighborhood residents
had to leave the meeting after the agenda order was amended, missing their opportunity to voice their
concerns and opinions regarding the requested zoning change. It would be a disservice to the residents for
the Commission to render a recommendation without the residents having had the opportunity to express
their opinions and concerns.
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Ms. Laquita White, 222 Penshurst Drive, Florence, SC was present and spoke in opposition to the
requested zoning map amendment. She stated that she lives in the neighborhood where the county is
requesting zoning and she requested that the Board maintain the community’s unzoned zoning status.
Leaving their properties unzoned protects them more than a residential classification would. She
understood the concerns with the properties being unzoned, but the neighborhood is already established.
Fundamental property rights naturally default to the landowner as they are now. The classification allows
many property owners throughout the subdivision to utilize their land with the flexibility of long term uses.
There are a lot of homeowners who are doing a lot of things within their neighborhoods, and most of them
desire it to remain unzoned. But by meeting basic county wide standards the property owners do what is
required to adhere to all county regulations.

The greatest risk of the zoning change is the uncertainty. It is what they do not know about the regulatory
shifts that truly affect them as homeowners. In planning and development most property owners don’t
know they have a problem until a problem exist. It also goes both ways because a property owner could
also have a neighbor who does not care for them or just doesn’t like them and then you have issues with
that change. A problem does not exist until it actively manifests and disrupts someone’s life. Locking their
neighborhood into a new untested classification of residential zoning creates a wave of uncertainty for the
long term residents who rely on their land for practical everyday uses, they could find themselves caught in
situations. There are a lot of older homeowners in the community that the zoning change could affect. By
imposing a rigid residential zoning classification on their parcels will strip away their current protections
and shift total control of their properties away from them. Even if the current uses are grandfathered in, it
will still limit the property owners ability to upgrade their structures, sell their homes without complex
legal disclosures or to pass their properties down to family members without several issues.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brashear stated that only single family
dwellings are allowed within an R-2 zoning designation and the number designates the lot size of the
property, minimum eighty feet (80°) wide and six thousand square feet (6,000 sq ft). If a property owner
presently has a business out of their residence, and has a certificate a zoning compliance for that business,
then it would be legally nonconforming and would be grandfathered in. If the structure were damaged or
destroyed and a permit to rebuild was not obtained within eighteen months (18 mos) then officially the
property would revert solely to the R-2 zoning designation. If someone were running an auto body shop
and had a certificate of zoning compliance and applicable licensing, then they could continue running their
auto body shop. Additionally, if they could sell it and someone purchased it, they could continue running
their auto body shop, but if it ceased to operate for eighteen months (18 mos), then that is when the legally
nonconforming status goes away.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Ms. White stated that residents do not want
illegal businesses operating within their neighborhood. She noted that under the current unzoned status,
property owners could have businesses and utilize their properties as they desire. She noted that if a person
were in school and wanted to start a telehealth business in their home, she was not sure if they could have
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that type of home based business if the property were zoned R-2, but presently, being unzoned, it is
allowed. Ms. White additionally requested that if the properties could not remain unzoned, that the
Commission grant property owners additional time to review and research what zoning classification is
best for their entire community.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission regarding the critical role of zoning in
safeguarding established residential neighborhoods. To illustrate the risks of remaining unzoned, members
cited the potential for incompatible commercial uses, such as a 24-hour pool hall, to open adjacent to
residential homes. The Commission emphasized that zoning regulations protect existing property values
and family environments by proactively managing future development, whereas a lack of zoning exposes
neighborhoods to unpredictable and disruptive land uses.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. Brashear stated that per zoning
standards in a residential district you cannot operate a business. Within the zoning code requirements it
does allow home occupations, meaning the work takes place solely inside the dwelling, you cannot have
outside signage, advertisement or outside storage. The occupation must take place within the home. There
are some caveats, such as deed restrictions, which if presented to staff, then staff could not issue a
certificate of zoning compliance to allow the home occupation. It is not like a person working from home,
but someone running a business from their home, that is a home occupation and it is allowed in the zoning
code in a residential district but has restrictions which do not allow a sign to advertise the business and the
likes.

There were questions and discussion from the Commission.

In response to questions and discussion from the Commission, Mr. White stated that the Forest Lake
residents had the attention of the meeting, they even provided a round of applause. The members of his
community also showed up, but due to the amended changes of the agenda, they had to leave.
Additionally, the last item that was voted on is within their neighborhood and some of those neighbors are
also against the requested zoning changes. The Commission, however, has already approved it and
provided a recommendation for R-2 zoning.

The Commission again apologized for the length of the meeting and Commissioner Doris Lockhart made a
motion to defer until the next meeting the request map amendment PC#2026-89 / Second — Vice-
Chairman Dwight Johnson / The Commission voted 8 to 0 to defer PC#2026-89 until the next planning
commission meeting.

After further discussion and comments Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson made a motion for the Commission
to reconsider PC#2026-88 / Second - Commissioner John Martin / The Commission voted 6 to 2 to
reconsider PC#2026-88. (Chairman Cheryl Floyd and Commissioner Jeffrey Tanner were opposed to the
reconsideration of PC#2026-88 as some public residents did remain in the meeting and expressed their
concerns regarding the zoning.)

Commissioner John Martin made a motion that PC#2026-88 be deferred until the next meeting /
Second - Vice-Chairman Dwight Johnson and Commissioner Christopher Mishoe / The Commission
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voted 7 to 1 to defer PC#2026-88 until the next planning commission meeting. (Commissioner Jeffrey
Tanner was opposed to the deferral of PC#2026-88 until the next meeting.)

The Public Hearing portion of the meeting was closed.

V. Director’s Report:

Mr. Ethan Brown presented the summary plat and building activity report and they were also attached and
presented for the Commission’s review.

He additionally stated that although the email reminder had been forwarded he wanted to remind the
Commission of the Planning & Land Use Training for Counties that would be on October 2", 2026.

e Summary Plat Report for (August 2026)

¢ Building Report for (August 2026)

VI. Adjournment:
There were no further questions, comments and or discussion and Commissioner Christopher Mishoe made
a motion that the Planning Commission meeting be adjourned / Second — Commissioner Gregory Miller /

The Commission voted 8 to 0 to adjourn the meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 9:35 p.m.

Lisa M. Becoat
Secretary

Approved by:

J. Shawn Brashear
Director, Planning and Building

Ethan Brown
Deputy Director, Planning and Building

*These minutes reflect only actions taken and do not represent a true verbatim transcript of the meeting.
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STAFF REPORT
TO THE

FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

SUBJECT:

LOCATION:
TAX MAP NUMBERS:

Tuesday, October 27, 2026
PC#2026-88

Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The
Zoning Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The
Highway 76 Corridor Project From Unzoned. This Amendment
Shall Apply To The Following Properties As They Are Reflected
On The Tax Maps As: 90160-01-001, 90160-01-002, 90160-01-
003, 90160-01-004, 90160-01-005, 90160-01-006, 90160-01-007,
90160-01-008, 90160-01-009, 90160-01-010, 90160-01-011,
90160-01-012, 90160-01-013, 90160-01-014, 90160-01-015,
90160-01-016, 90160-01-017, 90160-01-018, 90160-01-019,
90160-01-020, 90160-01-027, 90160-01-028, 90160-01-031,
90160-02-001, 90160-02-002, 90160-02-004, 90160-02-005,
90160-02-006, 90160-02-007, 90160-02-008, 90160-02-009,
90160-02-010, 90160-02-011, 90160-02-012, 90160-02-013,
90160-02-014, 90160-03-001, 90160-03-002, 90160-03-003,
90160-03-004, 90160-03-005, 90160-03-006, 90160-03-007,
90160-03-008, 90160-03-009, 90160-03-010, 90160-03-011,
90160-03-012, 90160-03-013, 90160-03-014, 90160-03-015,
90160-03-016, 90160-03-017, 90160-03-018, 90160-03-019,
90160-03-020, 90160-03-021, 90160-03-022, 90160-03-023,
90160-03-024, 90160-03-025, 90160-03-026, 90160-03-027,
90160-03-028, 90160-03-031.

The Highway 76 Corridor Project

90160-01-001, 90160-01-002, 90160-01-003, 90160-01-004,
90160-01-005, 90160-01-006, 90160-01-007, 90160-01-008,
90160-01-009, 90160-01-010, 90160-01-011, 90160-01-012,
90160-01-013, 90160-01-014, 90160-01-015, 90160-01-016,
90160-01-017, 90160-01-018, 90160-01-019, 90160-01-020,
90160-01-027, 90160-01-028, 90160-01-031, 90160-02-001,
90160-02-002, 90160-02-004, 90160-02-005, 90160-02-006,
90160-02-007, 90160-02-008, 90160-02-009, 90160-02-010,
90160-02-011, 90160-02-012, 90160-02-013, 90160-02-014,
90160-03-001, 90160-03-002, 90160-03-003, 90160-03-004,
90160-03-005, 90160-03-006, 90160-03-007, 90160-03-008,
90160-03-009, 90160-03-010, 90160-03-011, 90160-03-012,
90160-03-013, 90160-03-014, 90160-03-015, 90160-03-016,
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90160-03-017, 90160-03-018, 90160-03-019, 90160-03-020,
90160-03-021, 90160-03-022, 90160-03-023, 90160-03-024,
90160-03-025, 90160-03-026, 90160-03-027, 90160-03-028,
90160-03-031

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 6; County Council
APPLICANT: County of Florence
ZONING/LAND AREA: Unzoned

STAFF ANALYSIS:

1. Existing Land Use and Zoning:
The subject properties are currently unzoned with residential uses.

2. Proposed Land Use and Zoning:
The proposed zoning recommendation for the subject properties is R-2, Single-Family
Residential District.

3. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:
The surrounding properties are unzoned, CMU, or pending County Council’s approval for
rezoning.

4. Florence County Comprehensive Plan:
The future land use designation for these properties is currently Suburban District (SD). The
requested rezoning of these properties to R-2, Single-Family Residential District is compatible
with the designated future land use.

FLORENCE COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING:
This item is tentatively scheduled to appear on the agenda on Thursday, November 19, 2026 at 9:00
a.m. in room 803 of the County Complex, 180 North Irby Street, Florence, SC 29501.

ATTACHMENTS:
» Location Map

e Zoning Map

* Aerial Map
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STAFF REPORT
TO THE
FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 27, 2026
PC#2026-89

SUBJECT: Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The
Zoning Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The
Highway 76 Corridor Project From Unzoned. This Amendment
Shall Apply To The Following Properties As They Are Reflected
On The Tax Maps As:90160-03-032, 90160-03-033, 90160-03-
034, 90160-03-035, 90160-03-036, 90160-03-037, 90160-03-038,
90160-03-039, 90160-03-040, 90160-03-041, 90160-03-042,
90160-03-043, 90160-03-044, 90161-01-003, 90161-01-004,
90161-01-005, 90161-01-006, 90161-01-007, 90161-01-008,
90161-01-009, 90161-01-010, 90161-01-011, 90161-01-012,
90161-01-013, 90161-02-001, 90161-02-002, 90161-02-003,
90161-02-004, 90161-02-005, 90161-02-006, 90161-02-007,
90161-02-008, 90161-02-017, 90161-02-018, 90161-02-019,
90161-02-020, 90161-02-021, 90161-02-022, 90161-02-023,
90161-02-024, 90161-02-025.

LOCATION: The Highway 76 Corridor Project

TAX MAP NUMBERS: 90160-03-032, 90160-03-033, 90160-03-034, 90160-03-035,
90160-03-036, 90160-03-037, 90160-03-038, 90160-03-039,
90160-03-040, 90160-03-041, 90160-03-042, 90160-03-043,
90160-03-044, 90161-01-003, 90161-01-004, 90161-01-005,
90161-01-006, 90161-01-007, 90161-01-008, 90161-01-009,
90161-01-010, 90161-01-011, 90161-01-012, 90161-01-013,
90161-02-001, 90161-02-002, 90161-02-003, 90161-02-004,
90161-02-005, 90161-02-006, 90161-02-007, 90161-02-008,
90161-02-017, 90161-02-018, 90161-02-019, 90161-02-020,
90161-02-021, 90161-02-022, 90161-02-023, 90161-02-024,
90161-02-025.

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 6; County Council
APPLICANT: County of Florence
ZONING/LAND AREA: Unzoned

STAFF ANALYSIS:

1. Existing Land Use and Zoning:
The subject properties are currently unzoned with residential uses.

2. Proposed Land Use and Zoning:
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The proposed zoning recommendation for the subject properties is R-2, Single-Family
Residential District.

3. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:
The surrounding properties are unzoned, CMU, B-3 or pending County Council’s approval for
rezoning.

4. Florence County Comprehensive Plan:

The future land use designation for these properties is currently Suburban District (SD). The
requested rezoning of these properties to R-2, Single-Family Residential District is compatible
with the designated future land use.

FLORENCE COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING:
This item is tentatively scheduled to appear on the agenda on Thursday, November 19, 2026 at 9:00
a.m. in room 803 of the County Complex, 180 North Irby Street, Florence, SC 29501.

ATTACHMENTS:
» Location Map
» Zoning Map

» Aerial Map
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STAFF REPORT
TO THE
FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 27, 2026
PC#2026-90

SUBJECT: Map Amendment Requested By Florence County To Change The

Zoning Designation For The Properties In Group Four Of The
Highway 76 Corridor Project From Unzoned. This Amendment Shall
Apply To The Following Properties As They Are Reflected On The
Tax Maps As: 00101-01-011 And 07607-01-003.

LOCATION: The Highway 76 Corridor Project
TAX MAP NUMBERS: 00101-01-011, 07607-01-003
COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 4, 9; County Council
APPLICANT: County of Florence
ZONING/LAND AREA: Unzoned

STAFF ANALYSIS:

1. Existing Land Use and Zoning:

The subject properties are currently unzoned and vacant.

Proposed Land Use and Zoning:
The proposed zoning recommendation for the subject properties is R-1, Single-Family Residential
District.

Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:
The surrounding properties are unzoned, B-3, subject to the City of Florence zoning, or pending County
Council’s approval for rezoning.

Florence County Comprehensive Plan:

The future land use designation for these properties is currently Suburban District (SD). The requested
rezoning of these properties to R-1, Single-Family Residential District is compatible with the
designated future land use.

FLORENCE COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING:

This item is tentatively scheduled to appear on the agenda on Thursday, November 19, 2026 @ 9:00 a.m.
in room 803 of the County Complex, 180 North Irby Street, Florence, SC 29501.

ATTACHMENTS:

Location Map
Zoning Map
Aerial Map
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STAFF REPORT
TO THE
FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 27, 2026
PC#2026-93

SUBJECT: A Comprehensive Plan And Zoning Map Amendment
Requested By George L. Strickland and Carla S. Greene To
Change The Future Land Use From Variable Development
District 2 To Variable Development District 1 And To
Change The Zoning Designation From B-6, Industrial
District to R-3, Single-Family Residential District For
The Properties Located At 217 And 219 South Hill Street,
Timmonsville, SC, As Shown On Florence County Tax
Map Number 70007, Block 12, Parcels 001 And 011.

LOCATION: 217 and 219 S. Hill Street, Timmonsville, SC
TAX MAP NUMBERS: 70007-12-001, 70007-12-011

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 4; County Council

OWNER OF RECORD: George L. Strickland and Carla S. Greene
APPLICANT: George L. Strickland and Carla S. Greene
ZONING/LAND AREA: B-6 / Approximately 0.69 acres

WATER/SEWER AVAILABILITY: City of Florence

ADJACENT WATERWAYS/
BODIES OF WATER: None
FLOOD ZONE: X

PARCEL ZONING DESIGNATION: B-6

STAFF ANALYSIS:

1. Existing Land Use and Zoning:
The subject properties are currently zoned B-6, Industrial District with uses consisting of
residential.

2. Proposed Land Use and Zoning:
The proposal is to rezone the subject properties to R-3, Single-Family Residential District.

3. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:
North: City of Timmonsville / Vacant / B-6
South: City of Timmonsville / Commercial Residential / B-6
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West: City of Timmonsville / Residential / R-3
East: City of Timmonsville / Vacant / B-6

4. Transportation Access and Circulation:
Present access to the property is by the way of South Hill Street, Timmonsville SC.

5. Traffic Review:
The rezoning of these properties from B-6, Industrial District to R-3, Single-Family Residential
District could have minimal impact on traffic.

6. Florence County Comprehensive Plan:
The future land use designation for the above-mentioned properties is currently Variable
Development District 2 (VD2). The applicant has requested to change the future land use
designation of these properties to Variable Development District 1 (VD1). The requested rezoning
of these properties to R-3, Single-Family Residential District is compatible with the requested
Variable Development District 1 (VD1) future land use designation.

FLORENCE COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING:
This item is tentatively scheduled to appear on the agenda on Thursday, November 19, 2026 @ 9:00
a.m. in room 803 of the County Complex, 180 North Irby Street, Florence, SC 29501.

ATTACHMENTS:
» Location Map

e Zoning Map

* Aerial Map

» Comprehensive Plan Map

53



54



55



56



57



STAFF REPORT
TO THE
FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 27, 2026
PC#2026-94

SUBJECT: A Comprehensive Plan And Zoning Map Amendment
Requested By Sammy Smith To Change The Future Land
Use From Variable Development District 2 To Variable
Development District 1 And To Change The Zoning
Designation From B-6, Industrial District to R-3, Single-
Family Residential District For The Properties Located
Off Of West Smith Street, Timmonsville, SC, As Shown On
Florence County Tax Map Number 70007, Block 12,

Parcels 002 And 003.

LOCATION: 327 W. Smith Street and 322 W. Market Street,
Timmonsville, SC

TAX MAP NUMBERS: 70007-12-002, 70007-12-003

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 4; County Council

OWNER OF RECORD: Sammy Smith

APPLICANT: Sammy Smith

ZONING/LAND AREA: B-6 / Approximately 5.21 acres

WATER/SEWER AVAILABILITY: City of Florence

ADJACENT WATERWAYS/
BODIES OF WATER: None
FLOOD ZONE: X

PARCEL ZONING DESIGNATION: B-6

STAFF ANALYSIS:

1. Existing Land Use and Zoning:
The subject properties are currently zoned B-6, Industrial District with uses consisting of
residential.

2. Proposed Land Use and Zoning:
The proposal is to rezone the subject property to R-3, Single-Family Residential District.

3. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:
North: City of Timmonsville / Residential / R-3
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South: City of Timmonsville / Commercial / B-3
West: City of Timmonsville / Commercial / R-3
East: City of Timmonsville / Commercial / B-3

Transportation Access and Circulation:
Present access to the properties is by the way of West Smith Street, West Market Street, and South
Hill Street, Timmonsville SC.

Traffic Review:
The rezoning of the properties from B-6, Industrial District to R-3, Single-Family Residential
District could have minimal impact on traffic.

Florence County Comprehensive Plan:

The future land use designation for the above-mentioned properties is currently Variable
Development District 2 (VD2). The applicant has requested to change the future land use
designation of the properties to Variable Development District 1 (VD1). The requested rezoning
of the properties to R-3, Single-Family Residential District is compatible with the requested
Variable Development District 1 (VD1) future land use designation.

FLORENCE COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING:

This item is tentatively scheduled to appear on the agenda on Thursday, November 19, 2026 @ 9:00
a.m. in room 803 of the County Complex, 180 North Irby Street, Florence, SC 29501.

ATTACHMENTS:

Location Map

Zoning Map

Aerial Map
Comprehensive Plan Map
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STAFF REPORT
TO THE
FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 27, 2026
PC#2026-95

SUBJECT: Map Amendment Requested By Corinne Taylor To Change
The Zoning Designation From R-5, Multi-Family
Residential District To B-3, General Commercial District
For The Property Located at 1400 E. Howe Springs Road,
Florence, SC, As Shown On Florence County Tax Map
Number 00181, Block 01, Parcel 014.

LOCATION: 1400 E. Howe Springs Road, Florence, SC
TAX MAP NUMBERS: 00181, Block, 01, Parcel 014

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 7; County Council

OWNER OF RECORD: YES Southern Pines, LLC

APPLICANT: Cori Swandal

ZONING/LAND AREA: R-5 / Approximately 3.24 acres

WATER/SEWER AVAILABILITY: City of Florence Water/ Limited Sewer

ADJACENT WATERWAYS/
BODIES OF WATER: None
FLOOD ZONE: X

PARCEL ZONING DESIGNATION: R-5

STAFF ANALYSIS:

1. Existing Land Use and Zoning:
The subject property is currently zoned R-5, Multi-Family Residential District, with its current
use consisting of vacant commercial.

2. Proposed Land Use and Zoning:
The proposal is to rezone the subject property to B-3, General Commercial District.

3. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:
North: Florence County / Commercial / R-3, B-3
South: Florence County / Residential / R-5
West: Florence County/ Vacant / R-2
East: Florence County / Vacant / R-1
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4. Transportation Access and Circulation:
Present access to this property is by the way of East Howe Springs Road, South Dingle Drive and
South Oliver Drive, Florence, SC.

5. Traffic Review:
The rezoning of this property from R-5, Multi-Family Residential District to B-3, General
Commercial District could have minimum impact on traffic.

6. Florence County Comprehensive Plan:
The future land use designation for this property is currently Urban District. The requested
rezoning of this property is compatible with the designated future land use.

FLORENCE COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING:
This item is tentatively scheduled to appear on the agenda on Thursday, November 19, 2026 @ 9:00
a.m. in room 803 of the County Complex, 180 North Irby Street, Florence, SC 29501.

ATTACHMENTS:
» Location Map
* Zoning Map

» Aerial Map
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STAFF REPORT
TO THE
FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 27, 2026
PC#2026-96

SUBJECT: Sketch Plan Requested By Wall Engineering, LLC, For
Alligator Gardens, Located Off Of Alligator Road,
Florence, SC, As Shown On Florence County Tax Map
Number 00077, Block 01, Parcel 215.

LOCATION: 3744 Alligator Rd., Florence, South Carolina
TAX MAP NUMBERS: 00077, Block 01, Parcel 215

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 4; County Council

OWNER OF RECORD: Lowe Investments, LLC

APPLICANT: Lowe Investments, LLC

ZONING/LAND AREA: Unzoned /Approximately 15.50 acres

WATER/SEWER AVAILABILITY: City of Florence Water/ Limited Sewer

ADJACENT WATERWAYS/
BODIES OF WATER: None
FLOOD ZONE: X

PARCEL ZONING DESIGNATIONS: Unzoned

STAFF ANALYSIS:

1. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:
North: City of Florence / Residential / City Zoning
South: County of Florence / Vacant / Unzoned
West: County of Florence / Residential / Unzoned
East: County of Florence / Residential / Unzoned

2. Background
The applicant desires to subdivide the subject property into 28 residential lots.

3. Transportation Access and Circulation:
Present access to the property is by the way of Alligator Road and Pandora’s Path, Florence, SC.

4. Proposed Road Names:
Hydrangea Lane, Zinnia Lane
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5. Traffic Review:
Based on the applicant’s request to develop 28 residential lots, the additional traffic could have

an impact on the current traffic flow.

ATTACHMENTS:
» Location Map

» Zoning Map

* Aerial Map

e Sketch Plan
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STAFF REPORT
TO THE
FLORENCE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
OCTOBER 27, 2026
PC#2026-97

SUBJECT: Request for the Road Naming of Incognito Drive
LOCATION: Off E. Myrtle Beach Hwy., Johnsonville, SC
TAX MAP NUMBERS: 00427-05-025

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 2; County Council

APPLICANT(S): Rodney Hancock

STAFF ANALYSIS:

The applicant is proposing to name one private road located off of E. Myrtle Beach Hwy. in
Johnsonville, SC. The proposed road name is Incognito Drive.

The road is shown on Florence County Tax Map 00427-05-025.
The private road has been requested for a family development.

FINDINGS:

1. The request was made by the property owner(s) or their representatives.

2. The applicant was advised of the minimum requirements to name roads.
3. Road names are not duplicates of existing road names in Florence County.
4. The road name has been approved by the county addressing office.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Aerial Map
2. Plat
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EXISTING DIRT PATH

99.94 :

INCOGNITO DRIVE
NEW 50' PRIVATE
INGRESS/EGRESS EASEMENT

REMAINDER OF
N/F
RODNEY HANCOCK & ROMIE BARNES
TMS # 00427-05-025
DEED BOOK 1187, PAGE 1966
PLAT BOOK 108, PAGE 1751
*44.43AC.

1.

= 2 0o~
=t ol S

12.

w7,

THERE HAS BEEN NO TITLE SEARCH PERFORMED BY THIS OFFICE. SURVEYOR HAS
MADE NO INVESTIGATION OR INDEPENDENT SEARCH FOR EASEMENTS OF RECORD,
ENCUMBRANCES, RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS, OWNERSHIP TITLE EVIDENCE, OR ANY
OTHER FACTS THAT AN ACCURATE AND CURRENT TITLE SEARCH MAY DISCLOSE.
THIS PROPERTY IS SUBJECT TO ANY EASEMENT OR RESTRICTION OF PUBLIC
RECORD.

THIS PROPERTY APPEARS TO BE LOCATED IN FLOOD ZONE "X" AS SCALED FROM FIRM
45041C 0440E DATED 12/16/2014. THIS SURVEY IS NOT THE BASIS FOR FLOOD ZONE
DETERMINATION OR FLOOD ZONE RELATED ISSUES.

NO ATTEMPT HAS BEEN MADE AS A PART OF THIS SURVEY TO OBTAIN OR SHOW DATA
CONCERNING EXISTENCE, SIZE, DEPTH, CONDITION, CAPACITY, OR LOCATION OF ANY
UTILITY OR MUNICIPAL/PUBLIC SERVICE FACILITY. FOR INFORMATION REGARDING
THESE UTILITIES PLEASE CONTACT THE APPROPRIATE AGENCIES.

SUBSURFACE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS WERE NOT EXAMINED OR
CONSIDERED AS A PART OF THIS SURVEY. NO STATEMENT IS MADE CONCERNING
THE EXISTENCE OF UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD CONTAINERS OR FACILITIES THAT
MAY AFFECT THE USE OR DEVELOPMENT OF THIS PARCEL.

THERE HAS BEEN NO DETERMINATION OF WETLANDS OR HAZARDOUS WASTE ON
THIS PROPERTY.

THIS IS A SURVEY OF A PARCEL DESCRIBED IN DEED BOOK 1187 PAGE 1966.
PROPERTY LOCATED IN FLORENCE COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA.

TMS # 00427-05-025

FIELD SURVEY PERFORMED SEPTEMBER 2026

THIS SURVEY IS ONLY VALID IF PRINT HAS ORIGINAL EMBOSSED SEAL AND COLOR
SIGNATURE OF SURVEYOR. THE CERTIFICATION CONTAINED ON THIS DOCUMENT
SHALL NOT APPLY TO ANY COPIES.

THE ROAD OR DRIVEWAY PROVIDING ACCESS TO THE NEW LOT IS PRIVATE AND NOT
MAINTAINED BY THE COUNTY. PROPERTY OWNERS MUST MAINTAIN ACCESS
SUITABLE FOR EMERGENCY VEHICLES.

REFERENCE:

DEED BOOK 483, PAGE 207
DEED BOOK 1187, PAGE 1966
PLAT BOOK 108, PAGE 272
PLAT BOOK 108, PAGE 347
PLAT BOOK 108, PAGE 1751

apwp -

REMAINDER OF
N/F
RODNEY HANCOCK & ROMIE BARNES
TMS # 00427-05-025
DEED BOOK 1187, PAGE 1966
PLAT BOOK 108, PAGE 1751
+44.43AC.

NEW LOT
PORTION OF
N/F
RODNEY HANCOCK & ROMIE BARNES
TMS # 00427-05-025
DEED BOOK 1187, PAGE 1966
PLAT BOOK 108, PAGE 1751
43,560 SQ. FT.

CERTIFICATE OF ACCURACY

| HEREBY STATE THAT TO THE BEST OF MY

PROFESSIONAL KNOWLEDGE, INFORMATION,

AND BELIEF, THE SURVEY SHOWN HEREON

CURVE TABLE O
%
CURVE # | CHORD LENGTH J CHORD BEARING J RADIUS | DELTA ANGLE | ARC LENGTH /1/}
C1 118.46' S67°51'30"E 389.15' 017° 30' 32" 118.92' )’
C2 66.81' S48°20'15"E 182.60' 021° 05' 00" 67.19'
C3 51.74' S 37°21'52"W 50.00' 297° 41' 04" 259.78'
C4 49.08' N 48° 28' 00" W 132.60' 021°19' 51" 49.37'
C5 102.74' N 67° 47' 37" W 339.15' 017° 25' 25" 103.14'
SITE
=US HIGHWAY 378
VICINITY MAP - NOT TO SCALE
NOTE:

\ Wy,
S, S, A

CERTIFICATE OF OWNERSHIP AND DEDICATION N '00° oo,,%% 2 N °°°°°°° L °°°°°o° 7

THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGE THAT | AM (WE ARE) THE OWNER(S) OF THE PROPERTY S\\\ O) 7 ///2 S\\\ oi°°°\°V\M o d?%? ///2 Zigg?ﬁi NA?\J’\E)UIGIIEI'E:'?SROSR? Exgégfs%s; o

SHOWN AND DESCRIBED HEREON AND THAT | (WE) HEREBY ADOPT THIS (PLAN OF =0 DAMOND %= = o? ca =  REQUIREMENTS FOR A CLASS "B" SURVEY

DEVELOPMENT/PLAT) WITH MY (OUR) FREE CONSENT AND THAT | (WE) HEREBY DEDICATE ALL ITEMS = “7 SHORES $O= = §ft’ NO: 23828 M3 = AS SPECIFIED THEREIN.

AS SPECIFICALLY SHOWN OR INDICATED ON SAID PLAT. E;E\':,a 5“%%3”;&;'—% ~= = 3% §5 =

= B S&S Z2 N
NAME SIGNED DATE & ///////07 /\\8\&\\\\\\ /////Zp \/OQ\-\\\\\\
% //////// 7 ///OF AR\\\\\\\\\\ //////%/S/ E .\\\\C\}\\\\\\\
= I I
APPROVAL OF RECORDATION NAME SIGNED DATE = MARCUS E. CLORE S.C. PLS #23828
PROJECT: 26290 | Revisions SUBDIVISION SURVEY
DATE: 09/15/2026 OF
TMS # 00427-05-025 D iavono Stores SURVEYING, LLC
SCALE: 1" = 60' CREATING A 1.00 ACRE LOT 315 MAIN STREET, SUITE 11
CONWAY, SC 29526
N NEAR THE TOWN OF JOHNSONVILLE 545,458,290
FLORENCE COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA OFFICE@DIAMONDSHORES.NET
DRAWN BY: JWH leo 30 o0 60 120 PREPARED FOR \ N
e e —
GRAPHIC SCALE RODNEY HANCOCK

CHECKED BY: MEC 1" = 60"
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Disclaimer: Diamond Shores Survey, LLC is hereby known as DSS. The User agrees not to use this document, in whole or part, for any purpose or project other than the project which is the subject of this Agreement. User agrees to waive all claims against DSS resulting in any way from unauthorized changes or reuse of this document by anyone other than DSS. In addition, User agrees, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to indemnify and hold DSS harmless from any damage, liability or cost, including reasonable attorney's fees and costs of defense arising

from any changes made by anyone other than DSS or from any reuse of the document without the prior written consent of DSS. This item may not be copied in whole or in part without the express written consent from DSS. This drawing, and the design shown, hereon are the property of DSS. The reproduction or use of this drawing without the DSS's written consent is prohibited and any infringement is subject to legal action.

ALL RIGHTS RESERVED!



Building Activity Report Summary

September 2026
This Month Year To Date This Month Last Year Year To Date Last Year
RS G i No. of No. of No. of No. of
Permits | Constr. Cost | Permit Fees | Permits | Constr. Cost Permit Fees Permits Constr. Cost Permit Fees | Permits | Constr. Cost Permit Fees
Agricultural
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Building 3 $184,800  $1,688.00 37 $3,548,223  $15,405.00 2 $291,225  $1,246.00 34 $2,096,571 $10,805.00
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Trade 3 $1,725 $60.60 27 $76,807 $754.10 2 $1,500 $70.30 13 $29,135 $450.00
Zoning 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Totals 6 $186,525  $1,748.60 64  $3,625,030  $16,159.10 4 $292,725  $1,316.30 47 $2,125,706  $11,255.00
Commercial |
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Building 11 $6,354,433 $25,246.00 75 $36,656,564 $128,804.89 4 $10,445,378 $33,438.00 59 $32,129,401 $110,679.00
| Eneineering 4 $100,000 $3,760.00 36 $13,600,000  $28,550.00 14 S0 $14,490.00 22 $800,000  $18,020.00
. Other 6 $111,678 $905.00 80 $2,623,362  $16,593.50 10 $959,164  $4,265.00 86 $3,623,667  $22,661.00
Trade 30 $2,300,216  $5,229.50 220 $19,438,755  $52,690.90 33 $1,435,557  $3,700.90 240 $27,148,233 $63,999.90
Zoning 14 $1,000,000 $325.00 97  $8,005,748 $2,925.00 3 $0 $125.00 61 $0 $1,675.00
Totals 65 $9,866,327 $35,465.50 508 $80,324,429 $229,564.29 64 $12,840,099 $56,018.90 468 $63,701,301  $217,034.90
Industrial |
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Building 0 $0 $0.00 2 $22,568,000  $69,734.00 2 $8,414,248 $27,225.00 5 $24,293,397  $54,200.00
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 1 $0 $50.00
Trade 2 $211,389 $872.00 4 $1,980,144 $1,010.00 1 $50,000 $0.00 7 $16,207,046  $12,196.00
Zoning 0 $0 $0.00 3 $14,500,000 $75.00 0 $0 $0.00 1 $0 $25.00
Totals 2 $211,389 $872.00 9 $39,048,144  $70,819.00 3 $8,464,248 $27,225.00 14 $40,500,443 $66,471.00
Manufactured Home |
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Building 0 $0 $0.00 1 $7,000 $95.00 0 $0 $0.00 1 $9,360 $135.00
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 38 $0  $4,325.00 295 $9,443,801  $35,630.00 17 S0 $2,250.00 256 $4,129  $32,675.00
Trade 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 1 $0 $20.00
Zoning 0 $0 $0.00 9 $500 $225.00 2 $0 $50.00 14 $0 $350.00
Totals 38 S0 $4,325.00 305 $9,451,301  $35,950.00 19 S0 $2,300.00 272 $13,489  $33,180.00
Multi-Family |
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Building 0 $0 $0.00 2 $240,227 $1,398.50 0 $0 $0.00 7 $13,569,000  $46,916.00
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 1 $107,500 $484.00 1 $107,500 $484.00 3 $147,000 $765.00 17 $207,715 $1,210.00
Trade 1 $500 $20.00 7 $318,736 $1,595.00 1 $1,500 $20.00 45 $5,489,393 $24,709.00
Zoning 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Totals 2 $108,000 $504.00 10 $666,463 $3,477.50 4 $148,500 $785.00 69 $19,266,108  $72,835.00
Single Family Detached
. Accessory 12 $292,990  $2,245.00 65 $1,863,397  $13,970.00 7 $182,460  $1,365.00 70 $1,773,774  $13,880.00
. Building 48 $4,486,529 $19,734.00 393 $41,501,828 $172,621.23 46 $3,648,615 $15,441.00 430 $42,359,964 $188,232.51
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 25 $591,867  $3,277.00 183  $4,516,500  $26,091.00 20 $380,672  $2,357.00 130 $3,023,534  $17,876.00
Trade 99 $772,484  $3,011.30 1016  $6,447,884  $29,394.30 68 $442,765  $2,245.00 692 $7,170,008  $23,421.10
Zoning 1 $0 $25.00 13 $170,018 $300.00 6 $0 $150.00 27 $5,800 $805.00
Totals 185 $6,143,870 $28,292.30 1670 $54,499,627 $242,376.53 147 $4,654,512 $21,558.00 1349 $54,333,080  $244,214.61
Town Home
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 1 $10,000 $110.00
. Building 0 $0 $0.00 35 $4,367,390  $23,856.00 0 $0 $0.00 58 $5,991,695 $29,821.00
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Trade 18 $107,100 $202.00 59 $366,500 $672.00 0 $0 $0.00 76 $518,759 $945.40
Zoning 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Totals 18 $107,100 $202.00 94 $4,733,890  $24,528.00 0 S0 $0.00 135 $6,520,454  $30,876.40
‘Two-Family Residential |
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Building 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 16 $1,378,080 $7,378.00
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Trade 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 1 $11,688 $42.00
Zoning 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Totals 0 S0 $0.00 0 S0 $0.00 0 S0 $0.00 17 $1,389,768 $7,420.00
Not Applicable |
. Accessory 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Building 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 3 $0 $75.00
| Eneineering 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
. Other 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Trade 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Zoning 0 $0 $0.00 1 $0 $25.00 0 $0 $0.00 0 $0 $0.00
Totals 0 S0 $0.00 1 S0 $25.00 0 S0 $0.00 2 S0 $75.00
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Date

9/1/2026
9/3/2026
9/8/2026
9/8/2026
9/8/2026
9/9/2026
9/9/2026
9/10/2026
9/15/2026
9/15/2026
9/17/2026
9/18/2026
9/18/2026
9/21/2026
9/23/206
9/23/2026
9/24/2026
9/24/2026
9/25/2026
9/25/2026
9/25/2026
9/28/2026
9/28/2026
9/28/2026
9/28/2026
9/28/2026
9/30/2026
9/30/2026

Plat Title

Old English Development LLC
Carolina Properties & Development LLC
Canc Investments LLC

Rattlesnake Properties LLC

| & G Investments LLC

Billy Johnson

Liifebox 2018 INC., D/B/A

Hunter Lynn Bryant

Haysell M Atkinson Jr.

Troy Hodge

Patricia Ann Powell

Gloria T Morris

Christopher L and Rachel S Maxwell
Gerald E Pusser & CO., INC

BB Stokes, LLC and Jesse Lee Moore
Joseph & Jordan Kirby

Alfredo & Yasairys Martinez

Birds Nest Plantation LLC

Glenn K Ham

Larry W Rogers

Kenneth O Owens

Lynette L Maloch

Joseph Weisen, 111

ALTA/NSPS Land Tile Survey
Derrick Scott Patrick

Stephen Baker

Jerry Jones & Countryside Homes, LLC
William Atkinson

September 2026 SUMMARY PLATS

TMP Number

00209-01-073
90002-02-009
90011-06-002
00244-01-026
00046-03-159
00110-01-024
00206-01-076
00326-31-011
00184-01-067
00130-01-011
00407-02-082
00289-02-033
00308-01-090
00074-01-008
00283-01-010
00084-01-001
00243-01-097
00263-31-002
00156-01-009
00375-02-156
00217-01-013
00044-03-012
00043-36-005
00120-01-090
00231-31-076
00518-01-042
00205-01-041
00023-04-013

200 201

066

183

157

Location Lots

Florence
Florence
Florence
Florence
Olanta
Timmonsville
Florence
Timmonsville
Florence
Effingham
Johnsonville
Scranton
Florence
Florence
Effingham
Timmonsville
Florence
Lake City
Effingham
Lake City
Effingham
Olanta
Olanta
Florence
Lake City
Florence
Florence
Timmonsville

PRPRPNRPWOWORPNRPRPNMNPRPNRPPRPRPRPRPNNRNNRRREN

46
2026 SUMMARY PLAT TOTALS
Total Number of
Month Total Number of Plats Lots Total Acres
January 14 17 75.15
February 25 37 165.04
March 27 49 278.92
April 29 46 314.72
May 37 66 472.56
June 14 22 106.29
July 37 53 328.25
August 21 22 213.87
September 28 46 239.93
October
November
December

Year To Date

Acreage

70.36
0.19
0.28
191
154
2.29
2.14

1
9.14
7.04
4.64
0.84

1

5.997

94.85
2.46
0.46

3
2
0.76
2.5
17
2.79
6.41
5.86
0.71
0.5
7.56

239.927
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.76 cents
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