
Planning Commission Members
District 1:  Beverly Williams
District 2:  Kemesha Lowery
District 3:  Harvey Carnes
District 4:  Donald Duve
District 5:  Darrell Reid, Vice-Chair
District 6:  Mike Couch
District 7:  Frances Liu, Chair

County Attorney
John K. DuBose III

 
Clerk to Board of Zoning Appeals

Mika Garris
 

Development Services Director
Rox Burhans

October 6, 2020 6:00 PM 101 North Main Street
Lancaster, SC 29720

 

LANCASTER COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING
APPEALS

County Council Chambers, County Administration
Building, 101 North Main Street, Lancaster, SC 29720

 
AGENDA

 

     

1. Call to Order Regular Meeting - Chair

2. Roll Call

3. Approval of the Agenda - Board of Zoning Appeals

4. Approval of Minutes

a. September 1, 2020 Regular Meeting Minutes - Draft

5. Public Hearing Items

a. VAR-020-2056
Application by William M. Gibson requesting a variance from Section 11.3.1, Setbacks and Yards,
of Lancaster County Ordinance #356. The subject property is located at 25332 Seagull Drive,
Lancaster County, SC (TM# 0106M-0A-033.00) in the Edgewater Planned Development District
(PDD).

6. New Business

7. Adjourn

 Please note that the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the final decision on all items.
 

Anyone requiring special services to attend this meeting should contact 285-1565 at least 24 hours in
advance of this meeting. Lancaster County Board of Zoning Appeals agendas are posted at the Lancaster

County Administration Building and are available on the Website: www.mylancastersc.org
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Agenda Item Summary

Ordinance # / Resolution #: 
Contact Person / Sponsor: 
Department: Board of Zoning Appeals
Date Requested to be on Agenda: 10/6/2020

Issue for Consideration:

Points to Consider:

Recommendation:

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
September 1, 2020 Regular Meeting Minutes - Draft 9/28/2020 Backup Material

2



MEMBERS OF LANCASTER COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
BEVERLY WILLIAMS, DISTRICT 1                             
KEMESHA LOWERY, DISTRICT 2 

                HARVEY CARNES DISTRICT 3 
            DONALD DUVE DISTRICT 4 

            DARRELL REID, DISTRICT 5 
                                                                                                    MIKE COUCH, DISTRICT 6 

                                                                                               FRANCES LIU, DISTRICT 7 

MINUTES OF THE LANCASTER COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
REGULAR MEETING 

 
SEPTEMBER 1, 2020 

 
Members Present: Frances Liu, Darrell Reid, Kemesha Lowery, Donald Duve, Beverly Williams, 
Mike Couch. A quorum of Lancaster County Board of Zoning Appeals was present for the 
meeting. 
 
Members Absent: Harvey Carnes 
 
Others Present: Rox Burhans, Development Services Director; Robert Tefft, Senior Planner; Mika 
Garris, Zoning Secretary; Daniel Plyler, County Attorney.  
 
Members of the press were not present. All adjacent property owners were notified by certified 
mail. A notice was published in the local newspaper to include meeting place, date, time and the 
agenda and a copy on file. 

Call Meeting to Order 
Chairperson Liu called the meeting to order at 6:01 PM. 

Approval of Agenda 
Kemesha Lowery moved to approve the agenda. Mike Couch seconded the motion.  There was no 
discussion by the Board. The motion was approved by a vote of 6-0. 
 
VOTE:   UNANIMOUS  MOTION CARRIED 

Approval of Minutes 
Darrell Reid moved to approve the minutes from July 7, 2020 as written. Don Duve seconded the 
motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 6-0. 
 
VOTE:   UNANIMOUS  MOTION CARRIED 

New Business 
VAR-020-1473: Application by Wendy Fulton (The Keith Corporation) requesting variances from 
Chapter 5, Use Regulations, Section 5.5.5, Outside Sales, of the Lancaster County Unified 
Development Ordinance. The subject property is located at 190 Marvin Road, Indian Land, SC 
29707 (TM# 0008-00-056.00) in the General Business (GB) District. 

  
Robert Tefft/ Senior Planner: Provided an overview of the variance request. 
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Lancaster County Board Of Zoning Appeals Meeting 
September 1, 2020 
 

Don Duve/ Board Member: Asked if Tractor Supply is the franchise and what products will be on 
display. Also asked if there are any other areas that have outside sales area, and if there is a place 
of worship and cemetery across the street. 

Tefft: Noted that applicant could better answer the questions as to franchise and display, 
and answered that the Lowes does have outside sales areas. Mr. Tefft also confirmed that 
there is a place of worship across the street. 

David Hanby (Keith Corporation): Mr. Hanby stated that he agrees with the statement of matter. 
He iterated that Tractor Supply is based out of Nashville, TN, and that this is not a franchise, but 
a corporate store. Mr. Hanby stated that they would build a 19,100 square feet prototype store with 
a 15,000 square feet fenced outside display yard adjacent to the building and additional display 
area outside the entrance consisting of trailers, pull behind equipment, a propane filling station and 
other merchandise. Mr. Hanby indicated that they would consider reducing the size to comply with 
the ordinance; however they do not want to get much lower than that as if would impact the 
feasibility of the project and that some farming accessories and equipment has to be set up outside. 
Mr. Hanby discussed how he believes they meet the variance criteria stating that they cannot figure 
out how to make this use work in Lancaster County without a variance to allow the use; that they 
cannot operate as a Tractor Supply under an ordinance that only allows 4,000 - 5,000 square feet 
of outside sales; that special conditions in the UDO preclude them from doing what they want to 
do; that they will have a positive impact on property values; that it is the minimum necessary; that 
public safety and welfare have been assured; and that substantial justice has been done. 

Duve: Asked the proposed hours of operation. 

Hanby: Stated that the hours of operation vary from store to store, but typically the stores 
are open from 8am to 8pm, seven days a week.  

Mike Couch/ Board Member: Asked why the application states the lot area is 9.64 acres, but that 
there are only 5.63 acres for a Tractor Supply Company. 

Hanby: Answered that they will be subdividing the 5.63-acre parcel out from the larger 
parcel.  

Liu: Asks if the applicant was aware of the zoning limitations before purchasing the property. 

Hanby: Answers that they were aware, but they have not purchased the property yet. Noted 
that they have done their research and met with County staff, and knew what the ordinance 
allowed. 

Liu: Stated that she feels there is no hardship to address because they have not purchased the 
property. 

Hanby: Stated that he feels the hardship is the inability to develop properly; that they cannot 
purchase the property unless they get the variance. 
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Lancaster County Board Of Zoning Appeals Meeting 
September 1, 2020 
 

Liu: Asked of staff if there is nowhere else they could go in the County as stated by the applicant. 

Tefft: Answered that if they need something greater than the 25 percent they would require 
a variance regardless of location. 

Liu: Asked if there are any other use category that allows something like this. 

Tefft: Answered that Outside Sales is its own use category.  

Beverly Williams/ Board Member: Asked for clarification that if the application is denied, can 
they return and present again at a different the scale. 

Tefft: Answered that he does not believe there is anything in the UDO that would preclude 
them from returning with a different request, or any time frame regarding variances to that 
affect. 

Liu: Asked if they were told that the Board could not grant this in this form before you came in 
tonight. 

Wendy Fulton (Keith Corporation): Answered that they were made aware of this after they 
has submitted for the variance and that they did not have time to resubmit, and that Mr. 
Tefft had indicated that the Board had the authority to approve a lesser variance without 
another application. 

Tefft: Stated to the Board that this is an accurate statement.  

Hanby: Stated that this would not be delayed and their preference. A reduced square 
footage would be grantable. They will need to get a variance anywhere in the county on 
the percentage needed. 

Liu: Stated that her concerns are the location, neighborhood and low density housing. Asked if any 
calls or letters have been received. 

Tefft: Responds that no calls or letter have been received from anyone. 

Liu: Asked where the entrance to the building will be, and how large is the trailer area. 

Fulton: Answered that the entrance is not along Marvin Road, but the west façade, and that 
the trailer area is 3,000 sq. feet.  

Hanby: Noted that the trailer area can be moved to the side area. 

Fulton: Further noted that the trailer area can be moved on the other side of parking spaces, 
back and away from the main road, and that they do not know where the reduction in total 
size would come from.  
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Lancaster County Board Of Zoning Appeals Meeting 
September 1, 2020 
 

Duve: Expressed that he shops with Tractor Supply, and that other stores put their products for 
sale in their parking area.  

Hanby: States that outside display areas are designated now and can only occur in those 
designated areas.  

Duve: Expressed his concern that there will be friction with the traffic on days of worship.  

Hanby: Stated that this use generates a very low rate of traffic. 

Fulton: Stated that peak hour trips are 27 total – that is both morning and afternoon rush 
hour. Daily average traffic is 207 trips per day. In response to Mr. Duve concern noted that 
their peak time is generally not on Sunday mornings. 

Hanby: Speculated that the hours are almost like a furniture store and one of the lowest 
traffic generating retailers you can have.  

Darrell Reid/ Board Member: Asked if there are any houses located nearby. 

Hanby: Answered that there are not any houses close by.  

Duve: Asked of Mr. Tefft that as it stands is it a deny. 

Tefft: Stated that he does not understand the question.  

Duve: Asked that as it stands, based on what you have explained to us, we have to deny this until 
we can see the modifications to make it fit. 

Tefft: Stated that, as he sees it, what has been requested cannot be granted. If the Board 
wants to grant a variance, then it would have to be at a lesser amount. 

Williams: Asked if the variance could be approved at a certain square footage, which the applicant 
would need to revise their plans to meet, and their plans would need to match when they submit 
for building permits. 

Tefft: Stated that he agrees with Mrs. Williams statement.  

Liu: Stated that she does not feel comfortable picking a number and not seeing a plan to decide on, 
and that she understands that the applicant does not want their application to be delayed, but that 
she does not feel comfortable just setting a certain percentage without knowing how the site would 
be configured. 

Mrs. Liu stated that the provisions of the UDO establish that a variance is supposed to be grant 
only limited relief from the ordinance. She further stated her belief that if 25 percent is the intent, 
then the variance would have to be a lower number than what the Board is dealing with. 
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Lancaster County Board Of Zoning Appeals Meeting 
September 1, 2020 
 

Mrs. Liu stated that she feels the Board should give the applicant guidance and have the request 
come back to the Board so that they do not blindly grant a variance not knowing what it is going 
to look like.  

Daniel Plyler/ County Attorney: Stated that he wants to assure the Board that they have the 
authority under Statutes that, in granting a variance, the Board may attach to its such 
conditions regarding the location, character or other features of the proposed building 
structure or use as the Board may consider advisable to protect established property values 
in surrounding areas and for public health, safety or general welfare.  

Liu: Stated that the Board can come up with a number, but they are not going to see tonight what 
the applicant is going to come up with. 

Plyler: Restated that the Board has the authority to grant the variance if they choose to do 
so and that the Board has the authority to attach conditions as long as they are related to 
protecting the established property values of the surrounding areas or promote the public 
health, safety or general welfare. 

Reid: Asked what the procedures are if they are to come back before the Board. 

Tefft: Answered that if the Board were to continue the application to a date certain, that 
would not necessitate a new application or fee. If the application was to come back before 
the Board at an unspecified time, then a noticing fee would be required as the County would 
need to re-notice the application.  

Liu: Discussed options for changes, her comfort in granting a variance, and what percentage would 
be right for the project/area. 

Couch: Stated that it would be his recommendation to approve the variance at 99.9 percent. 

Reid: Asked where the nearest home is located. Discussed with Chairwomen Liu. 

Couch: Stated that this development would be an enchantment to the area. 

Williams: Concurred with member Couch’s statement. 

Liu: Stated that she agrees with Mr. Couch’s statement that this development would enhance the 
area, but that she does not believe that this is the right place for 99.9 percent. 
 
Hanby: Stated that a variance to either 50 percent of 75 percent would not work for the project. 

Duve: Stated that he would like to make a motion to defer the request until the Board has more 
information on a revised location and the minimum percentage that would work for the project. 

Liu: Stated that she would like to see a plan come back with a minimum/maximum variance that 
would work. 
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Lancaster County Board Of Zoning Appeals Meeting 
September 1, 2020 
 

Williams: Noted that the applicant just stated that 50 or 75 percent would not work. 

Kemesha Lowery/ Board Member: Stated that she would like to make a motion to approve a 
variance at 99.9 percent.  

Plyler: Discussed with the Board how to properly make a motion to approve the variance. 

Lowery: Moved to approve the requested variance for the maximum the Board could grant at 99.9 
percent based on the condition that the applicant complies with the provisions of the ordinance and 
the property owner seeking the variance can secure no reasonable return form or make no 
reasonable use of his property. 

Plyler: Clarified to the Board that they will need to discuss and vote upon each criteria in order to 
approve the variance. 

Lowery: Moved to approve the variance to increase the outdoor sales area to 99.9 percent or less 
of the building area maximum. Mr. Couch seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a 
vote of 5-1 (Liu against). 

i. That there are practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships in the way of carrying out the 
strict letter of this ordinance. 

By show of hands, the Board agreed 5-1 (Liu against) that this criteria was met. 

ii. That if the applicant complies with the provisions of the ordinance, the property owner 
seeking the variance can secure no reasonable return from, or make no reasonable use of 
his property. 

By show of hands, the Board agreed 4-2 (Liu and Duve against) that this criteria was met. 

iii. That special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or 
building involved and which are not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings located 
in the same land development district. 

By show of hands, the Board agreed 5-1 (Liu against) that this criteria was met. 

iv. That the variance will not materially diminish or impair established property values within 
the surrounding area. 

Chairwoman Liu moved that the outside tractor sales, as depicted in pink on the concept plan, 
be relocated south of the building so as to be less visually detrimental to the surrounding area 
and homes. 

By show of hands, the Board unanimously agreed that this criteria was met, subject to this 
condition being met. 
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Lancaster County Board Of Zoning Appeals Meeting 
September 1, 2020 
 

v. That the special conditions and circumstances referenced in iii, above, result from the 
application of this ordinance and not from the actions of the applicant. 

By show of hands, the Board unanimously agreed that this criteria was met. 

vi. That the variance is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this ordinance and 
preserves its spirit. 

By show of hands, the Board agreed 4-2 (Liu and Duve against) that this criteria was met. 

vii. That the variance is the minimum necessary to afford relief. 

By show of hands, the Board agreed 4-2 (Liu and Duve against) that this criteria was met. 

viii. That the public health, safety and general welfare have been assured and substantial justice 
has been done. 

By show of hands, the Board agreed 4-2 (Liu and Duve against) that this criteria was met. 

The motion to approve the variance to increase the outdoor sales area to 99.9 percent or less of the 
building area maximum passes, subject to the condition that the outside tractor sales as depicted 
in pink on the concept plan is relocated south of the building so as to be less visually detrimental 
to the surrounding area and homes. 

Other Business 
• One item for next month’s agenda – a variance from a rear setback for a deck for a single-

family home in the Edgewater neighborhood. 
• Continuing Education  

Adjournment 
With there being no further business at 7:28 PM, Darrell Reid moved to adjourn the meeting. Don 
Duve seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. 

              
CHAIR 

              
ZONING OFFICIAL 
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Agenda Item Summary

Ordinance # / Resolution #: 
Contact Person / Sponsor: 
Department: Board of Zoning Appeals
Date Requested to be on Agenda: 10/6/2020

Issue for Consideration:
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See Staff Report

Recommendation:
See Staff Report

ATTACHMENTS:
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Staff Report 9/25/2020 Planning Staff Report
Ex 1: Application 9/10/2020 Backup Material
Ex 2: Location Map / Zoning Map 9/10/2020 Backup Material
Ex 3: Property Report 9/10/2020 Backup Material
Ex 4: Ordinance 9/10/2020 Backup Material
Ex 5: Deed 9/10/2020 Backup Material
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   Case No. VAR-020-2056 
  Staff Report to Board of Zoning Appeals 

Meeting Date: October 6, 2020 

REQUEST: Application by William M. Gibson requesting a variance from Section 
11.3.1, Setbacks and Yards, of Lancaster County Ordinance #356. The 
subject property is located at 25332 Seagull Drive, Lancaster County, SC 
(TM# 0106M-0A-033.00) in a Planned Development District (PDD). 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 25332 Seagull Drive 

TAX MAP NUMBER: 0106M-0A-033.00 

ZONING DISTRICT: Planned Development District (PDD) 

APPLICANT: William M. Gibson 
374 Sweetgum Drive 
Fort Mill, SC 29715 

PROPERTY OWNER: Blake & Susan Tabor 
2533 Seagull Drive 
Lancaster, SC 29720 

 
OVERVIEW: 

Background 
The applicant is requesting a variance to 
reduce the rear setback for a deck below the 
7-foot setback established in Section 11.3.1 of 
Ordinance #356. The existing single-family 
detached dwelling and patio is set back 15 
feet from the rear property line. The 
development proposal consists of the 
construction of a 12-foot by 24-foot deck at 
the rear of the dwelling, with a 3-foot setback. 

It is noted that the subject property is a part 
of the Edgewater Planned Development 
District (PDD-8) and that setbacks for 
detached dwellings within the area of the 
subject property were established within the 
development ordinance for PDD-8, Ordinance 
#356. The rear setback was established at 15 
feet with decks allowed to encroach 8 feet 
into this setback; thus establishing the 
setback for a deck at 7 feet. 

Summary of Adjacent Zoning and Uses 
The subject property is located within the 
Edgewater PDD and is surrounded by other 
single-family detached dwellings or open 
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   Case No. VAR-020-2056 
  Staff Report to Board of Zoning Appeals 

Meeting Date: October 6, 2020 

space within the same PDD. Directly to the rear of the subject property is a tree save area which buffers 
the subject property from the lots further to the west. It should be noted that some of the surrounding 
properties have rear concrete slab on grade patios similar to the subject request for the deck. 

Property Address Approximate Rear Setback 
25314 Seagull Drive 3’ 
25338 Seagull Drive 9’ 
25344 Seagull Drive 11’ 

 
RELATION TO THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE: 

Section 11.3.1, Setbacks and Yards 
A setback or yard is open space that lies between the principal or accessory building or buildings and the 
nearest lot line. “Setback” refers to the front yard, or the distance a building is set back from the street 
right-of-way line that serves as a property boundary. The purpose of the setback and yard requirements 
is to ensure the provision of light and open space between structures. All buildings and structures shall 
meet or exceed the following setback and yard requirements: 

Land Use Min. Setback Min. Side Yard Min. Rear Yard 
Medium Density Residential 10’ 7.5’ 15’ 

* Decks may encroach 4’ into side yards and 8’ into rear yards 

UDO Section 9.2.12.A, Purpose/Limitations 
1. Purpose: The variance process administered by the Board of Zoning Appeals is intended to provide 

limited relief from the requirements of this ordinance in those cases where strict application of a 
particular requirement will create a practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship prohibiting the use of 
the land in a manner otherwise allowed under this ordinance. 

2. Financial Hardship Not Sufficient Ground for Variance: It is not intended that variances be granted 
merely to remove inconveniences or financial burdens that the requirements of this ordinance may 
impose on property owners in general or to increase the profitability of a proposed development. 

3. Use Variances Not Permitted: In no event shall the Board of Zoning Appeals grant a variance which 
would allow the establishment of a use which is not otherwise allowed in a land development district 
or which would change the land development district classification or the district boundary of the 
property in question. Nor shall the Board grant a variance which would allow the establishment of a 
use set forth herein as requiring certain conditions or standards under conditions or standards less 
than those minimums. 

4. Authority Limited to this Ordinance/ Conflicts with other Laws Prohibited: In no event shall the 
Board of Zoning Appeals grant a variance which would conflict with the International Building Code, 
as amended, or any other state code unless otherwise authorized by duly enacted applicable laws and 
regulations. 

Standard of Review: General Variance Requests 
Pursuant to UDO Section 9.2.12.C.2.a, the Board of Zoning Appeals shall not grant a variance unless and 
until it makes all of the following findings: 

i. That there are practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships in the way of carrying out the strict 
letter of this ordinance; 
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   Case No. VAR-020-2056 
  Staff Report to Board of Zoning Appeals 

Meeting Date: October 6, 2020 

ii. That if the applicant complies with the provisions of the ordinance, the property owner seeking 
the variance can secure no reasonable return from, or make no reasonable use of his property; 

iii. That special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or 
building involved and which are not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings located in 
the same land development district; 

iv. That the variance will not materially diminish or impair established property values within the 
surrounding area; 

v. That the special conditions and circumstances referenced in iii, above, result from the application 
of this ordinance and not from the actions of the applicant; 

vi. That the variance is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this ordinance and 
preserves its spirit; 

vii. That the variance is the minimum necessary to afford relief; and 

viii. That the public health, safety and general welfare have been assured and substantial justice has 
been done. 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Variance Application 
2. Location / Zoning Map 
3. Property Report 
4. Ordinance 
5. Deed 

 

STAFF CONTACT: 
Robert G. Tefft, Senior Planner 
rtefft@lancastersc.net | 803-416-9394 
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ESTIMATE

Tina & Blake Tabor
25332 Seagull Drive Lancaster SC

29720

(336) 442-5223

Creative Touch Construction, LLC

374 Sweetgum Drive
Fort Mill , SC 29715

Phone: (904) 486-8595
Email: gibsonworldwide@gmail.com

Estimate # 000320

Date 06/08/2020

Description Quantity Rate Total

Build 12x24 patio deck 288.0 $23.50 $6,768.00

Subtotal $6,768.00

Total $6,768.00

Page 1 of 2
19



By signing this document, the customer agrees to the services and conditions outlined in this
document.

Signed on: 07/21/2020 Signed on: 07/23/2020

Matt Gibson Tina & Blake Tabor

Page 2 of 2
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Location Map

Map Date: September 3, 2020

Map Created by: RT

The County of Lancaster provides this data for reference only. All data must be field verified before the information is used for design/project work. The County of Lancaster is not responsible or liable for any inaccuracies. Any design using this data is at users’ sole risk. Also note that information is subject to change at any time.
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Case Number: VAR-020-2056

Proposal: Variance from rear setback for a deck

Tax Map #: 0106M-0A-033.00

Applicant: William Gibson
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• 
J 

( c) A portion of a residential use may be changed to a commercial use, subject to the provisions of
Section 11.2.

( d) The density of residential use in any separately shown use area of a Component, separated by
roads, common area, boundary as shown on the Master Plan, or recreational area may be 
increased, subject to the provisions of Section 11. 2. 

( e) Increases or decreases in recreational area or open space of up to twenty percent (20%) for any
Component, provided that a decrease in one Component shall be offset by an equivalent or greater
increase in one or more other Components in recreational area or open space.

Note: The property Owner shall be entitled to make necessary alterations to lot lines and dimensions, 
roadway alignments, and other alterations needed to implement any changes in land use permitted in 
this Section 7 .2. 

7 .3 Procedure for Administrative Approval of Amendments 

Any amendment proposed or approved by the Property Owner shall be submitted to the Administrator 
in the form of a proposed site plan or a proposed text amendment to this Ordinance or the Development 
Agreement. The information provided shall be sufficient to make minor technical corrections, 
revisions, or modifications. 

The Administrator shall not unreasonably withhold or delay the approval of any such proposed 
amendment, and each such proposed amendment shall be executed by the Property Owner and by the 
Administrator on behalf of the County. In determining whether to approve a proposed site plan or text 
amendment ( other than those that comply with Section 7 .2, which must be approved), the 
Administrator shall consider sound land planning principles and market conditions, including the 
demand or desire of potential purchasers. The opinion of the Property owner as to market conditions 
for all purposes under this Ordinance shall be presumed correct absent manifest error. The 
Administrator shall deliver specific, detailed written objections to Crescent within fourteen (14) days of 
receipt of a written request for amendment. If such objections are not received by Crescent, Crescent 
shall notify the Administrator of the expiration of the 14-day period, at which time the Administrator 
shall have an additional 7-days to deliver any objections to Crescent. If such objections are not 
received at the end of the additional 7-day period, then consent of the Administrator to Crescent's 
request shall be deemed to be granted. 

Upon execution, the terms and provisions of any such amendment shall be recorded in the Real 
Property Records of Lancaster County, South Carolina. Appeals from decisions of the Administrator, 
which are adverse to the Property Owner, may be appealed pursuant to the provisions of Section 6.2. 

8. ENFORCEMENf

The County shall have and exercise all powers to enforce the provisions of this Ordinance as it applies 
to the Property as are otherwise available to enforce or remedy a violation of the County Unified 
Development Ordinance that occurs on territory within the County's boundary limits, including without 
limitation those civil and criminal enforcement powers described in the Unified Development 
Ordinance 
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Detached Housing - A single dwelling unit not attached to any other dwelling unit, with an open yard 
on all sides of the structure. 

Golf Course - golf courses to be built in the approximate locations shown on the Master Plan, whether 
used for public, private, or semi-private play. 

Industrial Use - Any use associated with the manufacturing of goods, research and development, testing 
services, warehousing services, and assembly services. 

Institutional Use - Schools, religious buildings, hospitals or other care facilities, and other private or 
public facilities that support the community. 

Internal Roadways - all roadways hereafter constructed within the Property. 

Land Use Designations - the use to which a particular area of the Property may be put as shown on the 
Master Plan and described more particularly in Section 10. 

Master Developer - Crescent Resources , Inc. or a successor owner to whom Crescent Resources, Inc. 
sells the entire Property, and not just a portion of such Property. 

Master Plan - the conceptual master plan for the development of the Property. 

Multi-Family Housing- Any group of attached housing containing two or more dwelling units on a 
single lot. Multi-family housing may include but not be limited to the following: duplexes, 
quadraplexes, townhouses, apartments, and condominiums. 

Office Use - Business, professional, service, or governmental occupations, and institutions and 
commercial activities not involved with the sale of merchandise. 

Open Space - any open space designated for use as Park and/or Open Space on the Master Plan. 

Planning Commission - the Planning Commission of the County or some other body as may succeed to 
the duties of the present Planning Commission. 

Planning Director - the Director of the Planning and Zoning Department of Lancaster County, South 
Carolina or such other individual as may succeed the duties of the present Planning Director. 

Property - all of the land comprising the Catawba Ridge development. 

Property Owner - The Master Developer of the Property or, as to a particular Component, any single 
sub-developer the Property Owner designates in an Assignment of Property Owner Rights. 

Residential - any residential land use permitted in the Unified Development Ordinance. 

Residential Marina - a facility containing docks, boat slips and boat launch and removal equipment for 
use exclusively by the residents of the Property. 

Retail Use - Any use associated with the sale of consumer goods, products or merchandise. 
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