
 
ANYONE WHO REQUIRES AN AUXILIARY AID OR SERVICE FOR EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION OR 
PARTICIPATION SHOULD CONTACT 843-280-5555 AS SOON AS POSSIBLE, BUT NO LATER THAN 48 
HOURS BEFORE THE SCHEDULED EVENT. 

 
 
 

 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA 

Tuesday, June 8, 2021 – 5:00 P.M. 
Morning Workshop 9:15 A.M. 

1018 Second Avenue South ‐ North Myrtle Beach, SC 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. COMMUNICATIONS:  

4. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES: May 18 

5. OLD BUSINESS 

A. EXTERNAL ACCESS WAIVER AW‐21‐01: An applicant has initiated an 
application for a waiver to § 20‐40(c.1)(2) seeking relief from the required two 
external access points at Grande Harbour Phase 2, Parcel B with 60 proposed 
dwelling units. 

B. PLANNED  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT  AMENDMENT  Z‐21‐6:  City  staff  has 
received  an  application  for  a  major  amendment  to  the  Esperanza  Planned 
Development District (PDD) revising the PDD to the Hope Pointe PDD through 
changes to the master plan and governing documents. (Request to postpone by 
applicant.)  

C. FIRST  PUBLIC  HEARING  REGARDING  THE  DEVELOPMENT  AGREEMENT 
ASSOCIATED WITH THE MAJOR PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (PDD) 
AMENDMENT CASE Z‐21‐6 AND REVISIONS TO THE ESPERANZA PDD: The 
North  Myrtle  Beach  Planning  Commission  will  host  the  first  of  two  public 
hearings regarding the proposed Development Agreement associated with the 
major amendment to the Esperanza PDD. The proposal is known as Hope Pointe 
PDD and is off Little River Neck Road. (Request to postpone by applicant.)  

6. NEW BUSINESS – “Consent Items” 

A. FINAL  SUBDIVISION  PLAT  SUB‐21‐30:  A  major  final  plat  of  subdivision 
converting Leah Jayne Lane from private to public right‐of‐way in the Bungalows 
on 9th neighborhood. 

B. FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT SUB‐21‐31: A major final bonded plat of subdivision 
creating eight lots of record and public rights‐of‐way off On Deck Circle in phase 
four of the Park Pointe development. 

7. NEW BUSINESS 

8. ADJOURNMENT 



 

Respectfully submitted, 

   
Aaron C. Rucker, AICP 
Principal Planner 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Notice to the Public of Rights under Title VI 

 The City of North Myrtle Beach operates its programs and services without regard to race, 
color, and national origin in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act. Any person who 
believes he or she has been aggrieved by any unlawful discriminatory practice under Title VI 
may file a complaint with the City of North Myrtle Beach. Complaints must be filed within 
180 days of the alleged discriminatory act. 

 For more information on the City of North Myrtle Beach's Title VI Policy and the procedures 
to  file  a  complaint,  contact  the  Title  VI  Program  Coordinator,  Kristine  Stokes  at 
krstokes@nmb.us or (843)280‐5555, or  in writing to the City of North Myrtle Beach, 1018 
2nd Ave.  South, North Myrtle Beach  SC  29582.  For more  information,  visit  the  Title VI 
section of our website at www.nmb.us. 

 If information is needed in another language, contact (843)280‐5555. 

 ~Si se necesita información en otro idioma llame al (843)280‐5555. 
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CITY OF NORTH MYRTLE BEACH, SOUTH CAROLINA 
NORTH MYRTLE BEACH CITY HALL 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

Tuesday, May 18, 2021 
5:00 PM 

 
MINUTES 

  

  Harvey Eisner, Chairman    City Staff:    
  Jessica Bell   Jim Wood, Director   
  Silvio Cutuli    Suzanne Pritchard   
  Tom Edwards 

Ruth Anne Ellis 
  Aaron Rucker 

Chris Noury, City Attorney 
  

  Ed Horton, Absent for roll call  
Callie Jean Wise 

  Allison Galbreath, City Clerk    

 
1. CALL TO ORDER: Chairman Eisner called the meeting to order at 5:00 PM. 
 
2. ROLL CALL: The Clerk called the roll.   
 
3. COMMUNICATIONS:  

Chris Noury, City Attorney, swore in Tom Edwards, newly appointed member to the Planning 
Commission. 

 
4. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES: The motion to approve the minutes for the May 4, 2021 

meeting, as presented, was made by Commissioner Cutuli and seconded by Commissioner Ellis. 
Chairman Eisner called for the vote. The motion passed 6-0. 

  
5. OLD BUSINESS: None 

A. EXTERNAL ACCESS WAIVER AW-21-01: An applicant has initiated an application for a waiver 
to § 20-40(c.1)(2) seeking relief from the required two external access points at Grande Harbour 
Phase 2, Parcel B with 60 proposed dwelling units. Ms. Pritchard stated the applicant has asked 
for this to be postponed to the June 8, 2021 meeting. Chairman Eisner called for a motion. 
Commissioner Cutuli motioned to postpone the External Access Waiver AW-21-01 to the June 8, 
2021 meeting and was seconded by Commissioner Wise. The motion passed 6-0. 

 
B. PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT AMENDMENT Z-20-20: City staff has received an 

application for a major amendment to the Barefoot Resort Planned Development District (PDD) 
reducing the commercial component of the Town Center element of the PDD and expanding the 
Sea Glass Cottages portion of the PDD through changes to the master plan and governing 
documents. Mr. Rucker stated this had been discussed extensively at the morning workshop. He 
gave an overview of the proposal. The Staff had a few review comments regarding the signalized 
intersection and the handling of Village Hill Drive. He stated there were 6 main issues from the 
workshop; the traffic signal, the abandonment of the public road, the recreational fee or lack 
thereof, open space, parking, and an amenity center. Mr. Rucker handed out two exhibits in 
order to discuss the abandonment of the public road and the traffic signal. Chad Hatley, 
representing the developer, stated they understood the need for some type of a traffic signal 
and was willing to contribute, to a point, for the purpose of the light and type of light that would 
be needed. It would need to be negotiated and discussed with the City Council. He stated the 
numbers were significantly below what was required by the SCDOT. He stated there were some 
CTC money available for this, but that was not guaranteed. Chairman Eisner inquired about the 
amenity center and open space. Walter Warren, Engineer with Thomas & Hutton, stated they 
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modified the layout to create some extra green space, around a 30% increase. He stated it was 
part of the larger amenity center next to the Marina in Phase I and they were taking a part of 
that. The Commission and Mr. Warren discussed the size of the green space and the proposed 
parking within the project.  

 
Chairman Eisner opened the floor for public comment. 
Tom Powell, Waters Edge Court, Barefoot Retreat, thanked the Commission for their hard work 
and stated he knew it was not an easy job. He asked Commissioner Cutuli if he was going to 
recuse himself. Commissioner Cutuli stated he did not believe he needed to recuse himself. Mr. 
Powell asked if he was going to express the best interest of Barefoot. Commissioner Cutuli stated 
he would express the best interest of the City. Mr. Powell stated he wanted to discuss the 
Planning Commission and City Council meeting that was held on May 5, 2021. It was a little 
misleading, because of the Water Tower Road annexations. He stated there would be 60-70 
townhomes going in at Sandridge and the amount of traffic coming through Barefoot was a 
concern, even though it was in Horry County. They were talking about 47 new homes in the Dye 
Estates area, which meant more traffic. 10 acres would be annexed, which would be more 
townhomes and traffic through Barefoot. Belle’s Lake will have 348 homes. Club Course Drive 
was already overwhelmed with traffic and more construction was happening. The Parkway Group 
was going to have 5,000 units, but they would be probably traveling Highway 22 or Myrtle Beach 
proper. Sea Glass was to have 253 cottages and 96 more cottages. When the swing bridge 
opened, traffic backs up to well beyond Club Course Drive. The additional traffic would 
considerably add to this. All of this development adds traffic and they are speeding through there 
now. They needed more protection in their area. The amenity of the North Tower pool would be 
saturated by the additional units. It was going to get even worse to get into and there was 
already very little parking. Mr. Powell expressed a concern over the proximity of the cottages 
and the safety of the area if one would catch on fire. He stated there would be no 30-day leases 
provided and only year leases. He was very concerned for Barefoot and asked for the 
Commission’s help with them. 
 
Charlie Thompson, 5039 White Iris Drive, Barefoot Retreat, stated that Mr. Powell was correct 
and things needed to have serious consideration before anything gets done. He stated he went 
through the paperwork and saw that this process started about a year ago. He wanted to know 
why the residents at Barefoot were just now finding out about it. Mr. Rucker stated whenever 
the Staff received a document, they were public and available for review. Mr. Thompson asked 
how that information was released to the public. Jim Wood, Planning and Development Director, 
stated the project was sent to them about a year ago and through informal conversations learned 
of their desire to amend the project. They were asked to submit a formal application and that 
was when the advertisements were put in the paper and agendas uploaded to the website. Mr. 
Thompson stated it was odd that this seemed to be a package already with an up or down vote 
and from the citizens perspective it wasn’t vetted with the general public. Chairman Eisner stated 
it would behoove the developer to have had meetings with the residents, as this was a Phase II, 
and it seemed they did not do this. Mr. Thompson stated this was not a Phase II, they had a 
Town Center and that’s what was supposed to be there. They are amending the original PDD. 
He stated it is like when Congress passes things in the middle of the night, this should have been 
vetted by the citizens with details. For example, the 30 day leases and not a year lease. That’s 
something else they were slipping in. Chairman Eisner agreed that a lot of people were moving 
to the City and they had an infrastructure problem.  
 
Commissioner Wise asked where the developer was with the Park and Recreation Fee. Mr. Hatley 
stated they had no objection to the $200 per unit for the Park and Recreation Fee. He stated the 
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POA’s were notified several months ahead of time and received plans. No notification step had 
been skipped. Mr. Hatley noted that this project was a safer plan in regards to fire safety, because 
there were less shared walls, as opposed to what tower high rise would have. He stated the 
developer could not be held responsible for what was happening on Water Tower Road. He also 
pointed out that in Phase I, parking areas were swapped out to help accommodate the pool 
amenity. This property would not prevent the quiet use and enjoyment of their property. It was 
in harmony with the feel and look of the area. Mr. Warren stated the open space was 2 ¼ acres. 
 
Molly Caspar, representing Sands Company, stated the pool was not opened because they were 
waiting for approval from DHEC. The pool deck and grill were opened. The amenity center was 
open until 6:00 PM and there was a key fob system that was installed three weeks ago that they 
could access the fitness center 24/7. The rest of the amenity area would close at 10:00 PM.  
 
Chairman Eisner called for a motion. Commissioner Cutuli asked the Board if they were going to 
table or deny it. The Board and Staff had a discussion on the items that were in question and if 
it would be forward to City Council. Chairman Eisner stated it needed to be sent to City Council 
with a list of stipulations to be addressed. Commissioner Bell stated she would like to see an 
additional amenity center. Robert Guyton, Attorney, for the developer clarified there would not 
be an HOA, because there was no subdivided ownership, but it was common ownership. It would 
have an assessment fee for amenities. Commissioner Wise motioned to approve Planned 
Development District Amendment Z-20-20 with the conditions of having a $200 Park & Recreation 
Fee per dwelling unit and a traffic signal at Village Crossing Boulevard and Barefoot Resort Bridge 
Road and was seconded by Commissioner Ellis. The motion passed 7-0. Mr. Rucker stated this 
would be forwarded to the June 21, 2021 City Council meeting. 

 
6. NEW BUSINESS—“CONSENT ITEMS”: None 
 
7. NEW BUSINESS: None 

A. ANNEXATION & ZONING DESIGNATION Z-21-18: City staff has received a petition to 
annex lands on Riverside Drive totaling approximately 0.46 acres and identified by PIN 311-16-
04-0013. The lot is currently unincorporated and zoned MSF 10 Residential (MSF10) by Horry 
County. The petition also reflects the requested City of North Myrtle Beach zoning district of 
Single-Family Residential Low-Density (R-1) and will be heard concurrently. Ms. Pritchard stated 
there were no issues from Staff.  

 
Having no comment from the Commission or public, Chairman Eisner called for a motion. 
Commissioner Ellis motioned to approve the Annexation & Zoning Designation Z-21-18 where it 
was necessary to implement the Comprehensive Plan and was seconded by Commissioner Cutuli. 
The motion passed 7-0. 
 

B. PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT AMENDMENT Z-21-6: City staff has received an 
application for a major amendment to the Esperanza Planned Development District (PDD) 
revising the PDD to the Hope Pointe PDD through changes to the master plan and governing 
documents.  Ms. Pritchard stated this was discussed at the morning workshop and gave an 
overview of the amendment. Sean Hoelscher, Project Landscape Architect with DDC Engineers, 
discussed the new elevations and architectural look of the project. He stated they would address 
the other issues that were discussed at the morning workshop and would come back at the June 
8, 2021 meeting with a revised submittal. 

 
Cathy Weis, 5004 Bucks Bluff Drive, Tidewater, President of the Tidewater Plantation Community 
Association read the following statement: 
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• We are pleased to see the developers of Hope Pointe recognize the reality of the risk that a high-
density project places on itself, its neighbors, and future developments. Reducing the previously 
approved density to their current objective of around 4 units per acre was greatly needed. 
• However, we would like to see more focus on the fact that Hope Pointe is located on a narrow, 
obsolete road. Because of this, the Planning Commission should consider requiring the developer 
to provide some incentives for their residents to reduce day trips comparable to other 
developments along LRN Rd. 
• Current developments provided on-site amenities that reduced road trips on the obsolete, 
narrow LRN Rd. Both the City's Comprehensive Plan and the Hazard mitigation plan proposed more 
open space, interconnected streets, and a commercial component as desirable for developments 
along Little River Neck Road. For example: 

• Tidewater has 1100 units, with a Fitness Center, a Recreation Center, six Tennis Courts, five swimming 
pools, a golf course, and a restaurant 

• Charleston Landing 200 units, with a swimming pool, a clubhouse, two community gazebos 
in pocket parks and sidewalks for walking 

• Water's Edge has 95 units, with swimming pools and a clubhouse 
• Esperanza has 251 units, with private community marina, and a small commercial component 

(restaurant and boat store). The POD, Table     1, identifies a Residents Amenities as having a 
max height of 35'. However, the document does not specify its use or the site square footage. 

• The Planning Commission should require Hope Pointe to specifically identify the owners' 
amenities and site square footage they will provide. They should do this to demonstrate they 
are doing their part to reduce day trips on L                    RNR by adding adequate swimming pools, 
clubhouses, and fitness centers. 
• In Table 3, the Planning Commission should require Hope Point to specifically identify the open 
space that is available for owner's amenities (walking trails, hiking, etc.) versus wetlands and 
retention ponds. 
• In the lead-in to section 5. The POD identifies that the project which abuts Tidewater will have 
a setback of forty feet from the outer property line and within that forty feet the first 25 feet 
inward shall be comprised of landscaping that will provide a year-a-round vegetative buffer. We 
reviewed the proposed Buffer 2 and believe it adequately addresses our concerns as long as the 
existing natural trees and foliage within that buffer are maintained and not removed. 
• The only questions we have is whether the 50' road easement where it abuts the buffer 
encroaches into the 40' buffer? 

 
Hope Pointe Development Agreement 
7C. The agreement reads that the single family detached and townhomes at a 
maximum height of 35 feet in height with commercial uses and amenities not 
exceeding 42 feet contradicts Table 1. Table 1 allows 40' high single family 
homes, 40 foot townhouses and 35 foot amenities. Which is it as it will impact the 
effectiveness of the Buffer. 

  
Mr. Hoelscher thanked Ms. Weis for the information and stated he would take it into 
consideration.  

 
Having no further comment from the Commission or public, Chairman Eisner called for a motion. 
Commissioner Cutuli motioned to postpone the Planned Development District Amendment Z-21-
6 to the June 8, 2021 meeting and was seconded by Commissioner Horton. The motion to 
postpone passed 7-0.  
 

C. DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THE MAJOR PLANNED 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (PDD) AMENDMENT CASE Z-21-6 AND REVISIONS TO THE 
ESPERANZA PDD: The North Myrtle Beach Planning Commission will host the first of two public 
hearings regarding the proposed Development Agreement associated with the major amendment 
to the Esperanza PDD. The proposal is known as Hope Pointe PDD and is off Little River Neck 
Road. Mr. Rucker stated there would be a preference to postpone this item to the June 8, 2021 
meeting.  
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Having no further comment from the Commission or public, Chairman Eisner called for a motion. 
Commissioner Cutuli motioned to postpone the Development Agreement Associated with the 
Major Planned Development District (PDD) Amendment Case Z-21-6 and Revisions to the 
Esperanza PDD’s Public Hearing to the June 8, 2021 meeting and was seconded by Commissioner 
Wise. The motion to postpone passed 7-0.  

 
8. ADJOURNMENT:  
  

Chairman Eisner adjourned the meeting at 6:05 PM.  
 

Respectfully submitted,  
  
 
Allison K. Galbreath 
City Clerk 

  
 
NOTE: BE ADVISED THAT THESE MINUTES REPRESENT A SUMMARY OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
AND ARE NOT INTENDED TO REPRESENT A FULL TRANSCRIPT OF THE MEETING.   
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5A. EXTERNAL ACCESS WAIVER AW-21-01: An applicant has initiated an application for a waiver 
to § 20-40(c.1)(2) seeking relief from the required two external access points at Grande Harbour Phase 2, 
Parcel B with 60 proposed dwelling units. 

Background 
The City of North Myrtle Beach passed a Land Development Regulations amendment in 2018 specifying 
standards for external access points for subdivisions. These regulations require a minimum of two improved 
access points for residential developments with 51-249 lots or units. At the April 6, 2021, meeting, the 
applicant requested a postponement of planning commission’s decision to try to redesign the site to meet 
the requirements of the standard. 

Proposal 
Tim Harris, engineer and agent for the owner, is requesting an external access waiver for the proposed 
Grande Harbour Phase 2, Parcel B. This parcel has 60 residential dwelling units and only provides a single 
entrance with a divided median on the site. The applicant has provided their written request to Planning 
Commission as a part of this proposal. 

Staff Review 
Planning Division 
The planning division has no issue with the proposed access waiver. 

Zoning Division 
The zoning division has no issue with the proposed access waiver. 

Public Works 
The Director of Public Works is reviewing the proposed access waiver. 

Public Safety 
The Fire Marshal has no issue with the proposed access waiver. 

Planning Commission Action 
As per the Land Development Regulations § 20-40(c.1)(4), the Planning Commission shall not grant an 
exception unless the following is determined through a findings of fact: 

a.  The granting of an exception will not be detrimental to the public safety, health, or welfare or 
injurious to other property or improvements in the neighborhood in which the property is located; 

b.  The conditions upon which the request for an exception are based are unique to the property for 
which the exception is sought; 

c.  Because of the particular physical surroundings, shape, or topographical conditions of the specific 
property involved, a compelling and detrimental condition to the owner would result, as 
distinguished from a mere inconvenience, if the strict letter of this Code is enforced; 

d.  The purpose of the exception is not based primarily upon financial consideration. 

In granting an exception, the planning commission may require such conditions that will, in its judgment, 
substantially secure the objectives of the standards or requirements of this Code.  

Alternative Motions 

1) I move that the Planning Commission approve the External Access Waiver Request [AW-21-
01] as submitted as the request meets all of the criteria of § 20-40(c.1)(4); 
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OR 

2) I move that the Planning Commission deny the External Access Waiver Request [AW-21-01] 
as submitted as the request does not meet all of the criteria of § 20-40(c.1)(4); 

OR 

3) I move (an alternate motion). 
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5B. PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT AMENDMENT Z-21-6: City staff has received an 
application for a major amendment to the Esperanza Planned Development District (PDD) revising the 
PDD to the Hope Pointe PDD through changes to the master plan and governing documents. 

Background 
Planning Commission postponed the major PDD amendment at their May 18 meeting to allow the applicant 
time to address concerns raised by the public and Planning Commission. The applicant has requested that 
Planning Commission postpone this item to their June 22 meeting. 

Executive Summary:  
Staff recommends that Planning Commission postpone this item to the June 22, 2021, meeting. 
 

Alternative Motions 

1) I move that the Planning Commission postpone the major PDD amendment [Z-21-6] to the 
June 22, 2021, meeting. 

OR 

2) I move (an alternate motion). 
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5C. FIRST PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING THE DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 
ASSOCIATED WITH THE MAJOR PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (PDD) 
AMENDMENT CASE Z-21-6 AND REVISIONS TO THE ESPERANZA PDD: The North Myrtle 
Beach Planning Commission will host the first of two public hearings regarding the proposed Development 
Agreement associated with the major amendment to the Esperanza PDD. The proposal is known as Hope 
Pointe PDD and is off Little River Neck Road. 

Background 
Planning Commission postponed the first public hearing at their May 18 meeting to allow the applicant 
time to address concerns raised by the public and Planning Commission. The applicant has requested that 
Planning Commission postpone this item to their June 22 meeting. 

Executive Summary:  
Staff recommends that Planning Commission postpone this item to the June 22, 2021, meeting. 
 

Alternative Motions 

1) I move that the Planning Commission postpone the first public hearing regarding the 
Development Agreement associated with the major PDD amendment  [Z-21-6] to the June 22, 
2021, meeting. 

OR 

2) I move (an alternate motion). 
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6A. FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT SUB-21-30: A major final plat of subdivision converting Leah 
Jayne Lane from private to public right-of-way in the Bungalows on 9th neighborhood. 
 
Background 
Planning Commission previously approved the final plat of subdivision for the Bungalows on 9th 
subdivision at their February 3, 2015, meeting. Residents of the neighborhood have since approached 
the City requesting that Leah Jayne Lane be converted to a public street. Following § 20-45 of the 
Land Development Regulations specifying the conversion process, a resolution accepting the street 
was prepared for and approved by city council.   
 
Existing and Proposed Conditions 
Following City Council approval of the resolution, a final plat of right-of-way was prepared for the 
City of North Myrtle Beach entitled, “A Right-of-Way Dedication Plat Showing Leah Jayne Lane.” 
This plat illustrates the 0.45 acres of Leah Jayne Lane as 40’ wide public right-of-way and the 
abandonment of the property line between Leah Jayne Lane and 9th Avenue South. Approval of this 
major plat of right-of-way would allow the plat to be recorded, and Leah Jayne Lane would be 
accepted and dedicated as a public street. 
  
Staff Review 
Planning Division 
The planning division has no issue with approval of the right-of-way dedication plat.  
 
Zoning Division      
The Zoning Administrator has no issue with the right-of-way dedication plat. 
 
Public Works 
The Public Works Director has no issue with the right-of-way dedication plat. 
 
Public Safety 
The Fire Marshal has no issue with the right-of-way dedication plat. 
 
Planning Commission Action: 
The Planning Commission may approve, approve with modifications and/or conditions; or disapprove 
the plat, as submitted.  
 
Alternative Motions 
I move that the planning commission approve the major final plat of subdivision [SUB-21-13] 
prepared for Leah Jayne Lane as submitted; 
 
OR 
 
I move (an alternate motion). 



SUBDIVISION NAME:
Leah Jayne Lane

Subdivision Finance
Account Code:  3.21

FEE DUE/PAID:  $0 on May 14, 2021
FILE NUMBER:  SUB-21-30

Complete Submittal
Date:  May 14, 2021

City of North Myrtle Beach, SC

Application for a Major Plat 

GENERAL INFORMATION
 Date of Request: May 14, 2021  Property PIN(S): 35705040141
 Property Owner: BUNGALOWS ON 9TH POA INC  Type of Subdivision: Major Final Subdivision
 Address or Location: Leah Jayne Lane  Project Contact: Suzanne Pritchard  
 Contact Phone Number: 843-280-5560  Contact Email Address: lspritchard@nmb.us

PROJECT INFORMATION
 Zoning: HC & R-2  Total Area: .45 Acres  Existing # of Lots: 0  Proposed # of Lots: 0
 Total # of
Residential/Commercial Lots:
0

 Area of Largest Lot: 0 sq. ft.  Area of Smallest Lot: 0 sq. ft.  Linear Feet of New Streets:
350

 Total # of Common/Open
Space Lots: 0

 Total Area of Common/Open
Space Lots: 0

 Total # of Utility Space Lots:
0  Total Area of Utility Lots: 0

 Proposed Street Names: 
 Are Wetlands Present on Site? No  

 Are Trees Greater than 16" Caliper Present on Site? No 
 Is the applicant requesting that Planning Commission
authorize the removal of any tree to permit the installation
of infrastructure, including trees greater than 24” caliper?
No  

RECORDED COVENANT INFORMATION 
  I hereby certify that the tract(s) or parcel(s) of land to which this approval request pertains is not restricted by any recorded covenant that is contrary to,

conflicts with,
or prohibits the activity for which approval is sought, as provided in South Carolina Code of Laws (§ 6-29-1145).

  Applicant's E-signature: Suzanne Pritchard
This form complies with a state law that took effect on July 1, 2007 (S.C. Code § 6-29-1145) that requires all planning agencies to inquire in an
application for a permit if the parcel of land is restricted by a recorded covenant that is contrary to, conflicts with, or prohibits the permitted activity. If
such a covenant exists, the agency shall not issue the permit until written confirmation of its release is received. The release must be through the action
of an appropriate legal authority. 

1018 2nd Avenue South  ·  North Myrtle Beach, SC 29582  ·  Telephone: (843) 280-5566  ·  Facsimile: (843) 280-5581



           HARRY F. BRUTON

           HARRY F. BRUTON 06/01/2021
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6B. FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT SUB-21-31: A major final bonded plat of subdivision 
creating eight lots of record and public rights-of-way off On Deck Circle in phase four of the 
Park Pointe development. 
 
Background 
Planning Commission previously approved the preliminary plat of subdivision for phase 4 of 
Park Pointe at their September 8, 2020, meeting. 
 
Existing Conditions 
Adjacent to the previously platted 168 lots in Park Pointe, the total area of the phase four 
subdivision is 2.64 acres. The property is zoned Mid-Rise Multifamily Residential (R-2A) and 
is located within the City’s jurisdiction. Currently, the parcel is undeveloped and vacant. 
 
Proposed Conditions 
The applicant, DDC Engineers, agent for the developer, has proposed a bonded major final 
plat of subdivision adding eight new residential lots of record and two rights-of-way to the 
previously approved subdivision. All residential lots are intended for the construction of 
single-family detached homes, and the smallest lot is ±6,042 square feet. The subdivision 
density is 3.03 dwelling units per acre. All setbacks conform to the standards of the R-2A 
zoning district. This final plat creates two 50’ public rights-of-way: Infield Road (Warning 
Track Drive on previous preliminary plat) and Catchers Court.  All new roadways are 
designed to City standards, including requiring sidewalks and street trees according to the 
Land Development Regulations and PDD documents. The proposed major final plat is 
substantially consistent with the previously approved preliminary plat. 
 
In lieu of completing the required improvements detailed in the associated major preliminary 
plat of subdivision [SUB-20-22], the owner is providing the City with a financial guarantee 
for the construction and installation of these improvements pursuant to § 20-36(2) of the 
City’s land development regulations. The Department of Public Works is reviewing the 
amount of the financial guarantee, and the City Attorney is reviewing the form of the financial 
guarantee. This financial guarantee would be exercised by the City to complete any 
outstanding required improvements if not completed by the developer. 
 
Staff Review 
Planning Division 
The planning division has no issue with the proposed major final plat of subdivision. 
 
Zoning Division 
The zoning division has no issue with the proposed major final plat of subdivision. 
 
Public Works 
The Director of Public Works has no issue with the proposed major final plat of subdivision. 
 
Public Safety 
The Fire Marshal has no issue with the proposed major final plat of subdivision. 
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Planning Commission Action 
The Planning Commission may approve, approve with modifications and/or conditions; or 
disapprove the plat, as submitted.  
 
Alternative Motions 
I move that the planning commission approve the major bonded final plat of subdivision 
[SUB-21-31] prepared for Park Pointe Phase 4 as submitted; 
 
OR 
 
I move (an alternate motion). 
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