Jasper County Planning Commission

403 Russell Street

Ridgeland, SC 29936

July 8, 2008
6:00 p.m. in Council Chambers

Members Present:  Chairman Kim Thomas, Alex Pinckney, Juanita White, Theo Drayton, Bill Young, Dr. Bostick, and Courtney Flexon were present.

Staff/Consultants Present:  Andrew Fulghum, Lisa Lamb, Christy Herman, Marvin Jones, and Kirk Croasmun (ATM) were present.

Others Present:  Marshall Lawson, Ron Carfield, Russ Hightower, Tommy Cavender, Bobby Glover, Charles Taylor, Andrea Malloy, James Mott, Dean Pease, and David Jirousek were present.

Call to Order:  Chairman Thomas called the meeting to order at 6:15 p.m.  
Invocation & Pledge of Allegiance

Approval of Agenda:  A motion to approve the agenda was made by Mr. Pinckney and seconded by Ms. Flexon.  A vote was taken, and the motion was approved unanimously. 
Approval of Minutes:  A motion to approve the June 17, 2008 Minutes was made by Ms. Flexon and seconded by Mr. Pinckney.  A vote was taken, and the motion was approved unanimously.
Old Business
A.  Update on Pro-Slab property at corner of Bailey’s Loop and Hwy. 170
Chairman Thomas asked Ms. Lamb to present.  Ms. Lamb noted that a letter had been written for the original packet and it was removed from all packets except for Mr. Pinckney’s.  She stated that there is a corner lot next to Pro-Slab which is just right-of-way and after re-examining the Zoning Map, Pro-Slab was already zoned Residential.  She showed three (3) parcels down the street that had already been zoned Community Commercial.  She noted that there were only three (3) properties between the previously zoned Community Commercial lots and the Pro-Slab property.  The three (3) property owners have provided a letter stating their support for Community Commercial zoning.  Chairman Thomas wanted confirmation that staff wanted Community Commercial for all four (4) properties.  Ms. Lamb stated that she had followed the direction from the last meeting, and the applicant got the letters from the surrounding owners.  Thayer Rivers (attorney for Pro-Slab) stated that in October of 2007 Intense Industrial zoning was permitted and a few weeks later it was zoned Residential.  He stated that he contacted the three (3) adjoining Residential zoned neighbors and each preferred the Community Commercial zoning with one (1) having a current commercial use already.  Chairman Thomas asked if the Members wanted to take the front of the properties to rezone to Community Commercial.  Ms. Lamb stated that might be an issue with just stripping the Pro-Slab property with partial Community Commercial so she suggested doing the whole property Community Commercial and then the strip of Community Commercial with the other three (3).  Chairman Thomas wanted to verify that the strip would be consistent with the others that were just previously rezoned.  Ms. Flexon stated that Pro-Slab’s neighbors did not just agree with the rezoning, they also want their properties rezoned.  Mr. Rivers stated that he was told that the Members did not want to have spot zoning.  Chairman Thomas stated that the Members felt the error was worthwhile to have the properties rezoned but wanted the other owners to concur.  Mr. Pinckney asked how many feet into the lots would the strip be created.  Ms. Lamb stated that the others in the area were done at 300 feet unless almost the entire parcel would be done with only a little left out and then the whole parcel was rezoned.  Mr. Drayton stated that now we are thinking to rezone to Community Commercial and all the owners agree.  He stated that when he looked at the houses that were back there [on one of the properties in question], he wondered if they knew that the rezoning effected their taxes.  Ms. Lamb stated that the property taxes would not be changed unless one of them builds a commercial building.  She stated that in the Comprehensive Plan, the Members designated Community Commercial as villages to support residential uses.  Dr. Bostick wanted to verify that the owners were limited to what uses they could have under Community Commercial.  Ms. Lamb stated yes.  Ms. White wanted to verify that the rezoning was going from Residential to Community Commercial.  Chairman Thomas stated yes that was the request.  Ms. White wanted to know how much of each of the properties would become Community Commercial.  Chairman Thomas tried to point out the road frontage strip on the map.  Mr. Pinckney asked if staff knew how deep the small parcel was, and the reason he asked was if the owner was going to sacrifice to change to Community Commercial because if it becomes commercial property then taxes will go up and he wouldn’t want only part of his property zoned Community Commercial, he would want the whole property zoned.  Mr. Croasmun stated that if the Members were contemplating turning the four (4) properties in their entirety into Community Commercial, it would be a good fit.  He stated that Pro-Slab was on the corner and has two (2) road frontages and makes sense to be completely zoned Community Commercial.  If you are also asking if the Comprehensive Health property should be entirely Community Commercial, it’s a good fit.  Mr. Young asked if staff needed to tell all of the owners the whole lot will be Community Commercial.  Ms. Lamb stated that they thought it was going to be that way.  Mr. Pinckney stated that if Pro-Slab was given approval for a site as commercial, then the owner should be given Community Commercial and should not have to pay for the rezoning.  Ms. Lamb stated that he only built a shell with no known uses when he pulled the permit.  Ms. Flexon stated that the Members asked if he was grandfathered in and the attorney said no.  Mr. Pinckney stated that this [Pro-Slab building] isn’t a small building, and it is a strip mall.  It was an error on our part to have zoned it Residential.  Ms. Lamb stated that she brought this forward to the Members as a staff error and Pro-Slab did not pay for the rezoning.  She stated that the owner had proposed the uses which do not fit in the current Residential zoning, and there were no uses to grandfather.  Dr. Bostick stated so why don’t we just give them what they are asking for.  Ms. Lamb stated that she presented it that way at the last meeting, and the members did not want to do so until the other property owners got on board.  Chairman Thomas stated that there would be four (4) entire properties rezoned to Community Commercial.  Ms. White asked if it was Hwy. 170 that fronted the properties.  Chairman Thomas stated yes.  Ms. White asked for the parcels to be pointed out on the map that would be affected.  Ms. Lamb did so.
A motion was made by Dr. Bostick and seconded by Mr. Young to accept the recommendation from staff to rezone the entire 4 parcels to Community Commercial.  A vote was taken, and the motion was approved unanimously.
New Business
A.  Request for Map Amendment (Re-zoning Application), Carfield Enterprises
Chairman Thomas asked Ms. Lamb to present.  Ms. Lamb stated that the request came from Carfield Enterprises which is located on Jenkins Avenue just outside of the Hardeeville limits.  She stated there was a moratorium analysis included in the packets.  She stated the Members had the Hardeeville zoning map in the packet to see the nearby zoning.  She stated she looked at the Comprehensive Land Use Map, and the map just shows it being in the Hardeeville Joint Planning Area.  The Hardeeville zoning map shows General Commercial right next to the property in question.  Ms. Lamb showed pictures of the property and surrounding properties.  Mr. Pinckney asked if Jenkins Plumbing had been annexed recently.  Ms. Lamb stated that it had been awhile ago.  She continued to describe where the property was located.  She stated the applicant’s intent was to build a commercial use building.  She stated the applicant provided a narrative, and the application was by the owner not staff.  The owner wants the facility to be used for small commercial contractors.  Chairman Thomas asked what exactly was being requested to be rezoned.  Mr. Carfield stated that #B on the map and the 3 acre tract.  He stated it was about 120 feet of frontage.  Ms. Flexon asked what happened with the moratorium analysis.  Ms. Lamb stated that Hardeeville was doing the review in the Joint Planning Area and requested an analysis from the County on all projects.  This analysis stated that it was okay to be commercial.  Mr. Carfield stated he asked about the rezoning and was told he would be fine.  He stated he jumped through all the hoops to start building a commercial building and then found out that it was rezoned to Residential and probably less than 200 feet from the Jenkins Plumbing.  He stated he wanted to take Lot B and cut a 24 foot driveway back into the property and didn’t want the building at the street.  He stated he didn’t plan on using B for anything but buffer.  

Ms. White gave a brief history of the area.  She stated she served on the Hardeeville Planning Commission when Jenkins Plumbing asked for a rezoning to build their building.  She stated their property touched a property that was on Hwy. 46 so they annexed into Hardeeville because they touched a Hardeeville parcel.  She stated she thought this property was right next to a residential property and this piece was in this person’s back yard.  She stated the applicant wants to make a 2 lane highway behind this mans yard.  She stated that this would change this person’s environment completely and she doesn’t think the Members should allow this.
Mr. Carfield stated that when this was zoned, he could use the parcel as commercial and through rezoning he lost the opportunity and has lost several thousand dollars.  He stated the traffic impact would be less than if he put an apartment complex there.  Ms. White stated she knows the applicant is in the business to make money but he needed to think about others.  Mr. Pinckney stated that he had driven down there and felt that Jenkins Plumbing should have never been allowed because it is a Residential area.  He stated the moratorium was put into place to stop commercial uses being put in residential areas.  Mr. Carfield stated he thought there were just as many residences as there were commercial buildings on Jenkins Avenue.  Chairman Thomas stated that if you go back to the Comprehensive Plan the Community Commercial zoning is not supposed to be everywhere.  She stated it is supposed to be at cross roads to create little hubs throughout the county and this doesn’t follow the Comprehensive Plan idea.  She stated the County has dissolved the Joint Planning Area in Hardeeville and what you [the applicant] are asking for doesn’t follow what we are wanting.  Dr. Bostick asked if all of the other property owners were in the County.  Ms. Lamb stated there are some in and some in the City.  Ms. Flexon stated that the Members would be creating spot zoning.  Chairman Thomas asked since this was a request in front of the Planning Commission, does it go forward to County Council with a favorable or unfavorable recommendation.  Ms. Lamb stated yes.
A motion was made by Ms. White and seconded by Mr. Young to send an unfavorable recommendation to County Council.  A vote was taken, and the motion was approved unanimously.
B.  Open Discussion
Public Comment

Marshall Lawson (Cemex)  There is a draft ordinance which ignores the Ad-hoc draft and still contains the items we rejected.  The Planning Commission needs to look at the draft as a public policy stand point.  He stated he felt his client was sufficiently regulated by the state, and would like the Members to agree with him about this.  He asked if the Members wanted to be regulatory oversight.  He stated he didn’t feel the regulations were reasonable.  He stated the draft still asked for a $1000 per acre fee, and the fee is supposed to be tied to the project.  He stated his client has 500 acres and that is a ½ million dollar permit fee.  He stated there are more fees than this; he doesn’t think the fees are reasonable.  He stated that the 1000 foot setback would prohibit fish ponds and would make mining unfeasible.  He stated that a 160 acre tract of land would allow 9.4 acres to be excavated.  He also felt that if you are requiring road maintenance, you can have uniform maintenance but you can’t regulate a particular industry and can’t regulate state highways.  He stated the Planning Commission needed to decide if they wanted regulatory oversight or a new set of rules. 

Chairman Thomas asked what the hours of operation were for Cemex.  Mr. Lawson stated that generally the hours are 24/7 but right now we don’t have night hours.  He stated that trucks are not coming in and out this entire time.  Mr. Pinckney asked regarding setbacks do you [Mr. Lawson] think the setback from Hwy. 321 is safe.  James Mott (Cemex) stated yes sir we are 100 feet back, and the mine is approx. 50 feet deep.  Mr. Pinckney stated that Cemex has been pulling dirt out of there for a very long time.  Mr. Mott stated that we can only reach so far.  We have mapped the bottoms, and we can show you how deep the mines are.  Mr. Pinckney stated he felt they were too close to Hwy. 321.  He stated that if there was a little tremor, the highway would be in the mine because of 60 years of pulling dirt out that close to the road.  He felt the setback should be at least 250 feet.  Mr. Young asked if Cemex had completed dredging alongside the roadway.  Mr. Mott stated that along the north side of the road was done, and he believed they had a 200 feet setback from the roadside to the birm and then another 50 feet to the mine.  He stated there wasn’t a drop off; the edges are slopped.  Mr. Pinckney stated he wanted better regulations for 25 years down the road.  Dean Pease (Aggregates USA) stated he hadn’t looked at the plans for this mine but the expansion on the west side was 100 foot from the right of way and then the birm.  He stated some of the material mixed with the sand creates some stiff sand, and we don’t feel there are any long term stability issues there.  Mr. Pinckney stated that the road is supposed to be four (4) lanes which would put you right on top of the mine; setbacks are essential.  Mr. Pease stated he was unaware of an expansion of the road in that area.  He stated he could furnish reclamation plans in that area and could show how some areas on the west bank of the old pond had been filled in.  Mr. Mott stated that as far as safety concerns and road buffers, we are okay with reasonableness.  Dr. Bostick stated that it seems with computers they could tell if there will be safety concerns based on the size of the mine.  Mr. Mott stated that yes that’s true.  He asked if the Members were requesting for them to do that.  Mr. Lawson stated that Cemex would be willing to do that and bring it to the Planning Commission.  Dr. Bostick asked if anyone knew what setbacks were in other areas.  Mr. Mott stated that typically they are 100 feet from major roadways.  Chairman Thomas asked if the soils were typically the same.  Mr. Mott stated that the County’s soil is more stable.  Dr. Bostick stated that type of information was good for the Members to know to learn what is safe.  He stated that he thought that if the state was going to expand the road that the state would do studies to make sure that there were not going to be issues with safety.  Mr. Drayton asked if Mr. Mott was aware of any failures using the science.  Mr. Mott stated that not with any of their mines.  He stated that there was a sand mine 3-4 years ago that had come to about 25 feet from the road due to the major hurricanes and part of the road collapsed.  Mr. Pease stated that there are old dredge pits that are to the south of where our expansion is and there is no reclamation plans and there is a steep slope that hasn’t eroded and has been there for many years.  Mr. Mott stated that any of the Members could tour the site so that they could see what they were doing.
Bobby Glover stated he owned property in the Town of Ridgeland.  He asked if the ordinance would be enforced inside the city limits.  Chairman Thomas stated that if a property is inside the city limits then no.  Mr. Glover stated there is a lot of the dirt on the road near Deerfield and is due to the excavation of the land to create the road and not because of the mine.  He stated that the draft regulations were basically a copy of the regulations that DHEC is already enforcing besides the setbacks.  He stated DHEC’s regulations are more realistic when it comes to setbacks.  He stated a mining company already posts a surety bond for reclamation with DHEC, and the County would be requiring another for the same enforcement.
Tommy Lavendar stated he was council for Waste Management, and he only saw a copy of the recent draft of the excavation ordinance.  He stated that he still didn’t understand what the problem was that the ordinance was trying to address.  He stated he objected to any regulations that regulate the operations because that was DHEC and as far as where they can be located, he felt that was addressed in the current Zoning Ordinance.  He stated the proposed setbacks were unreasonable.  He stated that on maintenance of roads there is a disproportionate burden as opposed to the other users of the roads.  He stated the whole permitting language was very subjective.  He stated that if a landfill was not allowed to operate on a holiday, what did they think would happen with all of the trash.  He stated the fees were incredulous.  He stated he would like the Members to figure out what problem they were trying to solve before they took it forward.
Charles Taylor with Okatie Construction and Mining stated if you want to double up on the surety bond, who gets the extra money.  He stated there isn’t that much money in the dirt business to cover the fees.  He stated they pay a large tax to use the roads and as far as pot holes, that is the state’s problem not the mine’s.  He stated the rules were a heavy burden.
Chairman Thomas asked the Members if they wanted to go through the draft with the attorney.  Mr. Pinckney stated community roads are not like other roads.  When a road is paved it is turned over to the state, and if you mine and tear that road up it will be forever before that road will be repaved and the smaller roads are not built at the same standards as main roads.  Mr. Taylor asked if he was saying that when the roads leaving mines are messed up, the county foots the bill to fix them.  Mr. Pinckey stated that when most of the roads were built they were built by the county and then paved and given to the state.  It then takes forever to get the road repaved.  Mr. Taylor stated he didn’t think the mining industry should be held responsible for that issue.
Mr. Glover stated that generally the mines do not own the trucks that are coming to pick up dirt.  The mines don’t have control over where the trucks go.  He asked at what point do you differentiate who caused the damage.  He stated that he agreed that from where you come onto the road you have to repave that part of the road and maintain that but from there, he was not sure how the County could hold the mine responsible for trucks that they do not own.  Mr. Pinckney stated that when this all started down on Bellinger Hill, construction was strong and the roads were destroyed.  Mr. Glover stated then maybe a bond should be required for a specific portion of the road being used to enter and exit the property.
Chairman Thomas felt the Planning Commission had a very informative report from DHEC last month and there was some double dipping and the fee schedule was over burdensome.  The original problems were roads, dust, and noise.  She stated that the Members had learned more about these.  She felt there needed to be more communication between DHEC and the County.  She thought the County had forged a decent relationship through all of this.  She stated that DHEC had stated that they were willing to inspect any mines that there were complaints on.
Mr. Jones stated a copy of a June 23 letter and two (2) versions of the same draft were in the packet.  He stated that Chairman Thomas had asked him to come up with something to bring to the Members to go through.  He went back and went through the draft done by the Committee and the one that went to Council and tried to determine which one was easiest to draft from.  He stated that he chose the one that had been submitted to Council because he needed substance that the Members wanted to have addressed and that staff had the tools to enforce the rules.  He recognized a number of policy issues and noted the ones that needed to be addressed.  He went through the comments that had been made by the Committee and tried to incorporate the changes that he felt were valid comments.  Chairman Thomas wanted to confirm that Mr. Jones took the ad-hoc report and merged it with the original.  Mr. Jones stated yes.  He stated there were a few policy issues that he wanted to get some reaction to and then some general comments and then he would get a draft by the next meeting that the Members would be happy with.
1. Mr. Jones stated the first item was section 6:2.14, pg 4, #6 – Ms. White asked what the setback was for DHEC.  Mr. Glover stated there are different setbacks for different reasons and locations.  Mr. White stated our Land Use Regulation should control this and asked if it would be needed to mention each zone and setback.  Ms. Lamb stated that right now zoning calls for a 1000 feet setback.  Ms. Flexon asked if the Members were okay with how DHEC determined the setback.  Chairman Thomas stated that it should not just be the setback but also the density of the setback (buffers).  Dr. Bostick stated there is a different setback based on what it abuts to according to this.  Mr. Croasmun stated he thought the Members should look at excavation as the use and what you want for setbacks in different locations.  He stated that as far as safety we can require buffers.  He stated the County looks at engineering for everyone not just excavation.  Chairman Thomas stated that maybe because it is two different types of construction that you don’t have to look at it in the same way as you would another development.  Mr. Croasmun stated that there should be no issues beyond where the excavation starts because that should be looked at.  Mr. Pinckney noted that the Planning or Building Departments should get something from DHEC showing exactly what they permitted and where.  Mr. Lawson stated that the ground water regulations were completely unnecessary.  Chairman Thomas stated that they have been removed.  Ms. Lamb stated that excavation is allowed in Rural Preservation and Rural Conservation and conditionally allowed in Industrial zoning.  The setbacks are 1000 feet in each zone which is why the attorney used the numbers he did.  Ms. Flexon asked that when it is conditional who looks at it.  Ms. Lamb stated that staff looks at it before the Planning Commission gets it to make sure the rules are followed.  She read through the conditions for mining.  Mr. Pinckney stated that for smaller pieces of land and when they want to dig a pond then we need provisions to move the dirt.  Ms. Flexon stated that they can give it away.  Ms. White asked what the rationale was for 1000 feet in the RP and RC zones.  Mr. Pickney stated that he was hoping that Mr. Jones and Mr. Croasmun would have come up with particle numbers.  Mr. Young asked why the Members wanted to exceed what DHEC required.  Mr. Pinckney stated there needs to be some consideration if the parcel is Rural Preservation and sitting next to a Residential piece.  Chairman Thomas suggested to look at the Ad-Hoc comments and likes how they broke their setbacks down.  Mr. Young stated that by putting in buffers they can shorten the setback requirement.  Mr. Jones stated the Members should think about this as if there were no DHEC regulations and just as a matter of zoning.  He asked in these three (3) districts how far back should excavation be.  Mr. Croasmun stated that the information the Members were talking about refers more to buffers and not setbacks and where the edge of excavation is supposed to start.  Ms. Lamb stated that we need to decide what zone you want to allow it in and maybe the conditions in each zone need to be different.  Chairman Thomas stated that we can’t disallow a homeowner from having a fish pond.  Ms. White stated we need to just address these setbacks and make a decision.  Mr. Pease stated that in the case of Deerfield, it’s a 100 foot setback except a portion based on neighboring issues, they volunteered a 150 foot setback.  Chairman Thomas stated lets start with Industrial.  Dr. Bostick stated that he would suggest 2 or 300 feet.  Chairman Thomas stated she was even thinking 100 feet.  CONSESUS was 200 feet for ID, 300 for RP and RC
2. Mr. Jones stated the second issue was the permit applications.  He asked if the county was going to govern smaller ponds.  Mr. Pinckney stated he did not think any should be exempt.  Mr. Jones stated that if its smaller than an acre and the depth is less than 10 feet it doesn’t qualify as an excavation.  Ms. Flexon stated if that is exempt, they should still be talking to DHEC.  Dr. Bostick stated that we don’t want people to buy land and dig holes to sell dirt.  Ms. Lamb stated that if you disturb a ½ acre or more you have to get a Land Disturbance Permit.  Mr. Croasmun stated he thought DHEC’s definition was more in depth.  CONSENSUS No excavation size should exempt  
Mr. Jones asked if the Members were happy with the 2 acre break point suggested in the ordinance for permits.  CONSENSUS the 2 acre break point was good  
Dr. Bostick asked what the average pond size was.  No one really knew.  Chairman Thomas stated that she liked the idea they heard about requiring an apron at the entrance and exit spot, like having a construction entrance.  Ms. White asked what they were going to do about loggers because they should be required to do the same thing because they are coming in and out of roads just like mines.  Chairman Thomas stated that we could require a mine to enter and exit onto a paved road if possible and stay off dirt roads but this would be site specific.  Ms. White asked how many mines were off county roads right now.  No one knew for sure.  Mr. Pinckney stated that it is the smaller operations without permits that are causing the damage.
3.  Mr. Jones stated that on pg 9 were the fees.  He stated that the way the County has done the fees, they are included elsewhere in a separate document but wanted Planning Commission to decide what the fees would be.  Ms. Flexon stated that the fee should have a relationship to the activity that goes toward governing that activity. CONSENSUS was that $1000 was too much and staff should look at fees and come back with a recommendation

4.  The 4th issue was Hours of Operation.  Dr. Bostick stated that if we have it 24/7 what are the problems.  Mr.  Jones stated that the County has a good noise ordinance.  Mr. Drayton stated that maybe there should be a limit to the truck traffic hours.  Mr. Young asked about holidays and that some celebrate and some don’t.  Mr. Pinckney stated he thought that would be addressed by setbacks.  Mr. Pease suggested a noise study be required and that would show that noise violations would not be committed.  CONSENSUS condition would be that the mine had to meet the County’s current noise requirements and there would be no limitation to hours of operation and no limits on holiday operations 

5.  Mr. Jones went to pg. 8 for the Reclamation Bond.  He stated the bond was redundant with DHEC’s.  CONSENSUS take the bond requirement out

Mr. Pinckney stated that before the Planning Commission made a ruling on sending the Ordinance to Council, he would like to see the state regulations.  Ms. Lamb stated that she had given the regulations to the Members in their packets before but she could get them again.  Mr. Lawson stated that everything was online if they were interested in seeing them.  
Mr. Young asked where landfills fell in being regulated.  Ms. Lamb stated that she was not familiar with DHEC regulations but the County has zoning rules set up for them.  Chairman Thomas stated that the one we have is grandfathered and is a conforming use.  She stated the Members were addressing any new ones.  Ms. Lamb stated there are setback requirements already in place in the Zoning Ordinance.
Mr. Jones asked if the Members wanted any duplicated enforcement items removed.  Ms. White stated yes.  Dr. Bostick asked what items he was talking about because there were some things that the Members wanted to keep.  Ms. White stated that DHEC came and said that they were monitoring the mines.  Mr. Jones stated he was going to get with Mr. Croasmun to compare what is being regulated by them. 

Mr. Pinckney stated that the Members needed to know what council was looking for so that the Members didn’t end up back to this point.  Council needs to know what we can and cannot regulate.  Mr. Jones stated that council had not gotten the final draft.  Dr. Bostick stated it would be nice if they got it so that they could give some comments.  Chairman Thomas stated she thought the Members should get a revised draft based on the current meeting and ask them to come to our next meeting.
Chairman Thomas asked for Mr. Jones to make changes to the ordinance and get it back to the Planning Commission to look at again.
Dr. Bostick asked about the legality of inspections.  Mr. Pease stated that the only issue is that if an inspector comes, they need to check in and be accompanied by staff unless they have had the proper training required by law.  Mr. Lawson stated that he was standing by their constitutional objections.  CONSENSUS adjust language regarding inspections to answer the issue of what inspectors need to do
Chairman Thomas stated that the July 12 meeting was cancelled but the Members needed to schedule some meetings during the week then.  Ms. Lamb noted that there would be a meeting July 29 for an Affordable Housing Kick-Off. 
Ms. Lamb stated that Mr. Kitty had asked the Members to tour the county to look at signs and needed to know when everyone wanted to go.  Ms. Flexon asked if he wanted the Members to go together as a group.  Ms. Lamb stated yes.  Mr. Drayton asked if there were any proposed dates.  Ms. Lamb stated that whenever everyone wanted to go.  CONSENSUS Mr. Kitty should provide a list of sites or points of interest and then the Members could get back with Mr. Kitty individually 

C.  Review and Discuss Zoning Ordinances, Land Development Regulations
Nothing 

Mr. Pickney stated that when the Planning Commission received a rezoning, 2 or 3 Members needed to go out to the property to see what was all there.
Other Business

A motion was made by Dr. Bostick and seconded by Ms. Flexon to adjourn the meeting at 9:53 p.m.
