City of Greenville Planning Commission
Meeting Minutes
Greenville Convention Center, Room 102
4:00 PM, February 17, 2022
Meeting Notice Posted February 11, 2022

NOTICE OF MEETING: Pursuant to Section 30-4-80 of the S.C. Code of Laws, annual
notice of this Commission's Meetings was provided on December 31, 2021 via the
Greenville City Website. In addition, the Agenda for this Meeting was posted outside the
meeting place (City Council Chambers in City Hall) and was emailed to all persons,
organizations, and news media requesting notice. Notice for the public hearings was
published in the Greenville News, posted on the properties subject of public hearing(s),
mailed to all surrounding property owners, and emailed to all persons, organizations, and
news media requesting notice pursuant to Section 6-29-760 of the S.C. Code of Laws
and Section 19-2.2.9 of the Code of the City of Greenville.

Minutes prepared by Sharon Key
Commissioners Present
Mike Martinez, Jeff Randolph, Derek Enderlin, Meg Terry, Diane Eldridge and Pamela
Adams
Commissioners Absent
Trey Gardner
Staff Present
Assistant City Manager Shannon Lavrin, Associate Development Planner Jordan Harris,
Assistant City Attorney Logan Wells, Community Planner Monique Mattison (virtual),
Development Planner Harold Evangelista, Development Planner Ross Zelenske,
Principal Development Planner Kristopher Kurjiaka, Principal Landscape Architect
Edward Kinney, Senior Development Planner Austin Rutherford, Strategic
Communications Administrator MJ Simpson (virtual), Senior Urban Designer Barrett
Armstrong, Interim City Engineer Paul Dow.
Call to Order
Chair Meg Terry called the meeting to order at 4:03 PM. Ms. Terry provided normal
beginning procedures for Commission meeting. She explained the agenda of the
Planning Commission, outlined the rules for procedure, and invited the other
commissioners to introduce themselves.

Approval of Previous Meeting Minutes
Mr. Enderlin moved to approve minutes as proposed for the previous meetings. Mr.
Randolph seconded the motion, and the minutes were unanimously approved.
Call for Affidavits from Applicants
Staff reported that all public notice affidavits were received.
Acceptance of Agenda
Mr. Enderlin motioned to approve the agenda with acceptance of the requested withdrawn
and deferral of SD-21-890 and Z-1-2022, respectively. Mrs. Eldridge seconded the
motion. The motion passed unanimously.
OLD BUSINESS
A. SD-21-890 Applicant has withdrawn this request
Application by Saint Capital, LLC for a SUBDIVISION of 3.18 acres located at 100, 102, 104, 106,
108 PERRY AVENUE AND 121, 125, 127 WARE STREET from 10 LOTS to 47 LOTS. (“Ware
Street Townhomes”) (TM# 007900-02-01100, 007900-02-01200, 007900-02-01300, portion of
007900-02-02800, 007900-02-03500, 007900-02-03506, 007900-02-03507, 007900-02-03508,
007900-02-03509, 007900-02-03510)
B. MD-21-1004
Application by DHD Riley, LLC/Drew Schaumber for a MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT on
approximately 5.75 acres located at LOWNDES HILL ROAD AND I-385 for 88 units (“The Riley
Overbrook”) (TM# 019500-01-00201).

Staff report presented by Mr. Armstrong
Commission Questions to Staff: Mr. Martinez asked for clarification on the redesign
of the clubhouse.
Applicant: Andy Sherard 12 Cortona Cr., Greenville, SC representing the applicant
as the site consultant – provided details on project, neighborhood meeting
concerns, and offered to answer questions.
Ms. Terry and Mr. Martinez had concerns on the DRB comments and lack of
clubhouse design being presented today. Mr. Randolph asked about massing
views.
Public comments:
• James Atkins, 138 Oakland Dr. – Spoke against project as an
environmental herb culturalist view and the traffic study being done during
Thanksgiving break when traffic flows were not accurate
o Mr. Randolph asked about how the proposed materials are the
cheapest materials?
• David Mitchell, 40 Lowndes Hill Rd. – Spoke against project as poor view
and traffic study concerns and lack of sidewalks for safety
o Ms. Adams asked about the residents being willing to look at other

designs?
o Mr. Enderlin asked staff when the traffic study was done.
o Interim City Engineer Paul Dow explained the traffic study is
required to be done during the time school is in session
• Lisa Barwick, 116 Dixie Ave. – Spoke against the project as a safety
concern for the community from traffic and some schools were doing
online learning which affects the traffic study. Suggests a barrier for
Interstate 385. Asked for an action plan to make the design of the road
safe.
o Mr. Randolph asks her to clarify on barrier
• Sherry Grant, 502 Lowndes Hill Rd. – Spoke against project on
environmental and storm water runoff concerns as well as the wildlife and
pollution
o Ms. Adams asked about the waterways in that property
• Susan Skipwith, 115 Greenridge Dr. – Spoke against project with
concerns about the lack of shoulder on Lowndes Hill and traffic safety
concerns as there were two wrecks after the traffic study and before the
neighborhood meeting. It’s unsafe to walk.
Commission Discusses: Ms. Terry asked if there are any plans to make that road
safer in the future? Ms. Lavrin responded to the explain the plans for this road.
Mr. Dow provided proposed sidewalk project information with curb gutter sidewalk
and storm drains. Mr. Enderlin asked about the number of accidents on this road.
Staff provides details on the number of accidents since 2019. Mrs. Eldridge asked
about DRB comments on color and future changes being approved by staff only.
Commission asked about approving and requiring applicant to come back to
present materials for approval. Mr. Randolph asked about the DRB statement on
the project being a “Gateway” miss for Greenville. Commission asked about
barriers and landscape buffering and where the closest bus stop is located. Mr.
Martinez expressed concerns about not having enough presented to move
forward. When looking at environmental, design views beside the massing study
and no good representation of architecture and what the clubhouse looks like.
Commission discussed concerns and questions with applicant.
Applicant requested to defer.
*Motion: Mr. Randolph moved to defer based on the applicant’s request to
the March planning commission. Seconded by Mr. Martinez. The motion
passed by a vote of 6-0 vote.
C. SN-21-1005
Application by DHD Riley, LLC/Drew Schaumber for a STREET NAME CHANGE from Woodlark
Street to Oakley Drive between Lowndes Hill Road and I-385.

Applicant requested to defer.

*Motion: Mr. Enderlin moved to defer based on the applicant’s request to
the March planning commission. Seconded by Ms. Eldridge. The motion
passed by a vote of 6-0 vote.
NEW BUSINESS
A. AEC-21-810M
Application by Jeff Dezen/Dup Oz LLC for an ALTERNATIVE EQUIVALENT COMPLIANCE
modification located at 1114 PENDLETON STREET. (TM# 007700-01-00200)

Staff report presented by Mr. Zelenske
Commission Questions to Staff: Ms. Eldridge asked about future changes not
being able to come back to change to previous wall? Staff replied in the negative.
Applicant: Drew Dezen, 13 Coffee Street – Presented reasons for change and
offers to answer questions.
Public comments: Ingrid Davis, 1112 Pendleton St – Spoke in favor for this change
and believed trees would be more environmentally friendly and in this case, it is 3
feet from my home and windows. The safety concerns for visibility and fireman
access.
Ms. Eldridge asked what the feeling is for a short wall, or do you not want a divider?
No wall or divider would be preferred.
Commission Discusses: Mr. Randolph asked if the applicant and neighbor
presented a signed document would that legally be acceptable? Staff responded
yes.
*Motion: Mr. Randolph moved to approve with condition the applicant and
owner provide to staff an agreement with acceptable material. Seconded
by Mr. Enderlin. The motion passed by a vote of 6-0 vote.
B. MD-22-55
Application by McMillan Pazdan Smith/Rob Couch for a MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT on
approximately 1.0 acre located at 846, 850 WEST WASHINGTON STREET for 54 units
(“Washington Senior Apartments”) (TM# 0023000202900, 0023000203000, 0023000203100,
0023000203200).

Staff report presented by Mr. Armstrong
Commission Questions to Staff: Mr. Enderlin and Ms. Terry asked about this not
being an allowed use for the Unity Park Character Code and there are five code
section violations to be corrected at a later date, but why are they not already
corrected?

Applicant and co-applicant: Brian Brown, Greenville Housing Fund CEO –
Introduced project and details for commission.
Rob Couch, 400 Augusta St. – Provided details on the project, discussed staff
conditions and asks that condition number 3 and 4 not be included in commission’s
approval with staff condition number 6 be revised to patch and fix. He offered to
answer questions.
Jack Reel – discussed traffic study and information for this project
Mr. Randolph asks how this plan is site specific?
Mr. Martinez asks for clarification on the request to strike staff condition 3 and 4
and revise number 6.
Public comments:
• Mary Duckett 201 Pinckney St. – Spoke in favor of project
o Mrs. Adams asked how much input the neighborhood had on the
design of this project?
• Diane Keller lives in the area – Spoke in favor of project
• Tony Bingnoli, 25 Asbury Ave – Spoke in favor of project, has concerns
with parking and traffic
• Joseph Kass – wrote letter in favor of project
Commission Discusses: Discussed parking and traffic study with applicant. How
the code is impacted and should there be an exception? How can we pass
something that violates the ordinance? The sidewalk improvements would be a
place to start.
*Motion: Mr. Randolph moved to approve with staff conditions and
comments with presentation by applicant at a later meeting for refuse
collection, window trim, HVAC screening, condition of cornice and height
of base for material selection and a clarification for the building type of
mid-rise be changed to Stacked Flats. Seconded by Mr. Enderlin. The
motion passed by a vote of 6-0 vote.
C. MD-22-56
Application by McMillan Pazdan Smith/Rob Couch for a MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT on
approximately 2.1 acres located at WEST WASHINGTON STREET, SOUTH HUDSON STREET,
AND OSCAR STREET for 93 units (“Southernside Senior Apartments”) (TM# 0052000100200,
0052000100300, 0052000101500, 0052000101600).

Staff report presented by Mr. Armstrong
Commission Questions to Staff: Ms. Terry asks the building type classification
Applicant and co-applicant: Rob Couch 400 Augusta St. – Provided details on the
project and offered to answer questions. Opposed staff condition number #2 and
#8 as they believed they do not apply.

Public comments:
• Mary Duckett, 201 Pinckney St. – Spoke in favor of project
• Tony Bignoli, 25 Asbury Ave. – Spoke in support and about concerns on
traffic
Commission Discusses:
*Motion: Mr. Randolph moved to approve with staff conditions and
comments with removing condition number 8 and revise number 2 to repair
any damage and with presentation by applicant at a later meeting for refuse
collection, window trim, HVAC screening, condition of cornice and height
of base for material selection and a clarification for the building type of
change the building type to be classified as a multi-plex large. Seconded by
Mr. Martinez. The motion passed by a vote of 6-0 vote.
D. MD-22-57
Application by Luke Perry for a MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT on approximately 0.26 acre
located at 301 SHAW STREET for 5 units (“Chesser Place”) (TM# 0150001301200).

Staff report presented by Mr. Armstrong
Commission Questions to Staff: None
Applicant: Luke Perry, 411 University Ridge – Presented project and offered to
answer questions,
Public Comment:
• Wanda Fisher, 13 South St. – Spoke against project as an actual halfway/alternative incarceration house in her neighborhood and this should
be referred to zoning to properly identify this use.
Legal recommends that the Commission to go into executive session to provide
legal advice.
Motion by Mr. Martinez to go into executive session. Second by Ms.
Eldridge
The motion passed by a vote of 6-0 vote.
The Commission entered executive session at 7:49 PM
The Commission reconvened from executive session at 7:57 PM.
Motion by Mrs. Eldridge to exit executive session. Second by Mr. Martinez
The motion passed by a vote of 6-0 vote.

Commission Discussion: The Commission asked the applicant for clarification of
the use of this project after its completion. Mr. Perry confirmed there are no
services provided to the renters of this project as they will be independent living.
Discussion to have further conversation with the owner who has left and not just
the architect who has presented this project.
Mr. Perry requested to defer in order to clarify the zoning and use.
Legal clarified that if approved as current use then if that uses changes it would
be a zoning violation.
Mr. Perry removes his request to defer.
*Motion: Mr. Randolph moved to approve with comments and conditions.
Seconded by Mr. Martinez. The motion passed by a vote of 5-1 vote.
E. Z-1-2022 Applicant requests deferral of the item
Application by City of Greenville for a TEXT AMENDMENT to (1) Amend and replace Section 196.9. Single-family residential infill standards in order to modify single-family use standards that
pertain to the construction of new homes, additions, garages, carports, and driveways within
established single-family residential areas; and, (2) Amend Section 19-2.3.18 Alternative
Equivalent Compliance to allow application availability to Section 19-6.9 for the purpose of
requesting alternatives to 19-6.9.2(A) Mass and Form Analysis.

OTHER BUSINESS
A. Staff Update
• Mr. Kurjiaka provides an update on the Land Management Ordinance
Update
B. SolSmart Program Zoning Review
• Mrs. Lavrin provided details on report
C.

Upcoming Dates:
February 24, 2022 – Special Workshop
March 15, 2022 – PC Workshop
March 17, 2022 – PC Public Hearing

Adjourned at 8:20 PM

Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Wendy Rentz <wendyholman77@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 7, 2021 8:31 AM
Austin Rutherford
Gerald; Frances Cook
Development on Lowndes Hill

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

Good morning, Austin I attended a meeting between my neighbors and developers last night regarding a horrific apartment complex that
someone has obviously deemed very lucrative for themselves without understanding the many problems it will bring to
our neighborhood. We have fought very hard to maintain our little piece of the city as one of the only gems left in this
city being overrun by new, low cost structures.
I would like to make sure all 7 members of the planning commission know how against this our neighborhood is and how
hard we are willing to fight.
Should I email each individually or should I send one to all members?
Thank you for your attention to this pressing matter.
Wendy Rentz
334.312.4570
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gene Berger <gene@horizonrecords.net>
Wednesday, January 5, 2022 10:01 AM
Austin Rutherford; Edward Kinney
response to Riley On Lowndes Hill app to be included in all meetings/hearings

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
To all involved City Staff, DRB and Planning Commission members,
I am asking (and a lot of us are asking) for and suggesting this application as currently put forward to be denied
completely in its current inappropriate form and negative impact on our neighborhood. At best it should be tabled and
delayed for at least 90 days for all parties to have a chance to prepare and research the impact and strategies involved.
The timeline of holiday rollout and late breaking nature of City agendas emails on Jan 2 and 3 has not allowed the
neighborhood ample time to gather needed info and create response to these board meetings and hearings. The
neighborhood is not against the affordable housing nature of a project, (in fact we already boast a wide variety of
housing levels from many modest rental and first time starter homes, to nicer houses all throughout the greater
Overbrook foot print) we are just vehemently opposed to monstrous oversized scale of this inappropriate proposal on a
already dangerous street infrastructure challenged location and adjoining a flood plane. Thank you for your attention to
our concerns.
Gene Berger
Overbrook resident

1. The main concerns with this proposed development is the height of the
buildings at an unprecedented 4 STORIES! across from and in sight of 1
and 2 story single family dwellings
AND add in the fact that there is already deep existing issues and
shortfalls in infrastructure; a dangerous downhill road, terrible dangerous
egress cut ins to driveways and side streets at and along this project and
no shoulders at all.
2. According to the site plan provided, the buildings will be 60 feet tall.
3. These 60 foot tall buildings are neigbored by mostly 1 or 2 story
1

suburban homes.
4. The issue is hugely exacerbated by the elevation of the land:
According to the county GIS topography layers, this land's elevation is
940 feet.
I-385 has an elevation in front of this property of 894 feet.
Lowndes Hill's Elevation at Arbutis is 900 feet.
So what you have is multiple 60 foot tall buildings sitting 50 feet up above
the surrounding properties. the effect is a 110 foot tall structure sitting in
a residential neighborhood of mostly one story homes.
5. The proposed developments is entirely out of scale with the
surrounding development even if it were sitting at the same elevation as
the properties near it. Add to it that the ground is elevated 50 feet in the
air and this is completely unacceptable. Anything more than a 2 story
development is completely out of place
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Edward Kinney
Friday, January 7, 2022 10:23 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: DRB - comments for the board

-----Original Message----From: Wendy Rentz <wendyholman77@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 6, 2022 4:33 PM
To: Edward Kinney <ekinney@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: DRB - comments for the board
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

Hi Edward,
I apologize this is so late but if you could share my below comments with the panel I would greatly appreciate it.
I live in Overbrook where the multi family residential complex is being proposed and we in this neighborhood are very
against this large structure being in our small, historical neighborhood. The design is lackluster and I would describe it as
cookie-cutter. It does not reflect the aesthetic of our neighborhood. Not to mention various other issues like the
continued traffic problems that we already have without 88 family units on a street that has no sidewalks, no street
lights and no access to public transportation.
Once these developers start plowing out earth and building these types of monstrosities we can’t go back… That space is
gone… I really don’t think that it fits Greenville to drive in and pass a huge apartment complex right as you’re coming in
to our beautiful city. Honestly that area should be rezoned for smaller residential dwellings or a green space for the city.
Thank you,
Wendy Rentz
334.312.4570
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Karen Dillingham <kdillie@bellsouth.net>
Wednesday, January 12, 2022 11:46 AM
Austin Rutherford
Proposed Subdivision off Lowndes Hill Rd

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

Hello Mr Rutherford,
I am a resident of Overbrook in Greenville. We are all very concerned about a new 88 unit apartment complex going in
on Lowndes Hill Rd. The additional traffic would further congest our area. I think we should plan our roads and
infrastructure before we develop new areas. I will attend the Feb meeting to show support for a more thoughtful
approach to development.
Sincerely,
Karen Dillingham
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Planning
Tuesday, February 15, 2022 12:43 PM
Austin Rutherford; Barrett M. Armstrong
FW: Riley apts.

-----Original Message----From: Kaye martell <kayemartell5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2022 10:46 AM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Riley apts.
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

I live in the Overbrook community and have for the last 20 years. Lowndes Hill Road has always been a problem and
because it was a state road we could never seem to get anything done to make improvements. Now that it is a city road
I would hope that you will address the added traffic. Also I hope that there will be some kind of a turning lane out of the
apartments because there’s a line of sight issue there. And I know that the traffic numbers were not enough to warrant
doing something but the speed problem is. I wish the city would address this a little bit more and look into for the way is
to make sure that the extra 140 cars coming out onto Lowndes Hill will be able to turn safely whether right or left .
Thank you for your time
Kaye Martell
Sent from my iPhone
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Andrew Clayton <drewpoint0@gmail.com>
Tuesday, February 15, 2022 1:16 PM
Planning; Wil Brasington; Eddie Littleton; Dorothy Dowe; John DeWorken; Clint Link;
Della Scott; Knox White
Riley Overbrook/Lowndes Hill Road side walk

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Planning Commission,
What, if any, possibility exists to connect the sidewalk from the Riley Overbrook to the Cottages at Overbrook? Better
still, from Riley to Hillside Drive?
We hear from our representatives and developers that Lowndes Hill Road is a state maintained road and nothing can be
done regarding sidewalks. But, Greenville City developments are required to put in sidewalks and if we piecemeal these
existing sidewalks together we are likely to get more pedestrians out of harm's way.
There is a sidewalk at Hillside Dr. and Lowndes Hill Rd, Oakland Dr. and Lowndes Hill Rd. (on both sides!), sidewalk in
front of the Cottages at Overbrook.
I would propose to have the Riley developers put in a sidewalk down to Hillside Dr. and have Solutions Recovery or the
City put in a sidewalk up to the Cottages.
This is a long, not well written email so read this if nothing else gets read - Woodlark Street which runs parallel to
Lowndes Hill Road on the other side of 385 has a beautiful and largely unused sidewalk (separately - please keep the
forest over there, people like trees, people need trees). I understand who owns what makes all the difference in these
situations, but it is a bit of an irony that a sidewalk exists on a peaceful frontage road with low traffic while the high
traffic road has no sidewalk.
Lowndes Hill Road is very clearly not Augusta Road in terms of population/density/economy. However we are an
important downtown neighborhood and yet it seems highly unlikely if/when a pedestrian gets hit on Lowndes Hill like
happened on Augusta Road last year anything would happen as drastic as adopting a state owned road, introducing a
road diet, months of traffic studies, and/or neighborhood questionnaires. The solution is obvious today, put in a
continuous sidewalk or series of sidewalks. Go wild, make it a joint venture with the sidewalk expansion program and
run a sidewalk all the way to E. North Street.
A sidewalk or series of sidewalks would be as (unsarcastically) impressive to me as the efforts to put this site together
which conveys the seriousness with which the city takes pedestrian safety:
https://www.greenvillesc.gov/1881/Augusta-Street-Safety-Improvements
Augusta Road has had a sidewalk on a state operated road for years.
Following Ms. Lawson's death the news articles remarked on improving the safety of the road - meaning safety
features were already in place:
https://www.greenvilleonline.com/story/news/local/2021/11/19/augusta-road-redesign-underway-greenville-sc-afteranalysis/8630705002/
1

In no way am I intending to politically weaponize Ms. Lawson's death. I applaud the City for taking action. My
insinuation is that she happened to be struck on the City's politically and economically powerful side of town
which prompted the action of multiple city agencies. The City of Greenville is packing more residents in Overbrook
much like Augusta Road 20 years ago so it would be equitable to have similar efforts to prevent such a tragedy.
Furthermore and in conclusion, Augusta Road has had a sidewalk on a state operated road for years
now. I don't know how it happened or who paid for it, but it exists.
The city owning the road would also help with economic development in the thriving neighborhoods,
Greenville Mayor Knox White said.
The city has only come out ahead in these kind of transactions before, White said.
“The funny thing is, you look back now and you look at those lists, and it’s like no one would suggest we give it
back to the state,” he said. “It’s only been a good thing. I don’t think we’ll ever regret doing it.”
(https://apnews.com/article/lifestyle-greenville-south-carolina-af10d584a698169b43071bf7c762acb4)
-Andrew Clayton
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

lydia riley <avonbylydia@bellsouth.net>
Wednesday, February 16, 2022 8:19 AM
Planning
Proposed Development Riley Overbrook

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
To Whom It May Concern:
As a resident within the charming historic Overbrook for over 20 years, I have raised my four children here in this
community, we have loved the many trees, the creek, the uniqueness of this quaint neighborhood - (now my children
are all young adults and all still in Overbrook) … please do not allow this proposed development … Here are concerns
that I have copied but yes stand with the ideas expressed - worded well - PLEASE note for the record and consider for
the good of our families and our neighborhood:
Main Concerns:
***There is a much better location of the same size on Woodlark Rd. directly across from currently proposed location
that is a street with nearly no pedestrian or foot traffic and sidewalks with bus stops in place
***The size of the proposed development is too large for our current infrastructure. We welcome low income housing
as we have with the development right off Lowndes and recovery center, but it should be smaller than proposed. Maybe
condos, townhomes, etc. would be great, but the developer of course wants to maximize profit
***Both of the 4ways will become choke points and continually be blocked.
***We don’t have the road size to allow for something of that size. If we could add a lane and sidewalks it would work,
but there isn’t room for that
***The road already has a dangerous amount of foot traffic which this will increase and many people spoke about
already having close calls
***It wouldn’t work well without an added merging lane on Lowndes, a bus stop, and a sidewalk which is impossible to
add here.
***Their isn’t infrastructure in place for runoff and we already have flood concerns that this would greatly increase
***The creek here runs into the Reedy River. The increased runoff and pollution will cause ecological nightmares we
won’t be able to fix
***Many of the trees they plan to remove will greatly increase road noise from 385 while taking away irreplaceable
downtown green space that we continually see happen due to new developments.
***We should preserve our historic neighborhoods. The Overbrook Historic District has a charm many other
neighborhoods and entire cities have lost due to multiple story buildings like Riley Overbrook being built.
1

***We can serve our less fortunate communities on this site while still keeping the historic charm with low income
single family homes, townhomes, etc while building larger multi-story apartments like Riley on much safer more ideal
locations such as the one I mentioned directly across from this currently proposed location on Woodlark Rd.

Lydia L. Riley ~ So Thankful and Blessed
Avon National Recruiter & Silver Executive Leader of the “Climbin’ Diamonds Team”

Avon's First Honoree Recipient

National "Guiding Spirit" Award 2018
Avon’s Hall of Fame 2019 for 3 National
Maui

1st Place Pinnacle Achievements ~ Rewarded while in

Read my Avon story here!
https://www.greenvilleonline.com/story/opinion/2018/07/27/avon-cosmetics-gives-former-homeless-greenvillewoman-leading-prize/838400002/

www.youravon.com/lydiariley
Join Avon for FREE right now!
lydiariley.avonrepresentative.com/opportunity
Call/Text anytime 864-238-4301

Psalm 90:17 "And let the beauty of the LORD
yea, the work of our hands establish thou it."

our God be upon us: and establish thou the work of our hands upon us;
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Laura Moats <laura.a.moats@gmail.com>
Wednesday, February 16, 2022 8:55 AM
Austin Rutherford
Riley Overbrook - PLEASE do not approve!

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Hello,
My name is Laura Moats and I own a home in the Historic Overbrook district; specifically, on Spruce Street, which is a
common cut through from East North to Lowndes Hill. I have serious concerns about the development of the Riley
Overbrook apartment complex. I sincerely hope that you do not approve this.
Overbrook is a quiet neighborhood, and my family enjoys the historic element to our home and the surrounding area.
One of my concerns is traffic. The frequency of speeding vehicles cutting through from East North to Lowndes Hill is
unfortunate, and I do believe this complex will increase the number of speeding vehicles that fly past my home and
others. I see that the traffic study paid for by the developers was only ONE DAY. That is hardly enough time to get an
accurate representation of the traffic in the area. What about the surrounding streets like Spruce? We will undoubtedly
see a traffic impact from this development. I think there needs to at least be another traffic study conducted, over a
more extended period of time, and one that considers common cut through streets like the one on which my family
resides. Also, what happens after the apartment complex is complete? Will another traffic study be done to address new
concerns over the actual increase in vehicles in our historic district? What speed mitigators can be put in place, and will
the developer be responsible at that later point in time? What about the tenants at this complex walking on Lowndes
Hill Road? There is no sidewalk, and the common speeding on the street is dangerous enough to be driving, much less
walking.
I was not able to attend the most recent neighborhood meeting which the developer held on Monday, February 14th. I
can't help but wonder why that date was picked- a common day that families and couples spend together- an
inconvenient date to gather indeed.
This apartment complex does not improve the historic nature of Overbrook. It will not improve traffic and speeders on
Lowndes Hill or on Spruce Street. Please do not allow this complex to ruin our neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Laura Moats
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

James Atkins <horticulturistjaa@gmail.com>
Wednesday, February 16, 2022 1:40 PM
Planning
The Riley Overbrook Development

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Good Afternoon All,
I am writing to plead with you all not to approve this project to go forward. Most of my family live on Lowndes Hill Rd
mine here in my house on the corner of Oakland and Lowndes and the others on Lowndes Hill itself.
Daily from my home office I see the 4 way stop sign back up across the bridge and have taken pictures if any are needed.
The traffic study was done after Thanksgiving weekend when many people were still off of work and not when most
traffic is flowing.
If you ride down each residential street starting at the Four way stop at Lowndes Hill and Hillside to the proposed
development rode there aren’t even as many houses as this developer plans to add into this apartment so we will be at
minimum doubling the traffic burden and pedestrian problem, but likely even more as the majority of houses mentioned
above currently house less than the number of people the majority of the apartments would.
If development is done on this property it should be low income single family homes or townhomes as those numbers
would be much more feasible and keep the Historic charm that the Overbrook Historic district is known for. These two 4
story buildings are poorly designed and I feel we have a responsibility to ensure our historical neighborhoods stay
historical. That is where 2 story townhomes or single family homes would serve the area so much better.
While traffic is an issue any growing city must deal with my larger concern is safety. Each member of my family has had
several near misses with pedestrians on several occasions including bicyclist, runners, and many coming from the
apartments that house the treatment center(Solutions Recovery) patients. There were also several at the December
meeting that had the same close calls.
Since there is no room for sidewalks if this complex is built it will only increase pedestrian traffic and almost certainly
lead to further accidents. I’m an avid bicyclist and longboarder myself and my wife enjoys walking and we avoid
Lowndes Hill altogether or hit it as quickly as possible on our way to a safer road. This road I speak of is Woodlark where
land is for sale of the same size as this propose property and would be an ideal location for a complex of this
size(sidewalks and nearly no pedestrian or vehicular traffic).
The road we use most often for exercise/leisure and to get to lower Overbrook where we can comfortably ride and walk
without being worried about getting hit is as mentioned above Woodlark Rd. When I asked the developer if he had
considered other locations on safer roads he said no so it seems he is only looking at Lowndes Hill to increase his
profitability and with no concern for the safety of the current neighbors or potential future tenants.
Woodlark Rd. currently has a nearly identical amount of acreage for sale that is zoned for multi-family use. This land
would be the best option for something of this size. Besides the fact there is almost no traffic on Woodlark it also has
sidewalks covering the entire street as well as lighting and more room for drainage. Besides these few considerations it
would better suit the new traffic and bus stops needed as well as the pedestrians and has room for future growth.
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I again plead with you to please drive down Lowndes Hill Rd. and then Woodlark Rd. this evening or in the morning(the
land is almost directly across 385 from the proposed site and less than a mile) to consider which would be a better
option for a development of this size.
To wrap up my email I’ll leave my main points below. I appreciate your consideration and at minimum would ask that
more time be given to properly investigate and do the due diligence needed before approving this development or look
into approving an alternate development for the low income housing we need in the current location, but with the
proper amount of units so we don’t cause issues for the new tenants and current neighbors alike.
o
o

o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

There is a much better location on Woodlark Rd. directly across from currently proposed location that is a street
with nearly no pedestrian or foot traffic and sidewalks with bus stops in place
The size of the proposed development is too large for our current infrastructure. We welcome low income
housing as we have with the development right off Lowndes and recovery center, but it should be smaller than
proposed. condos, townhomes, etc. would be great, but the developer of course wants to maximize profit
Both of the 4ways will become choke points and continually be blocked.
We don’t have the road size to allow for something of that size. If we could add a lane and sidewalks it would
work, but there isn’t room for that
The road already has a dangerous amount of foot traffic which this will increase and many people spoke about
already having close calls as my wife and I have both experienced as well
It wouldn’t work well without an added merging lane on Lowndes, a bus stop, and a sidewalk which is
impossible to add here.
Their isn’t infrastructure in place for runoff and we already have flood concerns that this would greatly increase
The creek here runs into the Reedy River. The increased runoff and pollution will cause ecological nightmares we
won’t be able to fix
Their hasn’t been any protected species studies and as a botanist the area is prime for rare spring ephemerals
which we won’t know the extent of species until the Spring.
Many of the trees they plan to remove will greatly increase road noise from 385 while taking away irreplaceable
downtown green space that we continually see happen due to new developments.
We should preserve our historic neighborhoods. The Overbrook Historic District has a charm many other
neighborhoods and entire cities have lost due to multiple story buildings like Riley Overbrook being built.
We can serve our less fortunate communities on this site with low income single family homes, townhomes, etc
while building larger multi-story apartments like Riley on safer more ideal locations such as the one I mentioned
directly across from this currently proposed location on Woodlark Rd.

Sincerely,
James Atkins | National Sales Manager

138 Oakland Dr, Greenville SC 29607
Mobile: 843-845-4923
Work: j.Atkins@quickplug.global
Personal: Horticulturistjaa@gmail.com
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To: Greenville Planning Commission Board
Topic: Riley Overbrook Development on the Feb 17, 2022 meeting agenda.
—
I understand that the Riley Overbrook development proposal is within the confines of
the land use for that piece of property, but that doesn’t mean it’s right for that location.
My main concern is that the current surrounding infrastructure cannot safely handle a
development of this size.
This development has 88 units of 1, 2, and 3 bedrooms, and according to the developer,
an average of 1.5 cars per unit. That’s 132 cars and hundreds of people.
While I understand that the traffic study results don't require the developer to do
anything about traffic, that traffic study only tells one part of the story.
I live 1 house away from Lowndes Hill and if you don’t live near it or frequently drive it,
you don’t know how dangerous of a road it currently is.
Lowndes Hill is narrow, incredibly curvy, full of blind twists and turns, and has zero
sidewalks or even a road shoulder for pedestrians. If you combine that with the
excessive speed many fly up and down Lowndes at, you’ve got the perfect concoction
for a pedestrian or vehicle accident. On countless occasions I’ve watched cars almost
slam into poles, other cars, or even people. Those who walk as their main mode of
transportation are not always visible due to the nature of the curvy road, all of the blind
spots, and lack of sidewalks.
The intersection of this proposed development is hard to see if you are heading NW
down Lowndes and I cannot see how there will not be future traffic and safety issues.
Adding this amount of vehicle and pedestrian traffic, will only make these issues worse.
Time and time again the neighbors of Overbrook have expressed our safety concerns
about Lowndes Hill and many feel as if we’ve been ignored.
As Greenville grows, infrastructure is a hot topic and we rely on you to make sure the
projects you are approving fit within the current infrastructure or that you ensure there
are plans in place to improve that infrastructure.

I ask that before you approve this development you either have guaranteed plans in
motion for infrastructure improvements, like sidewalks and speedbumps, or you ask for
the project to be scaled back significantly in order to work with the current infrastructure.
Thank you,
Kari Braden and Drew Stauffacher
15 Greenridge Dr Greenville SC
karibraden@gmail.com

Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Dick Robinson <robinsonrm49@gmail.com>
Wednesday, February 16, 2022 5:06 PM
Austin Rutherford
John DeWorken; Dorothy Dowe; Ken Gibson; Russell Stall; Della Scott
The Riley at Overbrook

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

This City of Greenville and the Overbrook neighborhood need affordable housing and I support this project with the
following conditions.
I trust that Planning and Design Review Boards will ensure that the design and layouts will reflect the high standard
required of a gateway project.
That said my real concern is with the vehicle and pedestrian traffic on Lowndes Hill Rd.
Vehicle traffic is not so much a volume problem as a speed problem. Entering Lowndes Hill Rd from any of the
connecting streets is difficult and at times hazardous due to short lines of sight and the speed of vehicles.
The apartments will add a moderate amount of vehicle, bicycle, and foot traffic to Lowndes Hill Rd.
Pedestrian traffic will no doubt increase and there are no sidewalks. A project of this size will, no doubt, add children to
the pedestrian traffic. Further, it is difficult to walk next to the road due to vegetation.
Bicycle traffic will also increase as our neighborhood becomes connected to the Swamp Rabbit Trail extension.
I think this project will add much needed affordable housing and I support it CONTINGENT on the addition of sidewalks
and adequate traffic calming on Lowndes Hill Rd.
I have copied the two council members who represent Overbrook and the two at large council members with the
knowledge that it will be council to ultimately solve the traffic issue on Lowndes Hill Rd.
Thank you for your consideration.
Richard Robinson
213 Brookside Ave
Greenville, SC 29607
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 8:20 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: Reject the Lowndes disaster complex

From planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Nick Sarton <nicksarton@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2022 8:17 PM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Reject the Lowndes disaster complex
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
To whom it may concern,
It almost feels hopeless to write these emails as it seems insignificant that it would make a difference. The complex
planned to be built on Lowndes Hill is a slap to the face of the Overbrook neighborhood. What happened to historics?
The infrastructure in our neighborhood isn’t set up for that amount of traffic unless you are willing to build sidewalks.
People fly down our sidewalk-less streets and you want to add more traffic to an already congested area? It’s already
difficult to walk up the street with my family without fear of being hit by a speeding car. The traffic study that was
conducted once(!), during a time that would benefit the builder is absurd. Please do multiple tests and discover the real
data. These individuals looking to turn a quick profit will ruin our beautiful city. I want to live here forever, I am proud of
where I live, but that was in the hope that our neighborhood would continue to grow positively, sidewalks would be
installed, and our traffic would be more of the Swamp Rabbit Trail nature instead of apartment traffic.
Thank you for your consideration.
Nicholas Sarton
-Best Regards,
Nicholas Sarton
(864) 921-4410
www.design-accel.com
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 8:21 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: The Riley Overbrook

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Frances <cookfe@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2022 9:36 PM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: The Riley Overbrook
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Please give careful consideration to the Riley Overbrook plans being presented Thursday night. The project opening onto
Lowndeshill Road, which is currently an accident waiting to happen, does nothing to improve conditions in this area. Is it
going to be safe for someone living in this massive project who is planning to use public transportation walk down this
street where people seem to think speed limits are simply suggestions but definitely not used to the nearest bus stop? It
seems "Keeping Greenville Green" is a thing of the past as we continue to build more giving up more of our trees and
green that we have been so proud of.
Frances Cook
21 Spruce Street
Greenville, SC
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 8:22 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: Riley Overbrook

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Andie McDaniel <mcdaniel.andie@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 7:55 AM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Riley Overbrook
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

Greenville Planning committee,
I am writing to you today to express my concern over the current proposal for the apartment complex off of Lowndes
hill rd.
I live in the Cottages at Overbrook and have seen first hand the amount of traffic that lowndes hill already has on a daily
basis. I do not believe the traffic study that was performed over the Thanksgiving holidays gives an accurate portrayal of
the volume. In addition, this study does not take into account the speed at which many of these cars are traveling.
Knowing this concern, along with the fact that Lowndes hill is geographically very curvy with hills and many blind spots,
it seems inevitable that some sort of collision will occur whether that be car/car or car/pedestrian. To make this more of
a hazard, this proposed new building will add additional cars/pedestrians to this equation. I would ask that you would
consider other more suitable areas for this project that would better serve the people of the community and the future
tenants this complex will house.
However, it is decided that this location is the best place for this complex, which it appears is already a done deal, I
would ask that you would consider requiring this project to be scaled back considerably. The infrastructure of the
community, the way it currently is, does not provide what would be needed to safely and thoughtfully accommodate a
complex this size. Side walks, turn lanes and speed bumps would be a requirement if this complex is built and I would
argue these should already be in place to deal with the current traffic issues.
Furthermore, given the location of this proposed building, it will be very visible to everyone driving into Greenville and
driving out. Given its enormous size, it will not be possible to hide this with trees or walls. In addition to this, many trees,
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which serve as sound buffer from 385 noise, will be torn down to accommodate this large building. I have yet to see any
plans to replace the number of trees that are being removed or address the added noise that will impact current
residents.
I am from this town and love it a great deal. I moved away and came back because I feel that Greenville is the type of
town that everyone hopes to live in and grow their families. I am asking you to please consider the ramifications to the
community, both present and future, of allowing this project to proceed in the current location and with the current
proposed size. And lastly, I would ask that you put yourselves in the shoes of those who live in the Overbrook
community and truthfully ask yourself if you wouldn’t have the same concerns we have been voicing.
Thank you for your consideration and your time.
Sincerely,
Andie McDaniel
18 Greenridge Drive
Sent from my iPhone
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wendy Rentz <wendyholman77@gmail.com>
Wednesday, February 16, 2022 9:21 PM
Austin Rutherford; Planning
Proposed Overbrook complex

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

Good evening,
I live in the Overbrook neighborhood and along with hundreds of my neighbors greatly oppose the proposed apartment
complex on Lowndes Hill Road.
It has been insinuated that our opposition is because the housing is low income. This is insulting and unfair. We already
have Recovery Solutions on Lowndes Hill Road. Our neighborhood is filled with generous and caring residents. No one is
against the project because it caters to low income households.
Our opposition is driven by the design and size of the buildings, present and future safety issues on Lowndes Hill Road,
and the affect this could have on our neighborhood, especially the small, single family houses that will be surrounded by
these huge structures.
I know this location was zoned for multi-family housing. I believe this was a huge mistake in a neighborhood full of small,
older homes. But what's done is done. However, low income housing does not have to be 2 huge cookie cutter buildings.
The developer could have done something outside the box. Use shipping containers. Use other more sustainable
materials and create something unique. The position of these structures creates a huge eye soar going into and out of
our city. The Greenville Gateway Project is a multi year, multi million dollar project to enhance the look of the entry into
our beautiful downtown. This is the last thing residents and visitors will see coming in and the first thing they see
leaving. It does not accurately represent Greenville.
I drive Lowndes Hill Road multiple times a day. About once a week I have some type of traffic issue. People cutting thru
the neighborhood constantly run thru the 4 way at Lowndes Hill and Hillside. There are no sidewalks on Lowndes Hill,
which is very curvy. So residents have to walk in the street. I have come around the corner going the speed limit only to
be met by someone walking in the middle of the road. We have had 2 very bad accidents on that road in the past month.
I understand a traffic study was done. I have not seen it. There is a rumor it was done at a time that would benefit the
developer and not provide an accuracy of Lowndes Hill. I've been told the safety along Lowndes Hill Road is on some list
to improve. However, putting a low income housing structure on a road that already has huge safety risks before the
existing problems are solved is the epitome of cart before the horse. I assume a young white mother or child will have to
die like on Augusta Road before something is done.
The structure is 88 units with 140 parking spaces for 1, 2 & 3 bedroom units. The math doesn't add up. The developer
said some residents would use public transportation. How are they going to get to public transportation on a road with
no sidewalks?
The developer is not attending the planning commission tomorrow. In my opinion this is a good example of his
commitment to this project. His management company is in Columbia. I have no doubt he will build this monstrosity
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with as much funding as he can receive. Make the most money he can. And we won't be able to have anyone assist with
issues we might have with this development in the future.
These are temporary residents. They will move in and move out most likely within a year. We have residents who have
been here for 50 years.
There are ponds on the site. Surely this is an unsafe structure to have around a development that could possibly have
overworked, one parent households that might not have the ability to carefully watch over their children. There is a
clubhouse. I cannot imagine the noise that will come from there.
Overbrook is a historic neighborhood made up of very diverse residents with varying degrees of income. That is why
most of us chose the neighborhood. If we wanted to be surrounded by cookie cutter apartment complexes we would
have moved to Fountain Inn or Easley. The uniqueness of our neighborhood is in jeopardy.
We know Greenville is changing. We are excited about the growth in our neighborhood. Fork and Plough, Pizza Purists,
Clare’s Creamery, Home Team, Rocky’s, Willy Taco, CORE, and soon Mr. Crisp and a Birds Fly South outpost. These all
greatly enhance our neighborhood and GVL as a whole. This development does nothing for the neighborhood. Yet we
are expected to just deal with the issues it will bring.
Please ask yourself, would you want this complex on your street? Would you want this complex outside your door? I am
sure I know the answer to both of those.
Affordable housing is needed. But there are many places where this would make more sense and provide a safer
environment for residents.
We only have so much undeveloped land in this city. Will it all be gone soon? Probably so. But as leaders in this city I am
writing to ask you to please do what you can to help our city and my neighborhood from becoming a generic version of
what was possible.
Thank you,
Wendy Rentz
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 11:35 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: Overbrook Resident

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Erin Byrd <eqbyrd@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 8:45 AM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Overbrook Resident
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
These are the decisions that affect the future of our community forever. Please think through what we are trying to
build here as a community. We need more focus on open spaces, bike lanes, walking paths. Please do not overcrowd our
single lane roads. People already drive way too fast around the corner. (Speed limit is 15mph)
I am opposed to adding anything that causes more dangerous traffic on Lowndes Hill Road.
Thank you,
Erin Q. Byrd
2 Elletson Drive
864-214-5568
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 11:35 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: The Riley Overbrook

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Elizabeth Gary <egary2016@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 8:55 AM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Cc: cagary86@gmail.com cagary86@gmail.com <cagary86@gmail.com>
Subject: The Riley Overbrook
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Good morning,
I am writing to express mine and my family's concerns about the proposed development, The Riley Overbrook.
Let me start by saying that our opposition is not to the idea of "low income housing", as the diversity of our
neighborhood is one of the things we love most about it. Our opposition stems from our belief that there are better and
safer locations in our city, even across 385 within our own neighborhood, for a development like this.
I was perusing the City ordinances related to these issues, and believe very strongly that the development as proposed,
in the proposed location, is in direct violation of 19-6.2.1, which requires structures to be "aesthetically pleasing". I also
cannot justify the proposed development against the requirements of 19-6.8.1(B)- to meet the "standards consistent
with the nature, context, scale, and proportion of the natural and built environment." Several neighbors suggested the
developer alter his plans to be townhomes, duplexes, even small, single family residences, which would blend
seamlessly with the eclectic mix of original, new, big, and small homes that makes Overbrook what it is. I would also
point your attention to section F of that same ordinance- "to preserve and improve property values and protect
investment." We know why the developer wants as many units as possible- that is more money in his pocket. But what
about those of us who have invested in this community? What about our property values? What about the businesses
we have managed to attract lately, who are slowly transforming our neighborhood into a walkable, self contained area
of the city? Why does this developer get to profit and be greedy at the expense of those of us who have invested our
lives, our sweat equity, into our city? It is not right.
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I know several people have raised the other big concern we have, which is the traffic this will add to an already overrun,
dangerous road in Lowndes Hill Road. There is no way to alleviate the amount of traffic this will add to that road. It is a
dangerous, curvy road, and the addition of sidewalks, while helpful and very much needed, will not change that. The
developer did a farcical traffic study over Thanksgiving. Please don't fall for that charade. Any of you can drive on
Lowndes Hill Road any morning or evening and see that the four way stops, as they are now, are already full. There is no
way to sustain the amount of traffic this development will add. Cars will turn to side streets, our streets, as cut throughs,
and that will put our children and pets in danger. The City of Greenville prides itself on being a destination for families, a
place everyone would want to raise their children. I want my own children to be able to play in our front yard, and this
will make that impossible.
Lowndes Hill Road is just not ready for this. There are other places in the city, across 385 for example, with plenty of
space, existing sidewalks, red lights, and wider roads where these additional cars and the additional foot traffic would
not be an issue at all. I am certain the Greenville Police Department would prefer not to have to respond to the
inevitable traffic fatalities this will cause. I hate to be that way, but it is the reality.
We would implore you to vote against this project at today's meeting. This is not what any resident of Greenville, the
city or the county, wants as the cornerstone to our city, the first thing visitors see on 385 as they approach downtown.
There has to be something better. Smaller homes, townhomes, a community of tiny homes even. Anything is better than
this monolith on the hill. Our city has worked too hard to allow a greedy developer to change our landscape forever.
Thank you for your time.
Elizabeth Gary and family
Residents of Lockwood Avenue
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 11:36 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: The Riley Overbrook

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Steven Pearce <sp63545@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 9:41 AM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: The Riley Overbrook
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
I would like to express my concerns with this development and speak against approval.
1) The size of the development is too large for current infrastructure. Either scaling down or moving towards single
family homes (possibly townhomes) would be a better option. This can still meet the need of more affordable housing
while also keeping with the characteristics of the Historic Overbrook Neighborhood.
2) Increased traffic will create major issues at both 4 way stops (Lowndes Hill/Hillside and Lowndes Hill/Keith). It will also
create major safety issues for pedestrians. As a runner, I have almost been hit multiple times on Lowndes Hill. There
are several blind curves/hills, no shoulder, and no plans to add sidewalks the length of Lowndes Hill to Hillside. Also of
concern, as the area grows, more children are walking to school ( a great thing) but on Keith and Lowndes Hill, that is
another major safety concern.
3) Increased run-off and pollution could have a detrimental impact on an already fragile Reedy River ecosystem,
affecting both plant and animal populations.
4) There will be a significant loss of "green space", something I know the city says they care about. Not only does this
impact the beauty and charm of Greenville, it will also increase road noise from I-385.
Thank you for your time. Please do not allow us to turn into Atlanta and Charlotte!
-1

Steven Pearce, MS, CSCS, EIM
North Greenville University
864-977-2914
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 11:36 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: Proposed Development Riley Overbrook

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Casey Church Jensen <caseymchurch@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 10:17 AM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Proposed Development Riley Overbrook
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Hello,
I'll start by saying preserving this neighborhood's historic heritage is reason enough to not let this complex be
built. If we start setting a precedent that historic neighborhoods aren't important to the community, more
developers will try to build them. This city is special because of the small pockets of historical
neighborhoods like Overbrook.
Cars and foot traffic are my next concern, the size of this complex would easily add well over 100 cars to
Lowndes Hill Rd pushing more traffic into the smaller neighborhoods and side streets. Many of these
roads already have a dangerous amount of foot traffic and no sidewalks. The traffic study was done the week
of Thanksgiving, many schools were closed, people were home sick or traveling out of town. How can that be
taken as a correct indication of the neighborhood's traffic?
It's my understanding that the protected species studies occurred in December when plants and animals are in
hibernation. Once the ground is broken, you don't get those plants back. They also plan to remove many trees
which will increase road noise and take away yet more of the greenspace in greenville. The environmental
effects of this building shouldn't be overlooked.
Thank you for your time.
Casey Church
Overbrook Historical Home Owner
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 11:37 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: The Riley Overbrook

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Trey Bonnette <treybonnette@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 10:22 AM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>; david.mitchell@tmsco.net; John DeWorken <jdeworken@gmail.com>; John
DeWorken <jdeworken@greenvillesc.gov>; ghaynes49@gmail.com
Subject: The Riley Overbrook
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
To Whom It May Concern,

As you all know, the neighborhood is against the development of the “kudzu jungle” on Lowndes Hill with a high-density
complex without some serious concerns being addressed. This does not mean we are against affordable housing or any
other high-density complex that could come in, but we are concerned about safety and the future of the
neighborhood. This seems to be overlooked all over Greenville. However, it is from our understanding that this is a
done deal after the community meeting on Feb 14 th. There are quite a few concerns that need to be considered before
the build starts. After reviewing all 174 pages of the application, there are some items that need to be addressed.
1. Overbrook is one of the first planned neighborhoods in the city, so there is some historic significance
here. Why is the builder not trying to blend in with the neighborhood? Right now, the building looks like every
other apartment building from Raleigh, Charlotte, Atlanta, and every other city in between. Is there a way to
have it blend in with the neighborhood, and make it look more in line with some of the historic buildings?
Example maybe Biltmore Village or even the new apartments (The Water Tower apartments) going in across
Hampton Station that mimic Hampton Station and Monaghan Mill.
2. Why was this location picked when the builders could have partnered with the city and built off of East
North St and Becker St where those lots are earmarked for affordable housing?
3. After going through the traffic study, was it only conducted in that small stretch of road or all of
Lowndes/Overbrook Rd? The way it is reading the study is only catching the small stretch of road and not the
whole road. In the past month there have been 2 serious car accidents that caused the road to shut down in
1

both directions and all traffic put through the side streets in that section of the neighborhood. The traffic study
should have encompassed Overbrook Rd to Pleasantburg. I am sure the traffic study did not account for the
charter school, other apartment complexes on Lowndes, the funeral, and plant there. Also, the traffic count is
probably off due to Covid, if memory serves correct. Was school not out during the week after Thanksgiving? I
am sure if you were to run the same study now the numbers would be far worse from what that study
shows. From personal experience I have seen numerous traffic flow problems, speeders, and have even been
passed in front of the gospel church. I believe the traffic study is inaccurate and does not offer any solutions to
the problems on that road such as traffic calming measures, turn lanes, hourly speeding violations, 4 way stop
signs not being recognized, and when the section of Overbrook Road was paved the drifters. Also, will this
cause us to finally have sidewalks from Overbrook Rd to Pleasantburg? Between this and the Swamp Rabbit
Trail, foot traffic will increase immensely. Right now, the infrastructure that is needed is not there.
4. Will the neighborhood be hoodwinked and have the developer redo the density, like what is going on with
the Pelham and Haywood site? The developer there wants to expand after they said they would not. This
seems to be a constant theme where developers promise what the people want to hear, and then reverse
course to change design or add more density to the project. The commission/council passes the said changes
because money rules the commission/council and not the people who they represent. The neighborhood was let
down with the promises not kept by the developer of Overbrook Cottages, will this be the same?
I believe having these problems addressed would ease some of the issues the neighborhood is having. Again, with the
history and diversity of the neighborhood we aren’t against affordable housing as we already have some income-based
housing here. We need these concerns addressed and solved before a high-density complex comes in.
Side Note- I find it very telling that the developer is not coming to this meeting. This says everything we need to know
about the project. If the developer was fully on board and listening they would be at all meetings.
Sincerely,

Trey Bonnette
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Thursday, February 17, 2022 11:38 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: The Riley Overbrook

From Planning Inbox – Public Comment

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: david.mitchell@tmsco.net <david.mitchell@tmsco.net>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 10:56 AM
To: 'Trey Bonnette' <treybonnette@gmail.com>; Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>; 'John DeWorken'
<jdeworken@gmail.com>; John DeWorken <jdeworken@greenvillesc.gov>; ghaynes49@gmail.com
Subject: RE: The Riley Overbrook
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Well said, Trey; I am also disappointed that since the staff has recommended approval of this project, it is a foregone
conclusion that the Planning Commission concurs with the staff and will approve the project.
I am also not against affordable housing in the community; however, this is not the best location for such an expansive
development directly on the Gateway to our beautiful downtown. I see it as a grotesque overbearing development that
will be entirely out of place and will harm the surrounding community with excessive density and safety concerns
associated with traffic and lack of infrastructure to support the increased population growth that will occur with this
project.
I agree with what Trey Bonnette has articulated in his petition to the Planning Commission; My only request is that the
Planning Commission seriously consider the concerns of the Overbrook Community and not approve this development.
I clearly understand that the owners will develop the property; however, this is not the best development for the
Overbrook Community or the Gateway to the City of Greenville.
Thank You
David C. Mitchell

From: Trey Bonnette <treybonnette@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 10:22 AM
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To: Planning@greenvillesc.gov; david.mitchell@tmsco.net; John DeWorken <jdeworken@gmail.com>; John DeWorken
<jdeworken@greenvillesc.gov>; ghaynes49@gmail.com
Subject: The Riley Overbrook
To Whom It May Concern,

As you all know, the neighborhood is against the development of the “kudzu jungle” on Lowndes Hill with a high-density
complex without some serious concerns being addressed. This does not mean we are against affordable housing or any
other high-density complex that could come in, but we are concerned about safety and the future of the
neighborhood. This seems to be overlooked all over Greenville. However, it is from our understanding that this is a
done deal after the community meeting on Feb 14 th. There are quite a few concerns that need to be considered before
the build starts. After reviewing all 174 pages of the application, there are some items that need to be addressed.
1. Overbrook is one of the first planned neighborhoods in the city, so there is some historic significance
here. Why is the builder not trying to blend in with the neighborhood? Right now, the building looks like every
other apartment building from Raleigh, Charlotte, Atlanta, and every other city in between. Is there a way to
have it blend in with the neighborhood, and make it look more in line with some of the historic buildings?
Example maybe Biltmore Village or even the new apartments (The Water Tower apartments) going in across
Hampton Station that mimic Hampton Station and Monaghan Mill.
2. Why was this location picked when the builders could have partnered with the city and built off of East
North St and Becker St where those lots are earmarked for affordable housing?
3. After going through the traffic study, was it only conducted in that small stretch of road or all of
Lowndes/Overbrook Rd? The way it is reading the study is only catching the small stretch of road and not the
whole road. In the past month there have been 2 serious car accidents that caused the road to shut down in
both directions and all traffic put through the side streets in that section of the neighborhood. The traffic study
should have encompassed Overbrook Rd to Pleasantburg. I am sure the traffic study did not account for the
charter school, other apartment complexes on Lowndes, the funeral, and plant there. Also, the traffic count is
probably off due to Covid, if memory serves correct. Was school not out during the week after Thanksgiving? I
am sure if you were to run the same study now the numbers would be far worse from what that study
shows. From personal experience I have seen numerous traffic flow problems, speeders, and have even been
passed in front of the gospel church. I believe the traffic study is inaccurate and does not offer any solutions to
the problems on that road such as traffic calming measures, turn lanes, hourly speeding violations, 4 way stop
signs not being recognized, and when the section of Overbrook Road was paved the drifters. Also, will this
cause us to finally have sidewalks from Overbrook Rd to Pleasantburg? Between this and the Swamp Rabbit
Trail, foot traffic will increase immensely. Right now, the infrastructure that is needed is not there.
4. Will the neighborhood be hoodwinked and have the developer redo the density, like what is going on with
the Pelham and Haywood site? The developer there wants to expand after they said they would not. This
seems to be a constant theme where developers promise what the people want to hear, and then reverse
course to change design or add more density to the project. The commission/council passes the said changes
because money rules the commission/council and not the people who they represent. The neighborhood was let
down with the promises not kept by the developer of Overbrook Cottages, will this be the same?
I believe having these problems addressed would ease some of the issues the neighborhood is having. Again, with the
history and diversity of the neighborhood we aren’t against affordable housing as we already have some income-based
housing here. We need these concerns addressed and solved before a high-density complex comes in.
Side Note- I find it very telling that the developer is not coming to this meeting. This says everything we need to know
about the project. If the developer was fully on board and listening they would be at all meetings.
Sincerely,
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Trey Bonnette
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

wpitt@triad.rr.com
Thursday, February 17, 2022 1:14 PM
Planning
Proposed 88 unit apartments on Lowndes Hill

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
To whom it concerns, I strongly OPPOSE this development!! These shady developers MUST improve the infastructure
before they are allowed to build. No exceptions!! I am all for Responsible growth of Greenville. Please consider the
residents of Overbrook and surrounding area when you review this for approval.
Thank you,
William Pitt

1

Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ingrid Davis <ingriddavis1112@gmail.com>
Thursday, February 3, 2022 12:42 PM
Austin Rutherford
1112 Pendleton and 11114 Pendleton

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

Dear Mr. Austin Rutherford
Please view the two pictures attached. I am owner of house at 1112 Pendleton Street. I and the owner of brick house on
picture agreed that any divider would create a problem for me because my home is only 3 feet from property line. If
there must be a divider can you reconsider and allow The Dezens to install low to the ground bushes. Also note that
brick house will only have a few marketing employees doing phone calls. Note also that the block is designed so that a
wall would create traffic hazard. Also my HVAC unit would be extremely difficult to reach or any repairs on that side of
my house. This is an extremely difficult case to apply normal rules for wall privacy.
Please review and consider an alternative decision is my request.
Sincerely
Ingrid Davis

1

Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shannon Lavrin
Tuesday, February 8, 2022 8:59 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: Re:

For review and sharing.
From: Ingrid Davis <ingriddavis1112@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 7, 2022 9:33 PM
To: Shannon Lavrin <slavrin@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Re:
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

On Mon, Feb 7, 2022 at 6:27 PM Ingrid Davis <ingriddavis1112@gmail.com> wrote:
Mrs . Lavrin
Hello will you please forward to Mayor White, City Council members,City manager and Planning Staff
My name is Ingrid Davis a long time resident of West Greenville community. I need your support.
At the West Greenville association meeting Tuesday February 8, 6:30, there will be a discussion about the proposed
renovations of 1114 Pendleton St which is the neighboring property to my home at 1112 Pendleton St. Addressing the
barrier that is to go between the two properties will be discussed.
I want it to be known that I’m against the proposed masonry wall. Therefore I support Mr Dezen seeking an exception
to the 8ft Masonry Wall that the City is requiring . This wall isn’t wanted ,don’t make any sense to do and not fair.
I’m against a wall blocking the side of my home.
Also With my support the Dezens will go back before the Planning Commission on Feb 17,2022 4pm to ask for an
alternative to the wall. I support allowing the Dezens to install low to the ground bushes instead. This option will be
safer and more environmentally friendly. Your support in this matter would be greatly appreciated.
I would like for the City to reconsider the use of Masonry walls as a buffer between the properties.
Respectfully
Ingrid Davis
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shannon Lavrin
Tuesday, February 8, 2022 9:11 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: Re:

See below
From: Ingrid Davis <ingriddavis1112@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 7, 2022 9:33 PM
To: Shannon Lavrin <slavrin@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Re:
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

On Mon, Feb 7, 2022 at 6:27 PM Ingrid Davis <ingriddavis1112@gmail.com> wrote:
Mrs . Lavrin
Hello will you please forward to Mayor White, City Council members,City manager and Planning Staff
My name is Ingrid Davis a long time resident of West Greenville community. I need your support.
At the West Greenville association meeting Tuesday February 8, 6:30, there will be a discussion about the proposed
renovations of 1114 Pendleton St which is the neighboring property to my home at 1112 Pendleton St. Addressing the
barrier that is to go between the two properties will be discussed.
I want it to be known that I’m against the proposed masonry wall. Therefore I support Mr Dezen seeking an exception
to the 8ft Masonry Wall that the City is requiring . This wall isn’t wanted ,don’t make any sense to do and not fair.
I’m against a wall blocking the side of my home.
Also With my support the Dezens will go back before the Planning Commission on Feb 17,2022 4pm to ask for an
alternative to the wall. I support allowing the Dezens to install low to the ground bushes instead. This option will be
safer and more environmentally friendly. Your support in this matter would be greatly appreciated.
I would like for the City to reconsider the use of Masonry walls as a buffer between the properties.
Respectfully
Ingrid Davis
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Luke Sims <lsims@mcmillanpazdansmith.com>
Thursday, February 10, 2022 5:18 PM
Planning
1114 Pendleton Street Support Letter

CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.
Greenville Planning Commission As a resident of West Greenville, I am writing to support the marketing agency JDPR (1114 Pendleton Street) and Ms.
Davis’s (1112 Pendleton Street) protest of the 8’ masonry wall required by the Planning Commission.
As an architect myself, I believe the wall would negatively impact the neighborhood dynamic of West Greenville and
cause an unnecessary burden on Ms. Davis by limiting views and access to her property. I understand the Board’s desire
to separate residential from commercial properties. However, the 1114 Pendleton Street property originally served as a
single-family home, and that architectural style still reflects that. The proposal wall would create an unnecessary and
unfortunate aesthetic divide between the two properties. Please reconsider requiring the masonry wall. Thank you.

Luke Sims, Architect
400 augusta street, suite 200, greenville, sc 29601
po box 8922, greenville, sc 29604
o. 864 242 2033 c. 864.395.2848
ideas taking shape
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Austin Rutherford
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Key
Monday, February 14, 2022 10:05 AM
Austin Rutherford
FW: Objection to Application MD-22-57

From Planning Inbox

Sharon Key
Planning Coordinator I Planning & Development
skey@greenvillesc.gov | www.greenvillesc.gov
Phone: 864-467-4476 | Mobile: 864-423-1874

From: Leckie Fisher <leckiefisher@att.net>
Sent: Sunday, February 13, 2022 11:12 PM
To: Planning <planning@greenvillesc.gov>; zoning@greenvillesc.gov; Lillian Flemming <lflemming@greenvillesc.gov>
Subject: Objection to Application MD-22-57
CAUTION: This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any links or opening
attachments.

To: Greenville Planning Commission
From: Leckie and Wanda Fisher
RE: Application MD-22-57
We object to the proposed multi-family development at 301 Shaw Street (application MD-22-57) based on use
regulations. Soteria CDC does prison re-entry housing. This use is strictly prohibited in the Code of
Ordinances Table 19-4.1-2 for residential zoning. This building cannot be used for prison re-entry (halfway
house, post/alternative incarceration). There is a reason it is prohibited – public safety.
We believe this matter should go through zoning first and are requesting this application be deferred until
zoning determines the building’s real use.
We look forward to hearing your reply.
Regards,
Leckie and Wanda Fisher
13 Stall Street
Greenville, SC 29609
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