TOWN OF SUMMERVILLE
TREE PROTECTION BOARD – AGENDA
April 12, 2021 – 9:00 AM
Town Hall, Town Council Chambers
The meeting will be live-streamed through the live-streaming link on the Town’s website:
www.summervillesc.gov
For additional information regarding items on this agenda including any public hearings, please contact
the Planning Department at planning@summervillesc.gov or 843.998.3811. Applications and related
documents for this meeting are available for review at any time at www.summervillesc.gov/AgendaCenter.
Public that chooses to attend this meeting in person will be required to have their temperature scanned
and abide by social distancing requirements.
Approval of Minutes
March 8, 2021 minutes
Old Business
1. 401 Beaufort Street – Removal of two Oak and one Magnolia trees
2. 825 N. Main Street – Removal of two Pine trees
New Business
1. 450 Azalea Square Blvd. – Removal of ten Pine trees
2. 104 Oak Bluff Road – Removal of one Live Oak tree
Miscellaneous
Adjournment
Posted, April 6, 2021

Tree Protection Board Minutes
Monday, March 8, 2021

Members Present:
Ginger Reilly
Peter Wallace
Kenny Sott
Faye Campbell
Staff Present:
Jessi Shuler, Director of Planning
Bill Salisbury, Arborist
The meeting was called to order at 9:07 am. Ms. Campbell asked for consideration of the February 8,
2021 meeting minutes. Ms. Reilly made a motion for approval of the minutes as presented, and Mr.
Wallace made the second. The motioned carried.
Old Business
1. 1899 Bacon’s Bridge Road – Removal of trees for construction of charter school
Casey Warfield with Kimley-Horn presented. Mr. Wallace stated there is a reluctance to issue permits
based on conditional approval because no other permits have been approved at this time. Mr. Warfield
stated all permits appear to be conditional on one another; however, if approval to remove trees is
granted, no trees will be removed until everything has been permitted. He asked about the possibility
of giving the applicant some level of comfort like preliminary approval. There was discussion regarding
permits needed, status of approvals, mitigation requirements, difference between calculations based on
ordinance requirements and calculations based on site. Mr. Wallace asked when the Corp of Engineers
permit would be issued. Mr. Warfield stated he believed it would be next month. He also stated it is in
the best interest of both parties for the trees to survive, if relocated on the site. Mr. Salisbury asked the
committee if there were any issues with the landscape plan or whether there are any grand trees they
would want saved. Ms. Reilly stated she would like to see larger trees planted back; the committee
agreed the species selection was acceptable with the exception of a Sycamore (Mr. Wallace). Ms. Reilly
made a motion to defer approval until the Corp of Engineers permit is issued. Mr. Wallace seconded the
motion. Mr. Wallace stated only small changes may need to be made when it moves forward. Tyler
asked about TPB approval after Corp approval. Ms. Campbell stated it would be the TPB meeting
following the Corp permit. Ms. Campbell asked for a vote on the motion. The motion carried
unanimously.
New Business
1. 401 Beaufort Street – Removal of two Oak and one Magnolia trees
Jerry Runion presented. He is requesting removal of three trees in order to build a house. Ms. Campbell
asked about a variance from the BZA for setbacks to allow the house to be moved in order to save the
tree. Ms. Shuler stated she could not say if it would be approved; however, it would be a valid reason.
Mr. Wallace made a motion to have the owner apply for setback variance to allow the 72” Live Oak to
be saved. Ms. Campbell seconded the motion. Mr. Wallace then amended the motion to allow removal

of the other oak (if no objection from DOT) and magnolia, Mr. Morris seconded the motion. Ms. Reilly
stated she did not believe there would be enough room even with a setback variance; trying to go from
a two-story house to a one story house. She does not believe it will work with the Live Oak. Ms.
Campbell questioned the possibility of altering house plans to accommodate for the tree. Mr. Runion
stated that he was unable to find one that works and this is what they want for the future; this is where
they want to live but do not want the house right on the road. Further discussion ensued regarding the
feasibility of moving the house. Mr. Runion stated he tried to buy the lot next door but the owner is not
interested in selling; they don’t want to build something they do not like. Ms. Campbell called for a vote
on the motion on the table. The motion passed unanimously. There was discussion of steps moving
forward. Mr. Runion will need to show on paper that the tree cannot be accommodated, exhausting all
possibilities before the TPB will approve removal of the grand live oak tree.
2. 139 Caleb Court – Removal of eleven Pine trees
Linda Tisdale presented. She stated that she was not aware that it was a wooded lot when house was
purchased, and tried to back out of purchase but there were no other lots without trees; she wants to
be able to have open space and a garden and flowers. Ms. Campbell stated that regardless of what
somebody may have said or done, they are concerned with the trees on the lot. Ms. Reilly stated that
she would approve removal of trees #1, 3, 4 & 8 due to location and density. Mr. Morris stated #5 had
some equipment damage and #10 was a whip tree with a small crown so he would include those as well.
Mr. Wallace stated they cannot just approve to remove the trees all the way back. Mr. Salisbury
provided a diagram. Mr. Wallace stated if #11 is included, that would provide a small area to allow
sunlight. He made a motion to allow removal of trees 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 10 & 11. Mr. Morris seconded the
motion. The motion carried on a vote of 3 – 1, with Ms. Reilly voting in opposition.
3. 601 Dolphin Drive – Removal of five Pine trees
Andree Thornhill presented. He has noticed over the years the trees are beginning to lean toward the
house. The trees causing greatest concern are the closest to the house in front and the large one in the
back; he understands he may need to compromise. Mr. Wallace pointed out they all saw the defect in
the base of the large tree in back, but the two closest to the house have been limbed up more so would
consider allowing the one closest to the house (#4). Mr. Morris stated Mr. Salisbury had noted #2 is in
poor condition. Mr. Salisbury confirmed it has been overtopped and is leaning but leaning away from
the house. Ms. Reilly agrees with allowing removal of tree in rear but none in front. Mr. Morris
suggested pruning and raising the canopies on trees #1 and 2. Mr. Wallace suggested removing limbs
going towards house. Ms. Reilly made a motion to approve removal of the large tree in the rear, Mr.
Wallace seconded the motion. It passed unanimously.
4. 146 Linwood Lane – Removal of one grand Pine tree
The applicant was not present. Mr. Wallace made a motion to deny removal of tree, and Mr. Morris
seconded the motion. Mr. Salisbury recommended removing limbs hanging over garage and vines
around tree and to do the same for the magnolia tree. The motion passed unanimously.
5. 825 North Main Street – Removal of two Pine trees
No applicant was in attendance. Mr. Morris made the motion to deny removal and advised cleaning
vines off tree, and Mr. Wallace seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.
6. 109 Long Cove Bend – Removal of two Gum trees
The owner and a Nathaniel Rice from the tree company presented. Mr. Rice stated the central lead on

each tree has been overtaken by lateral limbs; wounds healing over as well, signs of root die back. The
owner also presented research on sweet gum trees and issues with gum balls - can keep other trees
from growing, she is concerned about falling at her age. She would like to plant back a shade tree and
some arborvitae. Mr. Morris asked about replacement tree type. Owner stated an oak or Japanese
maple and line of arborvitae. Ms. Campbell suggested pruning or limbing up would cut gumballs close
to half. The owner had considered this but the tree company advised otherwise. Mr. Rice stated his
opinion that if more pruning occurs the tree will decline because it has a low crown to trunk ratio, the
trunk is misshapen and lateral overtaking is a sign the central leader is not getting sufficient water. The
owner had data regarding hip fractures. Mr. Wallace suggested hiring kids to rake the yard. The tree
company suggested replacing the sweet gum with a white oak or a swamp white oak at 2.5 – 3” caliper;
discussion about the invasiveness of sweet gums and his feeling, as a certified arborist, that the trees
are unsafe and should be removed. Mr. Salisbury responded with his opinion that the trees are basically
healthy and while there is some decline in the crown, it is not currently a threat. Mr. Rice stated the
sensibility of removing the trees in decline and replacing with healthy trees. More discussion about
raking gumballs and feasibility of it. Mr. Morris questioned the ability to fit two oaks as only two canopy
trees in yard. Mr. Rice stated there is a tupelo on the other side of the shed. Both the tree company and
Mr. Salisbury stated they would rather see one healthy tree planted than two. Mr. Wallace stated it
would need to be bigger than a 20 gallon tree. Mr. Salisbury stated a 45 gallon would be a 3” caliper
size, and there is no way to get a larger one back there. Ms. Reilly stated that proper mitigation
requirements should be followed, if not doable, then contribution to the tree fund is required. Owner
stated tree by shed is within 10’ and roots could cause problems in the future. Ms. Campbell made the
motion to allow removal with mitigation with a canopy tree 3” caliper, 45 gallon container, and if not
adequate will also contribute to the Tree Fund, and Mr. Wallace seconded the motion. The motion
passed unanimously.
ADJOURN:
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:26 am on a motion by Ms. Campbell
and a second by Mr. Wallace. The motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,

Bill Salisbury
Arborist/Natural Resource Planner

Date:___________________

Approved: Kenny Sott, Chair_____________________________; or,

Faye Campbell, Vice Chair________________________

STAFF REPORT
Tree Protection Board Meeting
April 12, 2021
To:
Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board
From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner
Date: April 5, 2021
GENERAL
INFORMATION
Property Applicant:

Jerry Runion

Owner:

Jerry Runion

Requested Action:

Removal of two Oak trees and one Magnolia tree

Location:

401 Beaufort St

Guideline Citation:

UDO Section 13.9.1.G

Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand
Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist:
1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or
2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or
3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or
4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or
5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or
other Town requirements can be met; or
6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved
building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed,
including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or
7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or
8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council.

Evaluation: #1 – 22” Oak tree is in poor health
#2 - 72” Oak tree is in good health, has one wound where a limb was
removed which is healing
#3 – 22” Magnolia tree is fair health but is growing underneath and in
competition with a Live Oak tree

STAFF REPORT
Tree Protection Board Meeting
April 12, 2021
To:
Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board
From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner
Date: April 5, 2021
GENERAL
INFORMATION
Property Applicant:

Guy Huffman

Owner:

Guy Huffman

Requested Action:

Removal of two Pine trees

Location:

825 N Main Street

Guideline Citation:

UDO Section 13.9.1.G

Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand
Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist:
1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or
2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or
3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or
4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or
5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or
other Town requirements can be met; or
6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved
building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed,
including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or
7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or
8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council.

Evaluation: The pine trees are both healthy. There are vines all up in them which could
be removed to improve their health.

Midas
825 North Main Street
Summerville, SC 29483
Proposal for Removal of Pine Trees

Removal of two
pine tree
Drive through lane that has
become damaged due to
tree roots that has changed
the elevation of grade
causing flooding, damaged
asphalt and safety concerns

Current swale of the
ditch with 15” RCP to
release water from
parking lot

Two pine trees have become a safety issue with root damage to the asphalt causing the
potential of trip hazards, flooding concerns for vehicles and pedestrians, root damage that
has changed the elevation of grade and impeding proper water run off to the parking lot. We
propose to remove the pine trees and haul off from site. This would include all roots to the
trees as well. Contractor will grade parking lot and ground effected, haul off damaged
asphalt as indicated above. Pave existing asphalt. An 18” drain box will be installed with
proper 8” hard pipe that will lead to the current swale of the ditch. The vacated tree area
will become a sitting area for customers that are waiting for their vehicles.

Picture of (2) pine trees and drainage area for 8” hard pipe.

Area that will be trenched in order to help with drainage.

STAFF REPORT
Tree Protection Board Meeting
April 12, 2021
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board
From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner
Date: April 5, 2021
GENERAL
INFORMATION
Property Applicant: Lewis Austin/Azalea Square Shopping Center
Owner:

Lewis Austin

Requested Action:

Removal of ten Pine trees

Location:
Guideline Citation:

450 Azalea Square Blvd
UDO Section 13.9.1.G

Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand
Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist:
1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or
2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or
3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or
4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or
5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or
other Town requirements can be met; or
6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved
building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed,
including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or
7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or
8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council.

Evaluation: Pine trees are in good health but the roots are breaking up the parking lot

STAFF REPORT
Tree Protection Board Meeting
April 12, 2021
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board
From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner
Date: April 5, 2021
GENERAL
INFORMATION
Property Applicant: Nathan Cheanratana
Owner:

Nathan Cheanratana

Requested Action:

Removal of 1 Live Oak Tree

Location:
Guideline Citation:

104 Oak Bluff Rd.
UDO Section 13.9.1.G

Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand
Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist:
1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or
2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or
3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or
4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or
5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or
other Town requirements can be met; or
6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved
building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed,
including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or
7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or
8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council.

Evaluation: The Oak tree is healthy. There are roots in the yard that are starting to cause
problems. Root pruning could help keep them from causing problems in the future.

