TOWN OF SUMMERVILLE
TREE PROTECTION BOARD - AGENDA
The public and Town Council members are invited to attend virtually
February 8, 2021 - 9:00 AM
Zoom Cloud Meeting Application
To view meeting click link: https://zoom.us/j/627935751
For additional information regarding items on this agenda including, 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

Approval of Minutes
January 11, 2021 minutes
Old Business
1.

185 Bamert Street – Removal of two trees

New Business
Miscellaneous
Adjournment
Posted February 1, 2021

Tree Protection Board Minutes
Monday, January 11, 2021

Members Present:
Peter Wallace
Kenny Sott
Faye Campbell

David Morris
Ginger Reilly

Staff Present:
Jessi Shuler, Director of Planning
Bill Salisbury, Arborist
The meeting was called to order at 9:00 am. Mr. Sott asked for consideration of the December 7, 2020
meeting minutes. Mr. Wallace made a motion for approval of the minutes as presented, and Ms. Reilly
made the second. The motioned carried.
Old Business
1. 115 Guilford Drive – Removal of trees #1, 5-8, 12, 14, 15, 18-22, 25-28
Applicant explained plans for yard. Mr. Wallace made a motion to approve trees #3, 8, 5, 7, 12, 17, 26
and 30 for removal, if during construction tree #6 roots sustain too much damage, can be removed at
Bill’s decision. Mr. Sott pointed out that one tree had been left out - #23. Ms. Reilly and the others
agreed about #23, and Mr. Wallace agreed to add that tree to his motion. Mr. Morris seconded the
motion, and the motion carried.
2. 205 E. 6th South Street – Removal of 4 Pines, 1 Oak, 2 Cedars and 4 others
Applicant explained revised design removing driveway on right-hand side to allow more trees to remain.
He would like to remove trees in footprint and the driveway on left. Discussion ensued about the trees
along the driveway. Mr. Sott agreed with trees in the footprint and driveway, and the additional dead
tree on left. Mr. Wallace voiced concern about protecting the trees that will not be removed while the
others are removed; concern about the contractor being careful. The applicant stated there is an extra
construction driveway being used for that purpose. Mr. Morris made a motion to approve trees in
footprint of house and the three along the revised driveway (12” oak, 14” and 16” pine). Mr. Wallace
seconded the motion, and the motion carried. Mr. Salisbury will flag the trees to avoid questions.
New Business
1. 629 Alwyn - Removal of 11 trees
There was no applicant present; Mr. Wallace stated not all of trees can be removed. Tree #2 whose
main root source is growing towards the house is okay to remove, 7, 3, 6, and 10 he is also comfortable
with removal on. Ms. Campbell questioned why approval of #6 as she did not see any issue with it. Mr.
Wallace stated he had no other notation so removal may be incorrect. There are a lot of dead branches
that need to be pruned out; withdraw #6 for removal. Mr. Sott stated #9 had a large fissure. Ms. Reilly
agreed with removal of 2, 3, and 9 because of cat face, undecided about #10 as she did not find the lean
significant. She made a motion to approve #2, 3 and 9, Mr. Wallace seconded the motion. Mr. Sott
amended the motion to include #10 because of the lean. Mr. Morris seconded the motion. Mr. Wallace
questioned reason for #10. Mr. Sott stated the lean was significant and pruning limbs off to balance

would be too much. Mr. Sott called for the question on the amendment. Mr. Wallace and Ms. Reilly
voted no; Ms. Campbell, Mr. Morris and Mr. Sott voted yes. Mr. Sott then called for the question on the
amended motion. Mr. Wallace voted no; Ms. Campbell, Ms. Reilly, Mr. Morris and Mr. Sott voted yes.
The amended motion carried.
2. 201 Parkwood Drive – Removal of one Pine tree.
No applicant was present. Mr. Sott stated they tried to do everything they could to accommodate the
pool but could not, and they do have some large trees in the front yard. Ms. Reilly stated the tree
wasn’t interfering structurally with the pool, only the decking which is flexible; the main concern is
needles and pine cones in the pool. Mr. Salisbury suggested pavers instead of concrete for the decking;
applicant is also wanting to put in a garage but has not submitted permit yet. Mr. Wallace stated the
applicant mentioned mitigation as well. Mr. Morris stated he is on the fence because there are a lot of
constraints. Ms. Campbell stated the owner has been very cooperative. Mr. Sott made a motion to
allow removal based on location and require two live oak trees be planted in the back. Mr. Wallace
seconded the motion. The motion carried with Ms. Reilly voting no.
3. 185 Bamert Street – Removal of 2 Pine trees.
Mr. Wallace stated there is one big tree that needed pruning and another with a ramicorn (leader) that
he would be okay with them removing. Applicant stated about two years ago the owners had an oak
tree fall on the house and cannot determine which way a tree may fall; it is about 15’ from son’s
bedroom. Mr. Sott agreed with Mr. Wallace’s assessment, Ms. Campbell and Mr. Morris also agree. Mr.
Wallace made a motion for pruning of #2 and removal of #1. Ms. Campbell seconded the motion. Mr.
Wallace stated the tree is very stout and while he understands the concerns the owner has, a tree’s
potential to be a danger is not reason enough for removal unless there are defects present or it is too
close to the house. A vote was taken and the motion passed unanimously. It was stated to the
applicant that while the one tree is being removed, the other one can be evaluated by an arborist. If any
defect is found, the removal of the second tree can be revisited.
ADJOURN:
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:52 am on a motion by Ms. Campbell
and a second by Mr. Sott. The motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:___________________

Bill Salisbury
Arborist/Natural Resource Planner

Approved: Kenny Sott, Chair_____________________________; or,

Faye Campbell, Vice Chair________________________

STAFF REPORT
Tree Protection Board Meeting
February 8, 2021
To:
Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board
From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner
Date: January 28, 2021
GENERAL
INFORMATION
Property Applicant:

Jonathan Mather

Owner:

Jonathan Mather

Requested Action:

Removal of two Pine trees

Location:

185 Bamert 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: Tree #1 is a 17” Pine tree in poor condition. Tree #2 is a 24” Pine in good
condition. Tree #1 was approved for removal at the TPB meeting
in January, and Tree #2 was denied. The applicant has had a certified
arborist evaluate Tree #2, and the attached letter from said arborist
states that he believes the tree poses a hazard and should be removed,
along with the two adjacent oak trees.

James Critikos
ISA Certified Arborist SO-6572A
29 Parkwood Avenue
Charleston, SC 29403
843-693-3184
01/19/2021
Cody Morris
185 Bamert Street
Summerville, SC 29483
843-471-6171
Per the request of Any Time Tree Service, I examined three trees on your property,
185 Bamert Street, Summerville.
Located in the left back corner, just behind your home, a cluster of two small Oaks,
respectively 10” and 13’’ DBH, are planted less than 1’ away from a massive 60’tall Loblolly
Pine, 24’’ DBH. The Pine appears to have been topped, most likely during Hurricane Hugo,
creating an unstable upper canopy where cracked and damaged branching still remain. This is a
genuine concern and a liability to both your family and dwelling.
In addition, the tall Pine sways precariously with less than 10 mile/hour winds, with the
potential to demolish your entire residence. It should be noted, the trees in question are all
positioned on a raised bed which compromises their stability and longevity. The small strip of
elevated ground extends 15’ towards a ditch further reducing their ability to expand a secure
root base. Per our conversation, you informed me of the constant saturation of the soil upon
which the trees are growing. The roots are not well attached nor structurally sound to anchor a
tree of this magnitude. This Pine tree represents an extreme risk as clearly stated above.
Please contact the Town of Summerville to inform them of the imminent nature of these issues.
All three aforementioned trees share a common unstable root base and must all be removed.
I urge you to seek an immediate permit application for their removal.
Sincerely,

James Critikos

