
 

 Town of Hilton Head Island 
Regular Design Review Board Meeting 

 

Tuesday, January 27, 2015 
1:15 p.m. – Benjamin M. Racusin Council Chambers 

 

AGENDA 
 

As a Courtesy to Others Please Turn Off All Cell Phones and Pagers during the Meeting. 

1. Call to Order  

2. Roll Call 

3. Freedom of Information Act Compliance 
Public notification of this meeting has been published, posted, and mailed in compliance with the 
Freedom of Information Act and the Town of Hilton Head Island requirements. 

4. Approval of Agenda 

5. Approval of Minutes – Meeting of January 13, 2015 

6. Staff Report  

7. Board Business – Hilton Head Island Design Guide update 

8. Old Business 

9. Unfinished Business 

10. New Business 

A. New Development – Final 

1) DRB-000068-2015 – 1st Tee Boys and Girls Club 

11. Appearance by Citizens 

12.    Adjournment 
 

Please note that a quorum of Town Council may result if four (4) or more of Town 
Council members attend this meeting. 
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  Town of Hilton Head Island 
                                                        Design Review Board                                       DRAFT 

                              Minutes of the Tuesday, January 13, 2015 Meeting   
                             1:15p.m. – Benjamin M. Racusin Council Chambers 
 

 
Board Members Present: Chairman Scott Sodemann, Ron Hoffman, Galen Smith,                   

Dale Strecker, Kyle Theodore and Brian Witmer   
 
Board Members Absent: Vice Chairman Jake Gartner   
 
Town Council Present: None 
 
Town Staff Present: Jennifer Ray, Urban Designer  
 Teri Lewis, LMO Official  
 Anne Cyran, Senior Planner 
 Nicole Dixon, Senior Planner 

Richard Spruce, Plans Examiner  
Charles Cousins, Director Community Development 
Brian Hulbert, Staff Attorney                                                              
Kathleen Carlin, Administrative Assistant 
 

 
1. Call to Order 

Chairman Sodemann called the meeting to order at 1:15p.m. 
 

2. Roll Call 
 

3. Freedom of Information Act Compliance  
 

4. Approval of the Agenda 
The Board approved the agenda as submitted by general consent.  

 
5. Approval of the Minutes 

The Board approved the minutes of the December 9, 2014 meeting as amended by general 
consent.     
 

6. Staff Report    
None 
  

7. Board Business 
Public Comment regarding the update of the Hilton Head Island Design Guide                                                             
Ms. Ray stated that the Hilton Head Island Design Guide is due for an update.  The Design Guide 
was published in August 2003 and has not been updated since that time.  “Island Character” has 
not changed since 2003 nor have the goals of the Design Guide.  The intent of the update is to 
clarify some items that the staff believes can be better communicated to the public.  The staff 
recommends that additional photos and additional examples be included in the updated Design 
Guide. The staff also recommends that some references regarding what has changed in the new 
LMO be included in the Design Guide.   
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Ms. Ray presented a brief overhead review of the current Design Guide.  Sustainability is an 
important element that needs to be included in the Design Guide.  The landscaping section should 
include an extensive list of native plants as well as the requirements for native plants in certain 
areas.  Lighting should include a list of DRB pre-approved lighting fixtures.  The staff believes 
that the sections on site design, landscape, architecture, and accessory construction should remain 
in the Design Guide and be updated as appropriate.   
 
The process today is to request public comments on the Design Guide. The Town’s website also 
contains a link for public comments.  When public comments have been received by the staff, 
within the next two weeks, staff will bring the comments back to the Board for their review.  
Following a final review of the updated Design Guide by the Board, the Design Guide will be 
forwarded to Town Council for their consideration.  Following the staff’s presentation, Chairman 
Sodemann requested public comments on the Design Guide and the following were received:   
 
(1) Ms. Susan Murphy, representative of the Audubon Conservation Committee, encouraged the 
Board to include environmental issues such as air and water quality, wildlife preservation, and the 
preservation of tree canopies;  (2) Mr. Frank Babel, Hilton Head Island Bicycle Advisory  
Committee, encouraged the Board to include guidelines for bike racks and bike parking, especially 
in commercial areas; (3) Mr. Harvey Geiger presented comments in concern of roadway safety 
issues and vegetative design issues at traffic circles; (4) Mr. Dave DesJardins presented statements 
in concern of safety issues related to the airport’s flight path including the removal of trees; (5) 
Truitt Rabun, Truitt Rabun Associates, presented statements regarding the need to incorporate a set 
of guidelines that addresses uniformity in the public realm, site lighting standards including LED, 
maintenance within the public domain, and flood insurance rate maps; (6) Mr. Peter Ovens 
presented statements regarding the need for neighbor notification for Design Review Board 
submittals.        
 
Following the receipt of all public comments, Ms. Ray requested comments from the Board on the 
Design Guide and none were received.  Chairman Sodemann encouraged the Board to forward any 
comments or recommendations that they may have to staff via the Town’s website.                
 

8. Old Business                                                                                                                                                   
None 

9. Unfinished Business                                                                                                                                
None 

10.   New Business 
A. Alteration/Addition 

1. South State Bank (100 Exchange Street) - DRB-002295-2014 

Ms. Ray introduced the application and stated its location, 100 Exchange Street.  The 
applicant proposes to repaint the existing building.  Ms. Ray presented an in-depth 
overhead review of the application including an aerial photo of the site, a site analysis, 
and several photos showing the existing conditions.   

The existing building is beige stucco with a burgundy storefront.  The neighboring 
buildings on Exchange Street and Main Street are a similar color, light beige stucco with 
light trim.  The applicant proposes to paint the walls “Revere Pewter”, which is very 
similar to the existing color.  The proposed accent color for the storefront is “Glacier 
White” instead of burgundy.  Ms. Ray distributed hard samples of the proposed colors to 
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the Board for their review.  The proposed colors are in context with the neighborhood and 
in keeping with the Design Guide.   

Ms. Ray stated that the Palmetto Hall Commercial ARB has reviewed and approved the 
project as submitted.  The staff recommended that the project be approved as submitted.  
Following staff’s presentation, Chairman Sodemann requested that the applicant make his 
presentation.   

Mr. Glenn Dill, representative of Cambridge Building Corporation, presented statements 
in support of the application.  The Board discussed the project.  The Board stated concern 
that the “Glacier White” trim color may be too white for the project.  The Board 
recommended that either “Grande Teton White” or “Lancaster Whitewash” be used 
instead of “Glacier White”.  Following final comments by the Board, Chairman 
Sodemann requested that a motion be made. 

Mr. Strecker made a motion that application DRB-002295-2014 be approved with the 
condition that “Glacier White” be replaced with either “Grand Teton White” or 
“Lancaster Whitewash” for the trim color.  Mrs. Theodore seconded the motion and the 
motion passed with a vote of 6-0-0.   

 

2.      South State Bank (2 Palmetto Bay Road) - DRB-002296-2014 
Ms. Ray introduced the application and stated its location, 2 Palmetto Bay Road. The 
applicant proposes to re-paint the exterior of the building located at the intersection of 
Sea Pines Circle, Palmetto Bay Road, and Dunnagan’s Alley.   
 
Ms. Ray presented an in-depth overhead review of the application including an aerial 
photo, a site analysis and photos of existing conditions.  This application is very similar 
to the previous application.  The existing building is beige stucco with burgundy 
storefront.  The surrounding buildings are similar beige stucco; however, some of the 
buildings have a bronze storefront instead of a burgundy storefront.   
 
The applicant is proposing “Revere Pewter” for the walls and “Glacier White” for the 
trim and storefront. The proposed colors are in keeping with the Design Guide.  The Sea 
Pines Commercial ARB has reviewed and approved the project as submitted.  The staff 
recommends that the project be approved as submitted.  Following staff’s presentation, 
Chairman Sodemann requested that the applicant make his presentation.  Mr. Glenn Dill, 
representative of Cambridge Building Corporation, presented brief comments in support 
of the application.   

As with the previous application, the Board stated their concern that “Glacier White” may 
be too white for the trim of the building.  The Board recommended that either “Grande 
Teton White” or “Lancaster Whitewash” be used instead.  The Board also presented 
comments regarding the color of the screened service area.  Following final comments by 
the Board, Chairman Sodemann requested that a motion be made. 

Mrs. Theodore made a motion that application DRB-002296-2014 be approved with the 
following conditions:  (1) “Lancaster Whitewash” or “Grand Teton White” is to be used 
instead of “Glacier White” for the trim color; (2) the screened service area is to be 
painted “Revere Pewter”.  Mr. Smith seconded the motion and the motion passed with a 
vote of 6-0-0.   
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 3.     H&H Auto Body - DRB-002299-2014 

Ms. Ray introduced the application and stated its location, 17 Cardinal Road.  The 
applicant is proposing a 1,750 sq. ft. single story addition to the existing single story 
metal building.  The site is zoned Light Industrial.   

Ms. Ray presented an in-depth overhead review of the application including a site 
analysis and photos of existing site conditions.  The site plan shows the location of the 
proposed addition as well as the location of the existing building.  The design, colors and 
the materials will match the existing.  Ms. Ray stated that there are no changes to the 
right side elevation or to the front elevation.  The rear elevation indicates that the roof 
pitch continues on to the addition.   

Ms. Ray stated that the Palmetto Headlands Property Owners Association ARB has 
reviewed and approved the project as submitted.  Staff recommends approval of the 
application with a couple of conditions:  (1) the two above ground tanks are in conflict 
with the building addition and will need to be relocated elsewhere on the site.  The tanks 
will need to be protected with bollards, which is a Fire & Building Codes requirement.  In 
conjunction with the relocation and protection of the tanks, the staff recommends that 
they be screened from view with either landscaping and or a fenced dumpster enclosure 
type fence.   

Photos indicate that cars are parked in several areas that are indicated as landscape areas 
and buffers areas from the originally approved plan.  There is also a three foot landscape 
buffer shown on the plan adjacent to the building.  These areas are currently grass and/or 
dirt and not actually planted.  The staff recommends approval of the application with the 
condition that these landscaped areas and the 3-ft. landscape buffer be planted with 
material so that they function as a landscape buffer rather than as a parking area.  
Following staff’s presentation, Chairman Sodemann requested that the applicant make his 
presentation.   

Mr. David Nash, Tom Crews Architects, presented statements in support of the 
application. The Board discussed a couple of issues including relocation and screening of 
the LP tanks.  The applicant stated that they are unsure of the new location of the tanks at 
this time.  The Board stated that the site is rather tight.  The Board agreed with the staff’s 
recommendation to add landscaping in the median areas where the cars are currently 
parked. 

To expedite the approval process, the Board suggested that they approve the structure 
portion of the application today and allow the relocation of the tanks and the landscape 
and fencing portion of the application to be approved by staff at a later time.  Staff 
clarified that the landscape and fencing portions of the project are allowed to be approved 
by staff as a Minor Corridor Review.  At the completion of the discussion, Chairman 
Sodemann requested that a motion be made. 

Mr. Strecker made a motion to approve DRB-002299-2014 with the following 
conditions:  (1) materials and colors are to match the existing; (2) add landscaping in the 
island/ buffer areas; (3) adding screen for the above ground tanks.  These conditions can  
be approved by the staff.  Mrs. Theodore seconded the motion and the motion passed 
with a vote of 6-0-0.   

   

 



 

 - 5 - 

4.  New Awning (Up the Creek Pub & Grill) - DRB-002332-2014 
Ms. Ray introduced the application and stated its location, 18 Simmons Road. Ms. Ray 
presented an in-depth overhead review of the application including a site analysis and 
photos of existing conditions.  The applicant proposes to add a retractable awning on the 
outside deck.  Photos show the existing conditions.  The site plan shows the location of 
the deck, the overhang, and where the awning would attach.  The proposed retractable 
awning would cover the majority of the deck.  The retractable awning is 35-ft. long with 
an 11-ft. 6” overhang.  The proposed color for the retractable awning is marine blue.  
 
The staff supports the retractable awning for this location; however, based on the staff’s 
review of the Design Guide, staff recommends that an alternate color be chosen that is 
more complementary to the building (either burgundy or brown).   
 
Ms. Ray presented a burgundy color option that is more complementary to the red brick 
of the roof.  Ms. Ray distributed a hard sample of the recommended color for the Board’s 
review.  Following staff’s presentation, Chairman Sodemann requested that the applicant 
make his presentation.   
 
Mr. Vito LoGrasso and Mr. Patrick Mann presented statements in support of the 
application.  The Board stated that they agree with the staff’s concern with the marine 
blue color for the awning. The Board stated that they prefer a color in the burgundy 
family.  The Board directed the applicant to select either the burgundy color or a cocoa 
brown color as recommended by the staff.  At the completion of the Board’s discussion, 
Chairman Sodemann requested that a motion be made. 
 
Mr. Hoffman made a motion to approve application DRB-002332-2014 with the 
following condition:  the applicant select either the burgundy color or the cocoa brown 
color for the awning as recommended by the staff.  The cocoa brown color is preferred.  
Mr. Smith seconded the motion and the motion passed with a vote of 6-0-0.     
 

B. New Development – Conceptual 
1. Popeye’s Louisiana Kitchen - DRB-002341-2014 

Ms. Ray introduced the application and stated its location, 15 Park Lane.  Ms. Ray 
presented an in-depth overhead review of the application.  The site is 1.4 acres and is 
located at the corner of William Hilton Parkway and Park Lane.  The applicant proposes 
to construct a 2,695 sq. ft. restaurant with a drive-through window and associated 
parking.   

The site was previously developed as a restaurant.  The building has been demolished;   
some asphalt parking and some associated paving remain. There are two specimen 
cypress trees located on the site where a parking lot island was previously located.  
Photos show some of the existing buffer between the site and Park Lane that will remain 
as well as some of the adjacent properties.         

The restaurant has been sited to minimize impact to the existing specimen cypress trees.  
Existing grades are maintained to the extent practical.  In and out access to the restaurant 
is provided from Park Lane.  Ms. Ray reviewed the location of the dumpster area which 
is screened from view of Highway 278.    
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Ms. Ray stated that the site presented many challenges for the applicant’s design team 
including circulation, the elevation of the existing site, the specimen trees, and the 
required parking.  The applicant has worked diligently with staff through multiple pre-
application conferences and meetings are in preparation of today’s Board review.    

The staff’s only comments relative to the site plan is that there is a great deal of paving.  
Any reductions that can be made in the amount of paving would be helpful.  There are a 
lot of jagged corners in the pavement and smoothing those out and softening the edges 
would be a plus.  Ms. Ray stated that the applicant also has some pedestrian connections 
showing provisions for an 8-ft. connection from the Town’s bike path to the site.  Some 
of these connections do not quite meet up and some consideration should be given to the 
pedestrian crossing to the restaurant.  Ms. Ray described the bike racks as shown on the 
far right corner of the site.  Per the new LMO, this is not an acceptable location for the 
bike racks.  The bike racks need to be moved closer to the entrance of the restaurant.     

The landscape plan includes a mix of overstory trees including live oaks, savannah holly 
and magnolia.  The plan also includes a mix of understory trees including wax myrtles, 
cherry laurels, yaupon hollies, and flowering shrubs.  Ms. Ray reviewed landscaping 
options for the buffer.  The staff recommends that there be a better transition from formal 
to less formal landscaping in the buffer locations.  The staff also recommended additional 
landscaping to shield the parking area from the adjacent property.  

Ms. Ray presented a thorough review of the elevations.  The south elevation is the service 
site of the building that faces Park Lane. The right side elevation faces the adjacent office 
building.  The left side elevation shows the view as you turn onto Park Lane and into the 
site.  All of the facades include pretty equal detail.   

Ms. Ray presented hard samples of the proposed color palette which is inspired by the 
adjacent office building and the hotel. “Manila” is the proposed color for the main wall; 
“Lion Yellow” for the trim; “Rustic Brick” for the accent band between the main wall 
and the dark brown brick, with dark green “Rain Forest Foliage” used for the shutters and 
the standing seam metal roof.  The color images show how the colors go together and 
they are consistent with the Design Guide. The building has been designed to incorporate 
island aesthetics and island character with the corporate Popeye’s brand.   

Details include a pitched roof, metal awnings, standing seam metal roof, overhangs, and 
shutters.  Materials include scored EFIS, standing seam metal, glass windows with an 
aluminum storefront, brick wainscot, and vinyl shutters.   

All of the storefront is proposed to be a dark bronze.  The fixtures will be dark bronze.   
The colors and materials are in keeping with the Design Guide.  The staff recommended 
approval of the Conceptual application with the suggestion that the pavement continue to 
be studied as the applicant moves into Final to see if there are any opportunities for 
reducing the amount of pavement while still providing the required amount of parking.  

Also consideration for additional study of the pedestrian connections should be given to 
make sure that pedestrians can move through the site and get through the doors of the 
restaurant.  Following staff’s presentation, Chairman Sodemann requested that the 
applicant make his presentation. 

Ms. Gale Brown, Mr. Terry Owens, Mr. Guy Payne, and Ms. Pamela Little presented 
statements in support of the application.  The applicants stated their appreciation to the 
staff for their assistance and guidance throughout the process.   The Board stated their 
appreciation to the design team for their willingness to adapt to the goals of island 
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character, island aesthetics, and the community. The Board discussed the Conceptual 
submission including the awning structure at the drive-thru which will match the roof 
color.  The Board also discussed the bollards and recommended that the bollards be 
brown or brick color in order to be nature blending.  The Board presented statements in 
concern of the health of the existing cypress trees as related to the amount of pavement.  
The preliminary planting plan shows plantings under the tree canopies which also is a 
concern. 

The Board discussed the roof and recommended a little more design simplification and 
continuity.  Increased roof overhangs were also recommended.  The steel tubular frames 
in the awnings over the windows should not be visible. The Board discussed landscaping 
and the addition of palms was recommended.  The Board also discussed the location of 
the bike rack.  The Board stated that if balconies are used, additional bracketing may be a 
good idea.  A couple of Board members stated that the balconies do not add much to the 
project and are out of character for the island.  The Board stated that the proposed green 
should be darker and more in character with the island.  The manila yellow color should 
be toned down slightly, if possible.  The Board agreed with the staff’s recommendations 
regarding additional landscaping including the preservation of specimen trees.  Following 
final comments by the Board, Chairman Sodemann requested that a motion be made. 

Mr. Strecker made a motion to approve Conceptual application  DRB-002341-2014 with 
the following conditions:  (1)  the roofing shall be simplified with less roof forms and 
consistent slopes; (2) reduce the scale and height of the building, if possible; (3) modify 
the canopy at the drive through window; (4) study the color selections to make them 
more nature blending; (5) maximize distance and provide buffer between the paving and 
the 32” live oak and the 24” live oak on the site; (6) provide additional landscaping 
between the building and the paving, if possible; (7) provide more detailed planting 
information; (8) relocate the bike racks as recommended by the staff; (9) study  
smoothing the edges of the pavement as recommended by the staff; and (10) modify the 
roof overhangs, if possible.  Mrs. Theodore seconded the motion and the motion passed 
with a vote of 6-0-0. 

10. Appearance by Citizens                                                                                                                         
None                                                                               

11. Adjournment 
   The meeting was adjourned at 2:35p.m.   

 

Submitted By:         Approved By:   

 

___________________         _________________ 
Kathleen Carlin         Scott Sodemann 
Administrative Assistant         Chairman 
 
 
 



From: hhiweb
To: Ray Jennifer
Subject: Public Comment Submitted
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 5:46:22 PM

Design Guide Update

This plan sounds great on paper, particularly the sections about trees, other landscaping, and
parking lots. Where was this plan when the Kroger's complex was being planned?? I hope we
(the town and residents) have better luck with the Pineland Station and other future
development plans. Thanks.

Barbara Clune
P. O. 7022, HHI 29938

















 

 

F i n d  m o r e  r e s o u r c e s  a t  w w w . T i m b e r l a n e . c o m  
090613-ENB 

Shown in a BS1 Bermuda Style painted in 

Khaki Stone. Multiple Shutter Styles and 

Options are available. 

 

     NCE UPON A TIME, we thought that 

wood was the only way to craft the finest shutters 

ever made. That is, until we discovered new state-

of-the-art synthetic materials that mimic wood in 

ways we never imagined. Thus, our Endurian line 

was born: the world’s first fully customizable 

maintenance-free shutters. Each Endurian 

Bermuda shutter is hand-crafted and assembled 

by the finest craftsmen. And once painted, with 

our environmentally-

friendly water-based 

paint, only the 

termites can tell the difference between our wood and 

our Endurian shutters. Bermuda shutters are the ideal 

choice for warmer climates by offering the 

functionality and features of shutters while also 

providing coverage and shade of awnings. Not only do they provide you with the 

perfect breeze through your home, but also the privacy you need without 

restricting the view. Endurian Bermuda shutters are also the ideal shutters for all 

homes by the water because of their water resistance and durability. 
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DDEESSIIGGNN  TTEEAAMM//DDRRBB  CCOOMMMMEENNTT  SSHHEEEETT  

  
TThhee  ccoommmmeennttss  bbeellooww  aarree  ssttaaffff  rreeccoommmmeennddaattiioonnss  ttoo  tthhee  DDeessiiggnn  RReevviieeww  BBooaarrdd  ((DDRRBB))  

aanndd  ddoo  NNOOTT  ccoonnssttiittuuttee  DDRRBB  aapppprroovvaall  oorr  ddeenniiaall..  
  

 
PROJECT NAME:  1st Tee Boys and Girls Club – NEW DEVELOPMENT   DRB#:  DRB-000068-2015 
 FINAL 
  
DATE:  January 27, 2015 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Approval      Approval with Conditions     Denial      
 
RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS: 

1. Finish of proposed Trellis Feature at Entrance is proposed to match clubhouse building.  Consider staining existing trellis to 
match clubhouse building and proposed trellis. 

2. Change proposed sign light from LED to other type of light allowed by LMO. 
3. All proposed lights are bronze with the exception of the lighted bollards.  Consider bronze lights on the bollard. 

 
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN 
DESIGN GUIDE/LMO CRITERIA Complies 

Yes 
 
No 

 
Not Applicable Comments or Conditions 

Structure is designed to be appropriate to the 
neighborhood     
Promotes pedestrian scale and circulation     
Design is unobtrusive and set into the natural 
environment     

Utilizes natural materials and colors    Wood, stucco, glass, vines; Beige, brown, bronze, and 
green.  

Avoids distinctive vernacular styles     
Design is appropriate for its use     
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All facades are have equal design characteristics     
Avoids monotonous planes or unrelieved repetition     
Has a strong roof form with enough variety to provide 
visual interest    Alternate parapet wall front elevation provided. 

Minimum roof pitch of 6/12    Roof is mostly flat; 6/12 stucco parapet wall added.  
Alternate parapet wall front elevation provided. 

Overhangs are sufficient for the façade height.    Building does not have overhangs, but added trellis, 
awnings, and wood screen walls provide visual relief. 

Forms and details are sufficient to reduce the mass of the 
structure     
Human scale is achieved by the use of proper proportions 
and architectural elements    Trellis, awnings, wood screen walls, and Bermuda 

shutters added to building. 

Utilizes a variety of materials, textures and colors    
Mostly metal – wall panels and awning roof and 
stainless steel wire mesh.  Some wood elements added 
– trellis, columns, awning, screen.  Stucco parapet 
wall added. 

Incorporates wood or wood simulating materials    Wood trellis, wood columns, wood screen 
Windows are in proportion to the facade     
Details are clean, simple and appropriate while avoiding 
excessive ornamentation     

Utilities and equipment are concealed from view    HVAC units are wall mounted on rear elevation; 
Bermuda shutters added. 

Decorative lighting is limited and low wattage and adds 
to the visual character    Proposed sign light is LED; LED lights are not 

allowed per LMO.   
Accessory elements are design to coordinate with the 
primary structure     

 
 
LANDSCAPE DESIGN 
DESIGN GUIDE/LMO CRITERIA Complies 

Yes 
 
No 

 
Not Applicable Comments or Conditions 

Treats the Landscape as a major element of the project     
Provides Landscaping of a scope and size that is in 
proportion to the scale of the development          

Landscape is designed so that it may be maintained in 
its natural shape and size     

Preserves a variety of existing native trees and shrubs     
Provides for a harmonious setting for the site’s 
structures, parking areas or other construction    An American Holly was added to screen end of stucco 

parapet wall. 
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Location of existing trees and new trees provides 
street buffers, mitigation for parking lots, and an 
architectural complement that visually mitigates 
between parking lots and building(s) 

   
 

Shrubs are selected to complement the natural setting, 
provide visual interest and screen less desirable 
elements of the project 

   
 

A variety of species is selected for texture and color     
Provides overall order and continuity of the 
Landscape plan     

Native plants or plants that have historically been 
prevalent on the Island are utilized     

A variety of sizes is selected to create a “layered” 
appearance for visual interest and a sense of depth     

The location of existing mature trees is taken into 
account in placement of shrubs so as not to damage 
tree roots 

   
 

Proper spacing and location for plants to reach their 
mature size and natural shape while avoiding 
excessive or unnatural pruning 

   
 

Proposed groundcovers are evergreen species with 
low maintenance needs     

Large grassed lawn areas encompassing a major 
portion of the site are avoided     

The adjacent development is taken into account in 
determining the most appropriate buffer so as not to 
depart too dramatically from the neighborhood 

   
 

Ornamentals and Annuals are limited to entrances and 
other focal points     

 
NATURAL RESOURCE PROTECTION 
DESIGN GUIDE/LMO CRITERIA Complies 

Yes 
 
No 

 
Not Applicable Comments or Conditions 

An effort has been made to preserve existing trees and 
under story plants    Existing open lawn areas are being converted to 

practice range, chipping green, etc. 
Supplemental and replacement trees meet LMO 
requirements for size, species and number    Proposed replacement/mitigation is based on 60% 

reduction for golf courses. 
Wetlands if present are avoided and the required 
buffers are maintained     
Sand dunes if present are not disturbed     



 4 

 
MISC COMMENTS/QUESTIONS 
Proposed “First Tee” logo sign will require sign permit application to be reviewed/approved by staff.  
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