Planning Staff Report to
Design Review Board - Urban
June 27, 2022
for the July 7, 2022 Public Hearing
Docket Number:

22-428

Applicant:

Nir Shoshani, NR Gateway Greenville

Property Owner:

Raj Patel, Kana Gateway, LLC

Property Location:

250 N. Church Street

Tax Map Number:

0042000100201

Acreage:

1.8

Zoning:

C-4, Central Business District;

Proposal:

New two-building mixed-use development and elevated plaza

Staff Recommendation:

Approval with conditions

Applicable Sections of the City of Greenville Code of Ordinances:
Sec. 19-2.3.8 Certificate of Appropriateness
Project Overview:
The applicant requests approval of the proposed site, massing, scale, and conceptual materials for a new
mixed-use development that will include 300 residential units, restaurant and commercial space, creative
studios, and a parking structure concealed by an elevated terrace. The site is currently vacant and was
once home to the Greenville Memorial Auditorium. The project is envisioned to provide multiple benefits
for the C-4 district, including to:
1. act as an anchor for the east end of the Cultural Corridor,
2. act as a gateway east into the urban core from I-385,
3. act as a gateway west from downtown to future development along the East North Street
corridor,
4. and provide a better pedestrian experience and connection to the Bon Secours Wellness
Arena from the urban core.
The project is located in the C-4, Central Business District, and is bounded by major thoroughfares on
three sides (Beattie Place to the north, Church Street to the west, East North Street to the south), and
private property to the east. An existing pedestrian bridge connects the site to the Bon Secours Wellness
Arena to the north.
Summary of Staff Findings

Per the request of the applicant, staff has specifically reviewed the project’s massing, scale, placement,
and circulation and finds that they are generally acceptable and in keeping with the relevant standards
set forth by the Downtown Design Guidelines. At this point in the development of the project, specific
site detail, architectural elements and details, and materiality have not been provided and must
be submitted for future review by the DRB. The below staff analysis provides a comprehensive
evaluation of the project for consideration; however, building massing, placement, scale, and material
concepts are the only items submitted for approval.
Staff Analysis:
•

PUB 1 – Block Pattern
o Vehicular entrance locations as shown do conflict with pedestrian circulation (primarily on
Church Street); however, these entrances are largely restricted by SCDOT given the
intensive use on all surrounding roadways.
 Future shared access should be provided from the E. North Street drive to the
adjacent parcel for future development per PUB 1.8.
 Curb radii for all proposed curb cuts should be minimized per PUB 1.9. This will be
reviewed with future DRB submittal.

•

PUB 2 – Pedestrian Realm
o Expanded pedestrian zones are provided along all sides of the proposed building;
however, the site plan does not provide enough detail for staff to discern proposed
elements or dimensions. A detailed site plan must be provided with a future DRB submittal.
o An expanded plaza has been provided near the pedestrian bridge and serves as a primary
pedestrian gateway into the site at the northeast corner.

•

PUB 3 – Sidewalk Zone
o Sidewalks connect to existing crosswalks and are separated from all adjacent streets by
planted areas that appear to be a minimum of 6 feet in width.

•

PUB 4 – Street Furnishing Zone
o No street furnishings have been indicated in the site plan, but some furnishings are
indicated in perspective renderings. Per PUB 4.1, street furnishings should be provided
along primary pedestrian thoroughfares, specifically along Church Street and the elevated
walkway along Beattie Place. Bike racks must also be provided in conformance with
Section 19-6.1.3(C). This will be reviewed with a future DRB submittal.

•

PUB 5 – Planting Zone
o Conceptual streetscape plantings are generally shown along Church and E. North Streets.
Final planting design conformance with PUB 5 must be provided within a future DRB
submittal.
o
PUB 6 – Building Transition Zone
o Some outdoor dining is shown near the intersection of Church and E. North Street.
Adjacent to outdoor dining, a minimum of 6 feet of clearance must be provided along all
public sidewalks. This must be indicated in a detailed site plan with a future DRB submittal.
o Pedestrian activation via outdoor seating, dining, planting, and retail displays are
encouraged along all other ground floor non-residential spaces per PUB 6.1. This will also
be reviewed with the next DRB submittal.

•

•

PUB 7 – Alleys and Pedestrian Cut-Throughs

o

No views have been provided of the primary parking deck entrance and associated
facades. A screened utility court is also indicated bordering the motor court and adjacent
to the northeast plaza. This will have a significant visual impact on the pedestrian
experience in this area.
 Per PUB 7.5, special consideration should be given to the building façade and
screening of the utility court to mitigate their visual impacts through detailing, art,
or plantings. Staff recommends exploration of the alternative placement or
configuration of the utility court to enhance pedestrian experience from the drive
court to the northeast plaza and loggia stair.

•

PUB 8 – Publicly Accessible Parks & Plazas
o Three plazas are indicated – one elevated plaza between the proposed buildings, one atgrade plaza at the corner of Church and Beattie Streets, and one at-grade plaza at the
terminus of the pedestrian bridge.
 Per PUB 8.2., plazas should be at the same elevation of the adjacent streetscape;
however, reducing the elevation of the elevated plaza is not feasible given the site
constraints for parking deck construction. Staff finds this condition acceptable.
 Special consideration has been given to access into the elevated plaza for ADA
accessibility via elevator access.
o Public art has been indicated at the Church and Beattie Street plaza. Given its tie to the
Cultural Corridor, staff recommends further incorporation of public art throughout the other
plazas. This will be reviewed with the future DRB submittal, but applicant is encouraged
to reach out to the City’s Arts & Public Places liaison as soon as possible.
o The screened utility court is located directly adjacent to the northeast plaza.
 Per PUB 8.9, utility and mechanical uses should be located away from all parks
and plazas. Staff recommends further evaluation of the utility court location to
enhance the pedestrian connection, to be reviewed with a future DRB submittal.

•

PUB 10 – Walls, Fencing & Screening
o The design of any site walls used for retaining or screening shall be composed of durable,
lasting materials and shall complement the architectural character of the proposed building
per PUB 10.2 and 10.4.

•

PUB 12 – Utilities
o Utilities have been placed adjacent to the motor court and northeast plaza, but an
enclosure is indicated to screen it from view.
 If feasible, the applicant should explore alternate locations to minimize prominence
of the utility yard, to be reviewed with a future DRB submittal.

•

PRI 1 – Placement
o Buildings are oriented towards all surrounding streets, and public areas are placed at
primary intersections for high visibility and activation.
o Pedestrian circulation is being considered in the building placement, but no alternate
methods of transportation have been indicated in the site plan currently. Per PRI 1.3,
alternate methods of transportation should be considered - bike racks, bus stops, and
rideshare pickup locations should be provided in the site plan in safe, convenient, and
well-lit locations as appropriate. This will be reviewed with a future DRB submittal.

•

PRI 2 – Massing

o

o
o

The massing of proposed buildings is appropriate considering its prominent location and
proximity to the Bon Secours Wellness Arena. The shorter building along East North Street
also provides an appropriate transition from the taller building to the neighboring church
across East North Street.
The buildings do not maintain a two to five story height at the street wall per PRI 2.3;
however, given the unique context of this site staff finds the massing appropriate and that
a step back is not needed.
Pedestrian-level stories have been distinguished from upper floors with taller ceilings,
pedestrian-scaled covered entries, and greater transparency.

•

PRI 3 – Entry
o With the information provided, primary building entrances appear to have been located to
promote walkability and connectivity and are designed in a way that is prominent without
overwhelming the massing and articulation of the rest of the building.
o No views have been provided of the Beattie Place retail space entrances or the vehicular
entrance from East North Street. It is assumed that pedestrian entrances will be provided
in these locations; these must be designed in accordance with section PRI 3. Final
placement, detailing, and articulation of entries will be reviewed with a future DRB
submittal.

•

PRI 4 – Activated Ground Floor
o Commercial uses and maximized transparency are indicated along all street-facing
facades, with the exception of the parking deck which faces East North Street.
o Level 03 (plaza level) is indicated to contain primarily residential use with some amenities.
 Per PRI 4.3, publicly accessible commercial space, not private space, should be
located along the ground floor to facilitate a more vibrant environment for
pedestrians. Staff is concerned that any lack of commercial uses fronting this
space will result in a lack of activation as a plaza and encourages the applicant to
select an appropriate commercial tenant.

•

PRI 6 – Materiality
o On the taller building, a three-dimensional printed panel is employed as a unique
architectural element, with a pattern that will be mimicked in the detailing at the pedestrian
level. Metal paneling is used for other portions of the facades, with distinct color
applications for vertical accents.
 The 3D printed material has not been used in the immediate area, but staff finds
that the general approach to materiality is appropriate and would act to convey a
sense of human scale per PRI 6.4, while creating a unified whole per PRI 6.6. The
use of color is consistent with PRI 6.8.
o On the shorter building, metal paneling is the dominant material application, broken up by
projecting window elements and balconies. The 3D printed material used on the taller
building is also employed to distinguish the ground floor commercial space at the
southeast corner.
 Staff finds that the application of metal paneling as indicated, is not in keeping with
PRI 6.6, and recommends further exploration of detailing and material applications
to reduce the monotony of the facades of the shorter building. Similarly, further
study of the proposed color scheme for this building should be done for
consistency with PRI 6.8 – brighter, bolder colors should not dominate the overall
color palette or cause the building to look out of place. This will be reviewed with
a future DRB submittal.



While the applicant has requested approval of the material concepts, no specific
materials have been named in the application. Final materials and samples must
be provided for approval of the final architecture. Approval of material concepts,
as requested, is general in nature and should in no way be misconstrued as
approval for a specific material.

•

PRI 8 – Private Outdoor Spaces
o No views or details have been provided regarding the rooftop pool and amenity space
indicated at the southeast corner of the project. Final design and detailing of this space
should be provided with a future DRB submittal.

•

PRI 10 – Parking Structures
o Most sides of the proposed parking structure have been wrapped with commercial
frontage; however, one side of the parking structure is exposed along East North Street.
This side has been activated through the application of a vegetated wall, public art, and
landscaping in accordance with PRI 10.1.
o A vehicular entrance is indicated along Church Street, conflicting with pedestrian
circulation along the building frontage. The applicant has indicated that this location has
been dictated by SCDOT.
 No direct views have been provided of this entrance. Design of the vehicular
entrance should prioritize pedestrian safety and continuity of the streetscape
through materiality and detailing. Conformance with PRI 10.7 will be verified with
a future DRB submittal.

Conclusion:
Overall, staff finds the proposed building scale, massing, placement, and circulation appropriate as a
prominent entrance into the C-4 district and consistent with the character of the downtown area.
Therefore, staff recommends approval with the following conditions:
1. This approval is limited to the following design elements provided in the application:
o Building footprints, orientation, and location
o Building heights, massing, and step backs
o General pedestrian circulation routes (ADA accessibility must be provided)
Any future submittal to the DRB must reflect the approved elements as generally conveyed
with this application. If revisions are required, a new approval must be secured from the
DRB.
2. Future shared access should be provided from the E. North Street drive to the adjacent
parcel for future development per PUB 1.8.
3. If feasible, the utility court should be relocated to an area of lesser visual impact per PUB
8.9 and PUB 12. If it is to remain, special consideration should be given to the orientation
and screening of the utility court to mitigate its visual impact through detailing, art, or
plantings per PUB 7.5.
4. Per PRI 4.3, commercial space, not private space, should be located along the plaza
frontage to facilitate a more vibrant environment for residents and pedestrians. Staff is
concerned that the lack of commercial uses fronting this space will result in a lack of
activation as a plaza. Activation of the plaza must be addressed with the architecture
submittal.
5. Staff finds that the application of metal paneling as indicated, is not in keeping with PRI
6.6, and recommends further exploration of detailing and material applications to reduce

the monotony of the facades of the shorter building. Similarly, further study of the
proposed color scheme for this building should be done for consistency with PRI 6.8 –
brighter, bolder colors should not dominate the overall color palette or cause the building
to look out of place. The applicant shall work with two members of the DRB to refine these
items prior to the architecture submittal.
6. No specific materials have been named in the application. All final materials and samples
must be provided for approval of the final architecture. Approval of material concepts, as
requested, is general in nature and should in no way be misconstrued as approval for a
specific material.
7. This CA is considered a specific site development plan. As such, the CA issued for this
project shall be subject to Land Management Ordinance Section 19-2.2.14 Lapse of
approval/vested rights and the Vested Rights Act, Article 11, of Chapter 29, Title 6, of the
Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976 (S.C. Code §§ 6-29-1510 et seq.). The CA shall be
valid for a period of two years from the date of approval by the Board. The Vested Right
shall be granted up to five annual extensions upon a written request for an extension that
must be received from the applicant at least sixty (60) days before expiration, unless any
change or amendment to the land development ordinance or regulations of the City of
Greenville’s Code of Ordinances were to be amended that would no longer allow execution
of the site-specific development plan. At any time during the two-year period or any
subsequent Vested Rights extensions, the applicant may be granted a building permit from
the City Building Official. Should the CA expire at any time prior to the application for a
building permit, such permit shall not be issued until a current CA is provided.
Traffic Engineer Comments
Date: 6/24/2022
Recommend: Approve w/ Conditions
Comments:
Traffic Impact Analysis form is required for all proposed developments. It can be found at:
https://cityofgreenvillesc.formstack.com/forms/tia_use_and_intensity. Please fill out and submit online.
Traffic access and circulation to the surrounding roadway network will need to be carefully coordinated
with SCDOT and the city.
Environmental Engineer Comments
Date: 6/22/2022
Recommend: Approve w/ Comments
Comments:
1) Wastewater – Wastewater service for the development will be subject to the following

conditions:
a. There are existing City sewer mains available to serve this development. The
developer must confirm that the existing sewer system/treatment plant has
available flow from the City and ReWa by submitting a Sewer Capacity Request
Form (Service Lateral Fillable Form aka PSSAR).

b. The wastewater permitting and acceptance process shall meet those requirements
set forth in the City of Greenville Design and Specifications Manual Chapter 8.
c. Each building shall have a separate and direct connection to the City’s sanitary
sewer main.
d. Prior to using an existing lateral, the existing lateral must be tested to ensure that it
conforms to City of Greenville performance requirements. Provide a video
documenting the condition of the existing service connection prior to its reuse. A
new lateral will be required if the existing lateral is in poor condition. The final
Certificate of Occupancy will not be issued until the lateral is shown to be in good
condition or a new lateral is installed.
e. Each building shall require a new service fee through ReWa.
2) Stormwater Management – The development is considered a larger common plan and
must be performed in conformance with the City’s stormwater ordinance (Article 19-7:
Stormwater Management). Specifically, you will need to have a Professional Engineer
prepare a non-single family site plan for the development and it will be subject to the
following conditions:
a. A stormwater plan is required to be submitted with the non-single family site plan
permit. Submit the major, minor or the soil erosion and sediment control stormwater
plan as appropriate.
b. At a minimum, a stormwater plan should include:
i. Proposed layout.
ii. Appropriate erosion control best management practice standard details.
iii. A construction entrance.
iv. A concrete washout.
v. Silt fence
c. The plan should also show any drainage details needed to ensure the development
will not adversely impact adjacent properties and will adequately control runoff from
offsite.
a. If the proposed development creates a new impervious surface greater than or
equal to 0.25 acres, water quantity will be required for the 2,10 & 25 year 24
hour storm event with no significant increase in the 100 year 24 hour storm
event.
b. Any stormwater drainage system conveying offsite water shall be designed in
compliance with the Stormwater Ordinance.
c. Water quality treatment is required when either:
• The proposed development has a total impervious surface area ratio of
60% or greater and disturbs 50% or more of the parcel or larger common
plan over a five year period; or;
• The proposed development creates a new impervious surface greater
than or equal to 0.25 acres.
3) Floodplain – A portion of the subject property is not located in a FEMA floodplain as
determined utilizing 2019 Flood Insurance Rate Maps.
Refer to the following applicable sections of the Downtown Design Guidelines for further
information:

Public Realm Guidelines:
• PUB 1. Block Pattern
• PUB 2. Pedestrian Realm
• PUB 3. Sidewalk Zone
• PUB 4. Street Furnishing Zone
• PUB 5. Planting Zone
• PUB 6. Building Transition Zone
• PUB 7. Alleys And Pedestrian Cut-Throughs
• PUB 8. Publicly Accessible Parks And Plazas
• PUB 10. Walls, Fencing And Screening
• PUB 12. Utilities
Private Realm Guidelines:
• PRI 1. Placement
• PRI 2. Massing
• PRI 3. Entry
• PRI 4. Activated Ground Floor
• PRI 6. Materiality
• PRI 8. Private Outdoor Spaces
• PRI 10. Parking Structures
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APPLICATION FOR
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
URBAN DESIGN PANEL
Contact Planning & Development:
(864) 467-4476

APPLICANT/OWNER INFORMATION
*Indicates Required Field
APPLICANT

PROPERTY OWNER

Raj Patel

*Name:

Nir Shoshani

*Title:

Kana Gateway, LLC
1600 NE 1st Ave, Suite 3800 | Miami, FL 33132 1387 Tiger Blvd | Clemson SC 29631
(864)367-9511
(305)625-0949
raj@accentegroup.com
nir@nrinvestments.com

*Address:
*Phone:
*Email:

NR Gateway Greenville, LLC

PROPERTY INFORMATION
hurch Street
*STREET ADDRESS 250N__C____
____________________________________________
0042000100201
*TAX MAP #(S) ____
______________________________________________________
No
*SPECIAL DISTRICT______________________________________________________

DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST
To include scope of project and justification or response to specific guidelines and special conditions.
This application for a Certificate of Appropriateness is for Master Plan approval of the Gateway Mixed Use Development. The scope of the development and the requested Certificate of Appropriateness are as follows...
Scope
The Gateway Development includes 300 residential apartments, restaurant and commercial space, creative studios, and a 300 car partially subterranean parking structure concealed by a raised public terrace. The urban design intent of this development is to...
1. Anchor the east end of the Cultural Corridor;
2. Serve as a gateway and arrival experience into the urban core as approached by vehicle from the east;
3. Serve as a gateway into the Gateway District as envisioned through the Plusurbia Gateway District Master Plan Charrette; and
4. Provide a sense of place and enhance the pedestrian experience proceeding from the urban core to The Well.
Master Plan Certificate of Appropriateness Request (Site Plan Review)
1. Site Plan Approval;
2. Massing and Scale Approval; and
3. Material Concepts Approval.
Response to Primary Guidelines of Relevance
PUB 1. Block Pattern - the Master Plan responds to all 9 General Guidelines with the primary design response provided by the raised public plaza which divides the development into two architectural masses with distinct scale and character and connects this plaza to
the urban core, the Pettigru Historic District and pedestrian bridge to The Well.
PUB2. Pedestrian Realm - responds to all 4 General Guidelines and specifically offers gracious sidewalks exceeding 12' wide, generous curb lawns, allowances for street furnishings and public art, and the raised public "plaza" referenced in Guideline 2.4.
PUB 3-7. Spatial allowances are made in the Master Plan to address all of these guidelines. The architectural and landscape detail response will be provided at the Architectural Review.
PUB 7. Alleys and Pedestrian Cut-Throughs - responds primarily through the terraced seating along Church Street and the Stair Loggia connecting the raised terrace to the pedestrian bridge connection to The Well.
PUB 8. Publicly Accessible Parks and Plazas - Church Street terraced seating, sculpture garden along E North Street, and food oriented retail activated raised public plaza all respond directly to the guidelines.
PUB 9. Lighting - the bas relief facade accents, the design of the terraced seating, the sculpture garden, the raised public terrace, and the loggia stair are specifically designed to facilitate thoughtful and dramatic architectural lighting. A nationally recognized
architectural lighting consultant will be retained to develop final lighting design that will be presented at the Architectural Review.
PUB 10 - N/A
PUB 11 - will be addressed at the Architectural Review
PUB 12. Utilities - the electrical service yard is discreetly located toward the interior of the site and will be screened with walls compatible with the architectural character of the primary buildings. The waste compactor and all long term parking is located within the
podium and screened from the public way.
PUB 13 - N/A
PRI 1. Placement - General Guidelines 1.1 and 1.2 are respected by the Master Plan. Ample bicycle storage will be provided in the parking podium and a Ride Share & Valet Motor Court is proposed to promote alternative modes of transportation in accordance with
1.3. (1.4 is N/A.)
PRI 2. Massing - Specifically in response to Special Condition Guideline 2.6 entitled Gateway, the north tower is designed in scale with the neighboring Liberty 2 building to intentionally provide a strong visual presence as one approaches the urban core by car from
the east. In response to General Guideline 2.7, the south tower is intentionally significantly lower in scale to create a variety of building heights and to respond to Christ Church to the south and the Courthouse to the west.
PRI3. Entry - the Church Street and Beattie Place corner serves as the primary residential entrance and is scaled and designed in accordance with the relevant guidelines. Likewise, the Church Street and E North Street corner is anchored by a commercial space that
is provided with a terrace that is appropriately scaled and partially buffered from the vehicular traffic and is connected to a proposed sculpture garden along E North Street.
PRI 4. Activated Ground Floor - this guideline is responded to at several locations, but perhaps the most meaningful is along Beattie Place as a gesture to complete the Cultural Corridor to The Well by activating the pedestrian way with performance and visual arts
oriented business shop fronts.
PRI 5. Articulation - The Material Concepts and the preliminary architectural concepts depicted in the Master Plan renderings respond to all 7 General Guidelines. Also Guideline 5.LP Large Parcels is addressed by intentionally varying the materiality, color, and scale
of the north and south towers.
PRI 6. Materiality - The Material Concepts specifically respond to General Guidelines 6.1, 6.2, 6.4, 6.5, 6.6, 6.7, and 6.8. (6.3 is N/A.)
PRI.7 Architectural Lighting - see response to PUB 9.
PRI 8. Private Outdoor Spaces - provided by way of two roof terraces which meet the relevant guidelines.
PRI 9. Parking Lots - N/A
PRI 10. Parking Structures - all 10 General Guidelines and Special Condition 10.G are addressed by the Master Plan.
PRI 11. Existing Architecture - N/A
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INSTRUCTIONS
1. Preliminary meeting with staff is required prior to application submittal.
2. All applications and fees (made payable to the City of Greenville) for Certificate of Appropriateness must be received
by the Planning & Development office no later than 2:00 p.m. on the date reflected on the attached schedule.
A. URBAN DESIGN PANEL

Site plan review

$300.00

Architectural review

$300.00

B. SIGNS

$150.00

C. APPLICATION FOR STAFF REVIEW
Major (all site development activity, roof gardens, decks
or accessory structures; or any project that requires
consultation with a member of the DRB).

$100.00

Minor (color change; replacement of windows/doors; additions,
deletions or replacement of awnings; re-roofing; and projects that
do not involve structural alterations, increase/decrease in window/door
area or removal of architectural features).

$ 50.00

D. INFORMAL REVIEW
E. MODIFICATION TO AN APPROVED PROJECT
Major (requires review by DRB)
Minor (requires review by staff)

½ original fee
$ 50.00

F. REVISIONS (multiple required revisions may be subject to additional fees).
3. The staff will review the application for “sufficiency” pursuant to Section 19-2.2.6, Determination of Sufficiency and will
contact the applicant to correct any deficiencies, which must be corrected prior to placing the application on the
Design Review Board agenda.
4. If the application requires review by the Urban Design Panel, public hearing signs must be posted on the subject
property at least 15 days (but not more than 18 days) prior to the scheduled hearing date.
5. You must attach one (1) complete set of scaled drawings of the property at an appropriate scale such as 1”=20’ or ¼”
= 1’, etc. Although construction drawings are not required, applicants for final approval should be able to provide
construction drawings at the Design Review Board’s (DRB) request. The Board may request additional information at
any time to fully understand the proposal. Items submitted to the Board become the property of the City and will not
be returned.
SITE PLAN REVIEW
x

Site Plan Drawings (indicating footprint of existing buildings, proposed building, proposed exterior elements,
demolition of existing site features, floor plan, proposed exterior equipment, etc.).

x

Massing Studies and Images (images shall be high resolution and should depict adjacent building, proposed
building massing from various viewpoints, initial architectural details, photos of surroundings to review
context, etc.).

x

Model (physical or digital model that includes the surrounding context with massing only, no texture or
articulation is required). The contextual model for the DRB boundary can be downloaded here:

https://greenvillesc.sharefile.com/d-s4197849a61943358, and is provided as a .skp file.
Data is updated monthly.
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ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
x

Elevation Drawings of all Exterior Sides (indicate proposed materials, existing grade and proposed grade,
proposed mechanical equipment, outdoor lighting fixtures, landscape drawings, design and location of
signage, removal of existing building elements, addition to existing building, a streetscape elevation of
building adjacent to and across the street from the site, including the proposed building).

x

Sections (include vertical dimensions in feet, building sections where significant changes occur in building
volume, wall section for review of material relationships).

x

Detail Drawings (include material and methods of each type of construction affecting the exterior appearance
of the structure, samples, brochures and photographs of all exterior finishes, windows, fixtures, lighting and
signage).

x

Renderings (include perspective drawings, including views from pedestrian and public realm).

x

Model (physical or digital model that includes the surrounding context and should include accurate scale,
architectural detail to the extent that if describes the design intent, proposed textures and proposed signage).

For more detail on these submittal requirements, please refer to the Greenville Downtown Design Guidelines,
adopted May 2017.
Please verify that all required information is reflected on the plan(s). Please submit one (1) paper copy and
one (1) electronic version of the plan(s).
 Please read carefully:
The applicant and property owner affirm that all information submitted with this application, including any/all
supplemental information, is true and correct to the best of their knowledge and they have provided full disclosure of
the relevant facts.
In addition, the applicant affirms that the applicant or someone acting on the applicant’s behalf has made a reasonable
effort to determine whether a deed or other document places one or more restrictions on the property that preclude or
impede the intended use and has found no record of such a restriction.
If the Planning & Development office, by separate inquiry, determines that such a restriction exists, it shall notify the
applicant. If the applicant does not withdraw or modify the application in a timely manner or act to have the restriction
terminated or waived, the Planning & Development office will indicate in its report to the Design Review Board that
granting the requested change would not likely result in the benefit the applicant seeks.
 To that end, the applicant hereby affirms that the tract or parcel of land subject of the attached application is ___ or is
not _;__ restricted by any recorded covenant that is contrary to, conflicts with or prohibits the requested activity.

*Signatures
Applicant

May 26, 2022

Date
Property Owner/Authorized Agent
Date
Public Hearing Information
Public Hearing Signs

May 26, 2022
July 7, 2022 Urban Panel
To be posted when requested by Planning
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CA 22-428 • 250 NORTH CHURCH STREET
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May 31, 2022

THE GATEWAY
[on the Cultural Corridor]

GATEWAY: [on the Cultural Corridor]

ARTS

GREENVILLE’S
CONNECTION
TO THE
BLESSING HANCOCK, SPINDLE

STEPHEN KISHEL, PARADIGM PATHWAY

BLACK CANVAS MURAL CO.

BOB DOSTER, JULIE VALENTINE

LIBERTY BRIDGE

DALE CHIHULY, ROSE CRYSTAL TOWER

ANDREW WYETH, CHRISTINA’S WORLD

MATT DUFFY, LOW-POLY OPEN HEART

QUIDO VAN HELTEN, UNITY MURAL

JAMES GREER BENCH

BLESSING HANCOCK, SPINDLE

MICHAEL NEAL JACOBSON, ARIA

JOHN ACORN, 10 ARTISPHERES
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GREENVILLE’S CULTURAL CORRIDOR
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MATERIALS PALETTE INSPIRATION

[Design Wall 2000 Panelized Cladding & Glazing]

[Branch Technology 3D Printed Public Art]

Branch Technology 3D Printed Public Art]

GATEWAY: [on the Cultural Corridor]

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN MODELS

SCHEME A

SCHEME B

SCHEME C

Gateway[gathering around arts]
Greenville, SC

EXTRUDE

CUT

TURN

PUSH AND PULL

Generative Massing Diagram

Gateway[gathering around arts]
Greenville, SC

Roof

16,779 SF Residential
Roof Terraces

LEVEL 09 [SOUTH TOWER]

199,001 +/- SF Total
18,091 +/- SF/ Floor - Residential

LEVELS 04-08 [SOUTH TOWER]

LEVEL 03 [NORTH TOWER]

LEVEL 03 [SOUTH TOWER]

27,540 SF Total
14,027 SF Residential
11,089 SF Courtyard
2,424 SF Amenities

LEVEL 02 - PARKING

Roof

71,085 +/- SF Total
14,217+/- SF Floor - Residential

15,581 SF Total
10,965 SF Residential
3,462 SF Pool Terrace
4,214 SF Commercial
2,500 SF Amenity

29,095 SF Total
27,210 SF Parking
600 SF Commercial
1,285 SF Amenities

LEVEL 01- CHURCH ST.		

37,986 SF Total
27,210 SF Parking
7,555 SF Commercial
3,221 SF Amenities

PARKING LVLS. 1,2&3
70,770 SF Total

EXPLODED AXON

± 8' GREEN
SPACE,
SIDEWALK TO
FACE OF
BUILDING

12' WIDE
SIDEWALK

36' x 30' PLAZA

12' WIDE
SIDEWALK

± 6' GREEN
SPACE

GREEN SPACE

VIEW FROM ABOVE GREENVILLE

Johnst0n
DESIGN GROUP

VIEW FROM E NORTH ST ON APPROACH

VIEW FROM BEATTIE PL & CHURCH ST

VIEW FROM E NORTH ST & CHURCH ST

VIEW FROM CHURCH ST AT TERRACED STEPS

VIEW FROM BEATTIE ON APPROACH

VIEW FROM FUTURE PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE - TWILIGHT

VIEW FROM FUTURE PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE - DAYLIGHT

VIEW FROM LOGGIA STAIRWAY
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QUIDO VAN HELTEN, UNITY MURAL
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THANK
YOU.

