
 

AGENDA 
MEETING OF DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 15, 2026 - 4:00 PM 

 

 
Greenville City Hall, Council Chambers, 206 S. Main Street 

Citizens may access the meeting at the following web address: 
https://www.greenvillesc.gov/1694/Online-Meetings 

 
 
1. Call to Order 

2. Roll Call 

3. Welcome and Opening Remarks from the Chair 

4. Approval of the Minutes 

5. Call for Public Notice Affidavit from Applicants 

6. Acceptance of Agenda 

7. Conflict of Interest Statement 

8. Old Business 

9. New Business (public comment) 

 a. UH 25-1020 
Application by Dedrick Williams for Unreasonable Hardship to Demolish an Historic 
Resource Structure at 109 Green Avenue 

10. Advice and Comment (no public comment) 

11. Other Business (no public comment) 

12. Informal Review (no public comment) 

13. Adjournment 
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Planning Staff Report to 
Design Review Board 

January 6, 2026 
for the January 15, 2026 Public Hearing 

 
 

Docket Number:  UH 25-1020 

Applicant:   Dedrick Williams 
Property Owner:  Allen Temple AME Church 

Property Location:  109 Green Avenue 

Tax Map Number:  0073000500100 

Zoning:    MX-D, Mixed Use Downtown 

Proposal: Unreasonable Hardship Request to Demo Existing Structure 
 

Staff Recommendation: Denial 
 

 
Applicable Sections of the City of Greenville Code of Ordinances: 
 

 Div. 19-6.2.7 Unreasonable Hardship Request to Demo 
 
Application Request: 
The applicant proposes to demolish the historic parsonage building at 109 Green Avenue.  
 
Historic Status:  
The parsonage structure is a 1-
story brick side-gable bungalow 
with an engaged front porch, 
supported by brick posts and 
spanned by brick railing. The 
structure features a large front-
gable, side dormer, an interior 
chimney, a single-leaf entry, 
and one over one windows. 
The building is listed on the 
city’s Historic Architectural 
Inventory and located within 
both the West End Preservation 
Overlay District and the 
Downtown Design Review 
Boundary.  
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Additionally, the parsonage is listed along with the church sanctuary on the National Register of 
Historic Places. The application was submitted to the National Register by Ruth Anne Butler, late 
local civil rights activist and founder of the Cultural Exchange Center, which was designated as a 
Local Landmark in 2025. The parsonage was constructed in 1924, prior to the current sanctuary 
which was constructed in 1929. The National Registry listing states that the building “was long 
used as the church parsonage and contributes to the significance of the Allen Temple A.M.E. 
Church within the period of significance 1929-1949”. At the time of the National Registry listing in 
2008, the structure was utilized as a soup kitchen.  
 
Further information found on the city’s historic resource survey card indicates that a two-story 
brick building was constructed in 1881 after the congregation had previously met in several 
makeshift locations. The original building became the Allen Chapel A.M.E. Church, named in 
honor of Richard Allen who was the founder of the A.M.E. church. The name was changed to 
Allen Temple when a new site was purchased and the original building was dismantled and re-
erected, due to an expanding congregation. The present 1929 sanctuary was constructed when 
the congregation expanded again, followed by a 1949 Sunday School wing, named the Dreher 
Education Building, which housed the first nursery school and kindergarten program sponsored 
by an African American Church in Greenville.  
 
Application History: 
As the property is listed on Greenville’s Historic Inventory and on the National Register of Historic 
Places, it is considered an historic resource that requires an Unreasonable Hardship application 
for demolition.   
On November 3rd, 2025, staff visited the site with two members of the Historic Review Board and 
two members of the Design Review Board to obtain commentary on the proposed demolition. The 
following feedback was provided from the Historic Review Board: 
 

“In following up on the Allen Temple AME Church request for demolition of the 
existing bungalow structure, I took a deeper dive and thought consideration and 
have the following to offer: 
 
DOCUMENTATION VS. EVOLUTION 

• The original application to SHPO explicitly identified the bungalow as 
a contributing resource to the overall historic significance of the site, so it would be 
important to state a VERY specific why we would be overturning documentation 
that originally placed the property on the historical record. 

• The 1920 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps confirm the existence of both the original 
smaller church and the bungalow as contemporaneous structures, reinforcing their 
shared historical association and significance. 

• While the historical documentation alone would typically provide sufficient 
justification to deny demolition, subsequent alterations and deferred maintenance 
have compromised the bungalow’s architectural integrity: 

o Notably, the late-1940s addition of brick—constructed concurrently with 
the education building—obscured or removed key exterior-defining 
features such as embedment of the outriggers / corbels, and other areas 
where the brick detailing obscured traditional wood detailing. 
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o All original windows are missing where the window muntin pattern 
typically accentuates and is a prominent detail of the American Bungalow. 

o The current structure has experienced significant deterioration and 
prolonged abandonment. 

o Interior finishes and character-defining spaces have been lost, leaving the 
building effectively as a remnant shell. 

o Rehabilitation would require substantial financial investment to 
reconstruct features that are no longer identifiable, intact, or present on 
the property, in particular if the applicant wished to use the property as an 
extension of the church for public use. 

HARDSHIP CONSIDERATION RECOMMENDATION 

• Given the cumulative loss of integrity, condition issues, and scale of investment 
required, it would likely constitute an unreasonable hardship to require restoration. 

• This is particularly evident when compared to the church structure itself, which 
was reconstructed in 1929 and remains clearly identifiable and historically legible 
and a prominent architecture edifice. 

• While my stance is always for the means of preservation, given the 
aforementioned conditions and identifiable issues - I would come into agreement 
that demolition be allowed with conditions. 

SUGGESTED MITIGATION / SITE TREATMENT CONDITIONS 

• Some form of site definition or interpretive element should be required to 
acknowledge the history of the property and maintain corner presence, such as: 

o A historical marker or interpretive signage referencing the church and 
former bungalow 

o Art in public places or a commemorative installation 
o A defined landscape or hardscape element that reinforces form and 

context 

• Consideration could also be given to salvaging portions of the existing brickwork 
for reuse within a landscape or architectural feature to anchor the corner and 
provide a tangible connection to the site’s history. 

• Additionally as there are some savage items within the house (mantels / 
surrounds / etc.) I would suggest that there be an opportunity to salvage before 
the structure is approved for demolition. 

- Historic Review Board Member 
 
“I do struggle with allowing the building to be demolished, despite the financial 
burden of restoration to meet code, because it is shown to be older than the church 
that is currently on the site, having been built with the original church structure.  I 
understand that the church cannot afford to renovate the bungalow, but I feel some 
parameters should be put in place and not just agree to demolish it.   
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Having read through the structural report the church provided, I now understand the 
structural issues and damage (mostly termite) to be more extensive than I could see 
while we were on site.  Although anything can be repaired and reused, the cost to 
do so here would be an absolute labor of love not a business decision! 
 
At a minimum, we need specific information on what the church will do with the 
property once the building is removed.  That way we can make sure they aren’t 
putting a parking lot there and we can hold them to the proposed use of the site.  As 
part of that use, I agree with (other board member) about the ways they suggested 
to treat the site afterwards with historical signage and context construction to show 
where the house was.   
 
This may not be feasible, but can we suggest that the exterior brick that was added 
be removed and the house be moved to another site nearby? Having said that, the 
best argument for opposing demolition is its location on THIS site as part of the 
original church construction as noted on the National Registry.  Once you move it (if 
even possible), it becomes another rundown bungalow that someone has to 
maintain with no connection to its original history.”  
 
- Historic Review Board Member 

 
Staff Analysis: 
When considering a proposal for demolition, the Design Review Board should consider the 
following:  

1. The historic or architectural significance of the structure.  
Staff finds that the structure is significant due to its listing on the city’s historic 
resource inventory and National Register and the background of the structure as 
described within both listings.  
 

2. The importance of the structure to the integrity and character of the district.  
The structure is located within the West End Preservation Overlay District but is 
not listed as a contributing structure to the district on the city’s historic resource 
inventory. However, the inventory was created in 2002, prior to the property’s 
listing on the National Register on which the property is listed as a contributing 
feature of the Allen Temple AME Church. Staff finds that the structure is important 
to the integrity and character of the district.   
 

3. The difficulty or impossibility of reproducing such a structure because of its design, 
material, detail or unique location.  
Although the structure has deteriorated significantly over recent years, the exterior 
is primarily intact. Staff finds that the structure would be possible to replace. 
However, the architectural style, detail, and material are less common in modern 
day construction.   
 

4. Whether the building is one of the last remaining examples of its kind in the 
neighborhood, the city, the region, the state, or the nation.  
The architectural style is not particularly unique and can be found elsewhere within 
the city.   
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5. Whether reasonable measures can be taken to save the structure from further 

deterioration, neglect, or collapse. 
Deterioration of the structure was exacerbated by exposure to the elements over 
time, as the windows were removed. As stated by the applicant, measures have 
been taken to prevent further damage or entry. The building has been secured and 
windows have been boarded.  
 

6. Evidence presented by the applicant proving unreasonable hardship.  
The structural report states that the estimated cost to bring the structure up to code 
“would be comparable to or exceed the cost of construction of a new building.” The 
applicant intends to sod the site and maintain a green space rather than replace 
the structure. Staff finds that economic hardship is evident.  

 
Summary: 
Staff provides the following summary of findings:  

• The existing structure is listed on Greenville’s Historic Resource Inventory as well as the 
National Register of Historic Places and located within the West End Preservation Overlay 
District.  

• Per HR.25C, an application for demolition should be accompanied by a complete plan 
for the new development proposed on the site. Per the applicant, the site is to be green 
space. A redevelopment plan must be reviewed by staff.  

• Staff finds that the required threshold for demolition of an historic resource is not met, 
given the historic significance of the structure.  

 
Therefore, staff recommends denial of the application based on HR.25, which states that 
historic buildings should not be demolished; and insufficient evidence of structural 
hardship to an extent that rehabilitation would be infeasible (per HR.25 B). 
 
Should the Design Review Board approve the demolition, staff recommends the following 
conditions: 

1. The demolition permit shall not be issued until site redevelopment plans have been 
approved. 

2. The parsonage must be memorialized on the site via one or more of the following 
options:  

a. A historical marker or signage referencing the church and former bungalow 
b. A commemorative art installation 
c. A defined landscape or hardscape element that reinforces the form and 

context of the parsonage on site 
3. The demolition application shall be subject to the mandatory 45-day public notice 

posting for the property for anyone to obtain a portion of the structure or to relocate 
it. 
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