MOUNT PLEASANT TOWN COUNCIL
TOWN COUNCIL AGENDA
Tuesday, June 12, 2018 at 6:00 p.m.
Municipal Complex, Council Chambers
100 Ann Edwards Lane
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
MINUTES
Mayor Haynie called the Town Council Meeting to order at 6:02 p.m.
Council Members Bob Brimmer, Joe Bustos, Kevin Cunnane, Kathy Landing,
Tom O’Rourke, Jim Owens, Gary Santos and Guang Ming Whitley were
present.
I.

PRAYER
Chaplain Doug Farmer led Council in prayer.

II.

PLEDGE
Mayor Pro Tempore, Gary Santos, led Council in the Pledge of
Allegiance.

III.

COMPLIANCE WITH FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT
Mr. Pagliarini certified compliance with the Freedom of Information
Act.

IV.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Mr. Owens moved for approval of the agenda; seconded by Mr.
Bustos. All present voted in favor.

V.

PUBLIC HEARINGS, AWARDS & PRESENTATIONS
A. State of the Town Address
Mayor Haynie presented the State of the Town Address

Mayor Haynie called for a brief recess at 6:38 p.m. and reconvened
at 6:49 p.m.
B. Recognition of Wando Championship Teams
Mayor Haynie and Town Council joined Recreation Committee
Chairman, Gary Santos and Recreation Director, Steve Gergick, in
recognizing the following:
Wando High School Boys and Girls Track Team: Head Coach, Kevin
Shiver, Assistant Coach, Jarred Goodman and Assistant Coach, Trey
Nichols. He stated that the Girls Track team are Charleston County
Team Champions, Region Champions and State Champions third
year in a row. He stated that the Boys Track Team are Charleston
County Team Champions, Regional Champions and State Champions.
Boys Lacrosse Team: Head Coach, Lance Renes, 2018 State
Champions, their 6th title in seven years.
Coach Lance Renes stated that the collaborative effort between the
Town of Mount Pleasant and Wando High School is the most
important relationship they have and thanked the Town for working
with the track team to utilize the Town Hall track. He said this is also
true with the Boys and Girls Swim teams, who use the Park West pool
to practice and train.
Mr. Santos stated that the Boys and Girls Swimming teams were
unable to attend this evening; however, the Town is very proud of
their accomplishments; Head Coach, Cheryl Durden and Allison
Brown. He stated that the Girls and Boys Swim Teams are Regional
and State Champions.
Mr. Santos stated that the Boys Soccer Team led by Head Coach,
Shilo Tisdale has a record of 28-0. He stated that they had a 54-game
winning streak that broke the 1992 and 1998 record of 45 games
won in a row by Riverside High School. He said this is a tremendous
accomplishment. He said they are State and Region Champions. He
stated that he would also like to announce that this team is the #1
Soccer team in the nation.
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Mr. Santos stated that the Wando Athletic Department was named
the Top Five A program in the State 5th year in a row. He stated that
Coach Hayes, Wando High School’s Athletic Director is responsible
for the Athletics at Wando High School and does a fantastic job.
C. Longevity Awards
Mayor Haynie and Town Council members joined Town
Administrator, Eric DeMoura in recognizing Levica Kirvin, Court
Administrator, for 30 years of service.
Mayor Haynie and Town Council members joined Police Chief Carl
Ritchie in recognizing Sergeant Tony Winstead, for 20 years of
service with the Police Department.
D. Presentation by the US Army Corps of Engineers and the SC
Department of Natural Resources regarding the renourishment
project for Crab Bank
Mr. DeMoura stated that at the request of the Finance Committee
of Council, they asked that representatives from the US Army Corps
of Engineers and the SC Department of National Resources consider
updating Council on the renourishment plans for Crab Bank. He
introduced Brian Williams and Holly Carpenter with the US Army
Corps of Engineers and Lorianne Riggin with the South Carolina
Department of Natural Resources.
Lorianne Riggin, SCDNR, stated that she would like to provide the
Town with an overview of the renourishment of Crab Bank. She said
that they have been planning to protect and restore Crab Bank. She
stated that she would like to first provide a brief history of Crab Bank,
why DNR is involved and why they care. She said she will then turn
over the presentation to her colleagues with the Army Corps of
Engineers.
Ms. Riggin stated that Crab Bank has been a symbol within the
harbor for many years.
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She stated that the property is owned and managed by the
Department of Natural Resources. She stated that this property is
only one of five seabird sanctuaries along the coast.

She stated that these are animals that nest on the ground and many
harbor islands along South Carolina’s coast are important to these
birds because there is natural ebb and flow. She said these islands
are continually washed over and lose sand and grow by attributing
more sand from general wave action. She said this is great for the
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ground nesters, because they are not large enough to grow a great
deal of vegetation which allows for predators to then come and
forage on the nestlings and on the eggs of these birds. She said prior
to Hurricane Irma in 2017, Crab Bank was a nesting sanctuary for
seabirds and shorebirds along the coast. She said Hurricane Irma
came through and washed away the remaining nesting high ground.
She said what is important about Crab Bank is that it provides a
predator free refuge primarily for seabirds and shorebirds
specifically, brown pelicans and various tern species. She said these
are all important species to DNR and the citizens of South Carolina
as what is called the State Wildlife Action Priority Species. These
species that are categorized here are either endemic to South
Carolina, are rare and declining, or they simply do not know much
about them. She said in the case of seabirds and shorebirds, they are
declining. She said to provide an illustration of how important Crab
Bank has been over the past 50 to 60 years, the following
photographs will illustrate Crab Bank over time.

Page 5 of 87

Page 6 of 87

Page 7 of 87

Page 8 of 87

Ms. Riggin stated that as of today, DNR does not have any available
nesting high ground habitats. She said the seabirds and shorebirds
are here utilizing a lot of the South Carolina Coastline. She stated
that the Shoreline Biologist would have been here this evening;
however, she is out counting nests.

Ms. Riggin stated that DNR is here for the citizens of South Carolina
to be stewards of these resources. She stated that in the State
there are 65 different seabird, shorebird and wading bird species
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and 47 of those are listed as highest or high concern in the SWAP,
with 3 being federally listed and 5 are state listed species.

She said this is important to DNR, because South Carolina is an
important place for animals to come, nest, forage and rest as they
continue their migrations from north and south. She said over the
continent of North America, we have declined 70% of the seabirds
and shorebirds since 1973. She said there was a 3 ½% growth in just
the Town of Mount Pleasant and with the coast of South Carolina
being a great place to live and raise a family with beautiful beaches
for us to enjoy, but they are also places where these birds come to
raise their young. As more of the beaches become developed,
these seabird sanctuaries that are set up on the islands that ebb
and flow become even more important. She stated that through
the Post 45 Charleston Harbor Deepening project, there is an
opportunity to do something that makes ecological sense by taking
the dredge material and using it in a way to benefit the birds and
the citizens of South Carolina. She said the following illustration
shows some of the numbers of nests, which are not individual
hatchlings. She said from 2009 to 2017, anywhere from 1,500 to
2,000 birds nest on Crab Bank, providing multiple hatches of young
to contribute back to the population so that the 70% decline will
cease.
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She stated that she will now turn over the presentation to Holly
Carpenter and Brian Williams as to how the US Army Corps of
Engineers and SCDNR are working together to provide an
opportunity to bring Crab Bank back.
Holly Carpenter, Army Corps of Engineers, stated that this is actually
a complex history at Crab Bank and how it was established.
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She stated that beginning in 2011, the Charleston Harbor Deepening
and Widening project also known as Post 45, the feasibility phase
was initiated with the execution of the feasibility cost-sharing
agreement with the South Carolina State Ports Authority. She said
that the Post 45 feasibility phase was developed in order to address
transportation inefficiencies in the Charleston Harbor. She said
following the initiation of the feasibility phase, there were times
when they welcomed public comment and input through that
process. She said there were several public meetings and they also
released draft documents for public review. She said one of the
many activities that were completed during this phase was the
identification of a placement area for the material to be dredged
from the harbor. She said the recommended plan from the feasibility
project was a seven-foot deepening of the inter-harbor areas from
45 to 52 feet which is the project currently under construction in the
entrance channel today. She said in 2013, they worked with their
stakeholder agencies to identify the least cost and environmentally
acceptable placement locations for the material from Charleston
Harbor. Crab Bank was identified as a preferred placement
opportunity by those resource agencies and was included in the draft
documentation for the Post 45 project. She said it was included in
the final integrated feasibility report and environmental impact
statement which was released for public comment in 2014 and
finalized in September of 2015. She said the report also included that
a beneficial use alternative for the Post 45 project would be
evaluated in more detail during the design phase of the project. The
design phase was initiated in December 2015 and in the summer of
2016 the Charleston District completed additional geotechnical
boring campaigns in the Charleston lower harbor. Through the
additional data collection, the district was able to verify that there
was enough quality material that is at least 65% sand content
material for placement on Crab Bank. She said this analysis was
documented in the Post 45 supplemental environmental
assessment, which was completed and released for public comment
in October 2016, in which many favorable comments were received.
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She said through an email campaign from the Audubon Society, they
received approximately 276 support emails as well as emails from
resource agencies supporting the project. That document completed
the environmental compliance requirements for the proposed
federal action. She said it was also determined at the same time that
Crab Bank was to be at an increased cost of the least cost
environmentally acceptable placement alternative for that portion
of the material from the lower harbor. She said the least cost
alternative for that portion of the material is placement in the ocean
dredge material disposal site which is located just offshore from
Charleston Harbor and designated by the EPA. She said in order for
the Army Corps to construct the project at Crab Bank as a beneficial
use, another non-federal sponsor must step in to pay the increased
cost or to cost share under a different authority in the construction
of the project. She said this is where the South Carolina Department
of Natural Resources stepped in and provided a request for the
Charleston District to evaluate beneficial use alternatives associated
with the Post 45 project under the Army Corps continuing authority’s
programs, section 204. The Army Corps continuing authority’s
program allows the Corps of Engineers to undertake small
construction projects without a specific authority from either the
study or the construction of that project. She said particularly in this
case, section 204 allows the Corps to look at the beneficial use of
dredge material for the purposes of ecosystem restoration or flood
risk management with federal participation at a 65% cost share to a
35% non-federal cost and up to a maximum cost of $10 million
dollars. In order for the federal government to participate in the cost
of construction for beneficial use alternatives including Crab Bank,
an additional feasibility study had to be conducted. That feasibility
study optimized different alternatives looking at all the different
uses for material from Charleston lower harbor and ultimately
recommended placement at Crab Bank. She stated that this study
was drafted in September 2017 and recently approved by the Army
Corps South Atlantic Division in May of 2018. The recommended
plan from that draft report is the placement of 660,000 cubic yards
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of dredged material from the Charleston lower harbor onto Crab
Bank, the purpose of which is to create additional brown nesting
pelican habitat. Approximately 28 acres of brown nesting pelican
habitat, which is the amount of ground approximately two feet
above mean-high water or a total of an 80-acre island in reference
to mean-well or low water, will be created from the construction of
this plan. She stated that there is still design and construction for this
plan. In order for the Corps of Engineers to move forward with the
design phase for the project, a project partnership agreement with
the South Carolina Department of Natural Resources and the Federal
Government must be executed. If they are able to successfully
execute a project partnership agreement, both entities have
committed to completing the design for the project and also
concurrently completing a numerical model to validate the proposed
plan from the feasibility study. She said at this time, neither the
Army Corps of Engineers or the South Carolina Department of
Natural Resources have secured the full funding for the construction
of the project, but they are currently at this time, looking at moving
into that design phase.
Mr. Santos said that every time the Shem Creek area is dredged, it
silts back in and asked if there is any plan at this time when putting
the silt on to Crab Bank, to somehow protect it from the ships that
are coming in during high tides (or higher than predicted tides), in
order to keep it there longer.
Ms. Carpenter stated that during the continuing authority’s program
feasibility study, they looked in detail about the potential for adding
riprap or plantings to the proposed design; however, it is very cost
prohibitive. She said over a long planning period of 50 years, the
proposed plan is only the placement of material.
Mr. Santos stated that if this has to be done every several years, it
appears to be costlier rather than fixing it right the first time.
Ms. Carpenter said that evaluating the historical erosion of Crab
Bank, it is determined that this construction should lead to an island
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about the size it is today in fifty years. She said there are a number
of factors they are unable to predict, such as storms.
Mayor Haynie stated that he would like to remind Town Council and
the public that this Council does not have the authority to approve
or disapprove the plan that was just stated. He said the only item on
Council’s agenda this evening is the possible approval of funding to
study what might happen if this is done. He said if residents are
present this evening to comment about Crab Bank and how much
everyone loves it or how we feel about birds, this is not the
government body that is able to do anything about this. He said the
Town is unable to approve the plan or stop it. He said the funding
will be addressed in the Finance Committee as to whether this body
will fund a study to determine where the dredged material may
migrate and what the ramifications will be. He reiterated that Town
Council has no authority over this item.
Mr. O’Rourke asked Ms. Riggin if the images displayed of historical
Crab Bank over the years, were all taken at the same tide level.
Ms. Riggin stated that there was no way of knowing, looking at the
Google aerial imageries, to tell what level the tides were and she
would have to go back to tide charts to determine this.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that it can really fluctuate, and the image of the
last picture appeared to be at high tide. He directed his comments at
DNR and the Corps and said the Town is concerned about the effects
of Shem Creek that is near and dear to many in this community. If he
understands the presentation, the funding is not yet in place and
asked if it would be better to wait to see the effects prior to
conducting the study. He asked if this was logical.
Mr. Williams of the Corps of Engineers stated that he cannot speak
to the study the Town is proposing. He said he cannot provide
guidance on what the Town does. What he can advise on their path
forward is getting the agreement in place that Ms. Carpenter
discussed earlier, between the Army Corps of Engineers and SC DNR,
which is job #1. He said job #2 for them is they have committed to
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doing their own study to validate that their recommended plan will
not have the types of adverse effects that are concerning to some
within the Town.
Mr. O’Rourke asked if the scope of their study will be to determine
the effects of the dredge material that will go onto Crab Bank.
Mr. Williams stated that they are still reviewing it; however, the
intent is to, within what is reasonable to expect, with average
historical weather conditions, what out of placement would look like
after a 30 to 50-year period and where that material may potentially
migrate to. He said this is the second step. He said the third step
would be to secure the funding for construction. He said the Corps
of Engineers, Charleston District, does not have the funding and
must be vetted through their headquarters and Congress must
appropriate funding to the continuing authority’s section 204
program in order for construction to take place. He stated that all of
these projects compete nationwide with other projects of their kind.
He said that he cannot say that they will receive the funding;
however, the Corps of Engineers and DNR are committed to
advocating for it, but the ultimate decision is not in their hands.
Mr. Cunnane said when there is a separate study apart from the
federal and state government, does the Corps of Engineers give the
study any deference if the studies are different.
Mr. Williams stated that he is not aware of any history of this;
however, this project, in and of itself, is tied to the Charleston Harbor
Deepening. He said they currently have a limited timeframe to get
this design and attempt to secure the construction funds. He said the
source of the material to go onto Crab Bank is associated with
dredging the lower harbor for the deepening and widening project.
He said this deepening and widening project is not slowing down;
therefore, this either coincides or it will not happen. He said that
timing is of the essence and they will do all possible to move forward
quickly. He said they would certainly have to take a hard look at an
additional study by an outside entity and vigorously vetted through
their scientists and engineers before a conclusion was accepted,
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which takes time. He cannot say whether two competing numerical
modeling studies will result in success for the Crab Bank project.
Mr. Cunnane stated that clearly the main goal is to deepen the
harbor to the depths and asked if there is account taken of the
commercial fishing fleet using Shem Creek and even the recreational
boaters. He asked if the channel is at some type of risk by using this
dredge material.
Mr. Williams said that the Charleston Harbor Deepening, other than
supplying the source of material, is wholly separate from the
placement on Crab Bank. He said it is the source from which the
material would come, but the two found it was not the least cost
alternative for the harbor deepening to undertake this. This is where
they separated ways. He said their numerical modeling study they
are proposing during the design will hopefully remove those fears
that there would be negative impacts to Shem Creek. He said the
deepening study itself is not deriving any benefit from commercial
shrimping activities within Shem Creek.
Mr. Cunnane stated that it is therefore, not accounted for in the
dredging.
Mr. Williams stated that they are not considered under the
deepening and part of the placement activity. He said the Corps has
different hierarchies of activities that they undertake and they all
need to be scalable to the level of risk inherent to them. He said a
study to deepen Charleston Harbor gets a great deal of scrutiny and
advanced numerical modeling and other tools to ensure they are
making the right decision for a $500 million-dollar economic
decision. Whereas Crab Bank while still very important, does not rise
to that same level or at least it did not through the public comments
received as it was going through the NEPA process. He said they have
agreed to take a step back and try to obtain the numerical modeling
study to a point where it can also help to calm some of the concerns
over Shem Creek and negative impacts.
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Mr. Bustos asked about the pictures showing between 1989 and
2017 of the shrinking Crab Bank and where the sand went, because
Shem Creek had to be dredged in the early 2000’s.
Mr. Williams said that Shem Creek is dredged once a decade. He said
regarding the material from 1989 to 2017, it was taken to several
different areas.
Mr. Bustos stated that the coast has lived with the sand that migrates
from each one of these renourishment projects from Isle of Palms to
Sullivan’s Island and Folly Beach contribute some to islands further
down. He stated that he has watched the beach renourishments and
they are very careful and thought out and try to ensure that the sand
stays where it is supposed to. He asked if this type of modeling would
be done for this project, because if you dredge it once a decade and
are putting 660,000 cubic yards of 65% sand on Crab Bank, where
will it go. He said his concern is that if we do not know, it may go into
the channel of Shem Creek and then the Corps will have to come and
dredge it again, because we do not have the number of Shrimp Boats
and traffic moving in and out as was previously.
Mr. Williams stated that the intent of the numerical modeling study
that the Corps will undertake will be to try and answer that question.
Mr. Brimmer asked if the Town were to fund an independent study
and those findings came back in opposition to what the Corps study
shows, could this have an impact on receiving the federal funding
that the Corps is requesting.
Mr. Williams stated that at this point, the numerical modeling study
that the Corps is undertaking is additive to the plan that would have
secured the construction funding to begin with. He said if there were
competing results, they would have constructive conversation with
the Town prior to seeing the construction funds. He said that they
are ready to move forward based on best engineering judgement of
the Corps of Engineers with the information they have. He said
additional comments have been received and they have heard
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concerns which they are attempting to address. His hopes are that
they do not end up in that situation.
Mr. Brimmer said that the ten-year timeline was mentioned for the
dredging of Shem Creek and asked what triggers dredging. Is it
simply a ten-year timeline or is it that the creek silts up to a certain
point where dredging becomes necessary. He asked if dredging can
happen earlier or later than ten years depending on the rate of
siltation.
Mr. Williams said that the Corps goes out and conducts condition
surveys. The Corps has a hydrographic survey unit within the Corps
and they survey all the Charleston District’s navigation channels on
a yearly basis with some being done quarterly. He said they are all
posted on their website for informational purposes for Mariners, so
they know the conditions of the channel. He said they also use them
in an analysis to help determine if it is time for this particular area to
come up for a request for funding for dredging. He said it is the
funding piece that drives this. They use the condition surveys to try
and make a judgement of the timeframe.
Mr. Brimmer asked if it was fair to say, in this case, that if this project
went forward and the material was pumped onto Crab Bank and the
material ended up in the Shem Creek channel earlier than expected,
the Corps would know this by their annual study and could then
request dredging at whatever point it become necessary and not
necessarily have to wait ten years.
Ms. Landing stated that to clarify the Mayor’s earlier comments,
Town Council is tasked to determine whether it is fiscally responsible
and financially the right thing to do to protect both Crab Bank in the
renourishment, as well as protecting Shem Creek and believes the
question many have is if the Corps is able to assure the Town that
their renourishment project of Crab Bank is going to look out for both
of those interests (Crab Bank and Shem Creek). She asked if the
Corps is able to provide enough assurance that a separate study
would not be needed, and if so, how would this be accomplished.
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Mr. Williams stated that he believes this to be the intent of the
numerical modeling effort they will be undertaking and share those
results back with the Town once completed. He said regarding a
guarantee, he has none to make other than the people that are
present representing the agencies that they represent, who are
committed to #1 restoring Crab Bank for habitat and #2 attempting
to work with the Town to do so in a sustainable manner. He said they
are against the clock and this is a once in a career, once in a lifetime
opportunity to take this material from the deepening and utilize it in
a beneficial manner. He said there will not be another one.
Ms. Landing stated that she does not believe assurances can be
made; however, asked if renourishing Crab Bank is important and
the Town hires someone to do an independent study, which could
delay the process, what would it cost the Town to renourish Crab
Bank on their own.
Ms. Carpenter stated that the issue is not necessarily that it would
cost more if done at a different time, but the only available source
of material is from the Harbor deepening project that is moving
forward regardless of the status of the Crab Bank project.
Ms. Landing stated that she understands but was trying to make a
point that it would be costly to let this go as well.
Ms. Riggin stated that the total cost of the project between the Army
Corps of Engineers and the Department of Natural Resources above
the least cost alternative is approximately $4 million dollars. She said
of that $4 million dollars, DNR’s portion is 35% which is $1,394,000.
She said the Army Corps of Engineers is taking on 65% of the cost
above the least cost alternative, as well as what the equal price was
for that ocean disposal option as well.
Ms. Carpenter stated that she thought the question was asking if this
was not done now, what would it cost to do this at a different time;
however, she is not aware of a source that would make this feasible.
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Mr. Owens asked if the Corps was committing to the numerical
study, and does their current analysis show that Crab Bank has
moved 500 feet north.
Ms. Carpenter stated that in the feasibility report, the Corps
documented the outline of Crab Bank, dividing it into sectors and
studying how it has shifted and eroded, using this to determine how
much of the island would be left after a 50-year period of analysis.
She said she believes there was some shifting of the island to the
north but does not know the exact amount.
Mr. Owens asked if at this point, have they made the determination
on the exact placement of the dredge material onto Crab Bank.
Ms. Carpenter stated that they do have an approved plan from the
feasibility report that shows where the material will go. She said as
they get into the detailed design, they are also planning to do the
concurrent numerical model to validate that plan.
VI.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM THE MARCH 29, 2018 SPECIAL TOWN
COUNCIL MEETING, THE MAY 8, 2018 TOWN COUNCIL MEETING, AND
THE MAY 2018 FINANCIAL STATEMENT.
Ms. Whitley moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Santos. All present
voted in favor.

VII.

CORRESPONDENCE AND PUBLIC STATEMENTS
James Quinn, 2780 Palmetto Park Blvd., stated that he would like to
introduce an idea of raising the academic standards of our high schools
without any cost to the taxpayer or the Board of Education. He said this
is done through use of festivals and musical presentations. How do you
raise the academic standards? It is by having tutoring services. He said
subject matter experts, retired teachers, college students from the
College of Charleston or Trident Technical and “A” students from high
school. They are all paid starting at $25 for subject matter experts or
retired service individuals, $20 for a college student and $17 for a local
high school “A” student. He said the purpose is to have a small proof of
concept first. He said he has sung for the Addlestone Hebrew School
and there were 12 individual groups singing for them at no cost. He said
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musicians, singers, etc., will sing for nothing and the musical schools will
provide visiting musicians at concerts for nothing and we have the two
auditoriums, synagogues, churches and they would be independent. He
suggested first starting off with a small process, gather the funding and
have monies before the implementation, bringing “B” students to A’s
and “C” students to B and “D” students to C.
Howard Yates, attorney representing John Cooper and Rachel
Cunningham said that Ms. Cunningham would provide photos of the
front yard of John Cooper’s house at 702 Nomad Lane in the Wakendaw
Lakes Subdivision. He said that this happens when the Town
experiences heavy rain storms of one to two inches per hour. He said
Mr. Cooper is also going to show Town Council a plat of a property
indicating property lines and outlined in yellow are two dedicated
drainage easements. He said one is 10 feet in width and the other is 20
feet in width draining to Hawksbill Court, also in Wakendaw Lakes. He
said the issue is that the drainage easements are not open, and Mr.
Cooper is getting over 42,000 gallons of water in his yard. He said they
would like the Town to open these drainage easements and allow the
water to go where it should and not in his yard or house. He said he
would also like to request a contact person either in the Mayor’s office
or on Town Council to ensure this does not slip through the cracks. He
said this has been going on for years and they would like to make sure
this is resolved and not forgotten. He said that they would like to leave
the exhibits with the Town to determine the best way to resolve this
issue.
Mr. DeMoura asked that his office be contacted.
Mr. Yates stated that he sent an e-blast to all Town Council members
and the only one that responded was Ms. Whitley.
Jimmy Bagwell, 41 Vincent Drive, stated that he is here to discuss two
issues. He would first like to address the issue that the Corps of
Engineers and DNR just presented regarding Crab Bank and Shem
Creek. He said there is nothing more important to this Town than the
future of Shem Creek. People come from all over the country and the
world to see Shem Creek. He said it is the heart of Mount Pleasant. He
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said if the Town loses the Shrimp Fleet, Shem Creek will look like every
other creek on the eastern seaboard that do not have a shrimp fleet. He
said when there is a problem such as this one, it needs to be resolved
and feels that a second opinion is very important. He said there are
experts in marine engineering right here in the Town of Mount Pleasant
who have looked at this and even they are concerned about it. He thinks
that Town Council needs to take a hard look at this and approve an
independent study, because he does not believe the Corps of Engineers
had any idea of doing a modeling until this issue was raised. He urged
Town Council to do this and is happy that the Finance Committee voted
4-0 to do so. He said the second issue he would like to discuss is Long
Point Road. The plan that was proposed to cut through Boone Hall
Plantation to extend Long Point Road to Highway 17 and on to Rifle
Range Road was not a good idea in 2010 nor is it a good idea in 2018.
He would like to applaud the Planning Committee for voting against
extending this road and to recommend to Council not to move forward
with this item. He asked to adhere to what the Planning Committee
recommended. He said there is one last thing he would like to add. He
said the Town has had three tennis courts between Royall Avenue and
Pitt Street for as long as he can remember. He played tennis there,
taught his son to play tennis there and plays tennis with his
grandchildren there. He asked to please keep three tennis courts there,
because they are needed and there are no other tennis courts available
in this portion of the Town.
Pat Sullivan, 1002 Plantation Court, stated that our Town began when
it was nothing but a tiny village. She said we were no more than a little
village surrounded by huge plantations across what was then wideopen countryside. From these plantations grew unique African
American settlement communities and eventually the wide-open
countryside turned into housing developments, to the point where
there are only two uncommitted large land parcels left in town; Hamlin
Plantation and Boone Hall Plantation. She said the Town owes it to the
citizens and visitors to do everything they can to protect these lands.
The National Trust for Historic Preservations thinks that Boone Hall is
valuable enough that they have put it on the National Register of
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Historic Places. This land should not be encroached upon or
compromised. She said there are a great deal of quiet voices who have
come out recently to show and express their passion to protect our
open spaces, scenic properties, vistas and historic lands and cultures,
all woven together to form our unique lowcountry character. She asked
to leave them be and begin to proactively preserve and protect them.
She asked to respect and protect Boone Hall Farms in its entirety
instead of encroaching on part of it to build a road that Long Point
Homeowners believe will only increase the already dangerous traffic.
Lori Bauer, 506 Live Oak Drive, stated that her home is a
residential/commercial legal duplex and is zoned Areawide Business
with hotels as a usage. She is requesting Council for approval for shortterm rentals at her location. She is a licensed South Carolina broker
and has a part time experienced employee who assists her. She said
their short-term rental guests are verified and sign contracts and are
not allowed to have parties and she has not had any disturbances in
the neighborhood. She said they are on the property every day and
she pays taxes required of her that she is aware of and 6% short term
rental insurance over and above homeowner’s insurance, as well as
commercial utilities. She said regarding parking and traffic, she has
had no more than three cars parking on the side street at this location
when she has had guests. She said most of her guests take an Uber
when staying at her rental. She researches her reservations going
forward by three months and has an average of four guests on each
side (total of 8) staying at one time, as this is all she will allow. She
stated that these are guests that are spending money at restaurants
and retail shops around Shem Creek and the Town. She stated that the
merchants want and need their business year around. She made a
suggestion to be licensed as a guest home, which is a personalized
different experience than a hotel. She stated that she is willing to
comply with licensing, permitting and reasonable safety regulations.
She said this property was purchased to produce an income for herself
and is a fulltime job for herself and a part-time job for her employee.
She said this is the best use for this property and she does not agree
with the Town regulating how many days she rents. This is her
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business and livelihood. She does not believe she should have to live
at this residence to have a topnotch professional business such as this.
Edward Bodkin, 1605 Highway 41, was told that other lanes were going
to be built up Highway 41; however, if this is done, it will destroy the
lives of those living there, who have been there for years. He was also
told that the road would also be going through Park West which would
take the burden off those that live on Highway 41. He said if they put
more lanes on Highway 41, people will lose their homes with no place
to go. He said Council must think about the lives of the people. He said
this is also a historical area with historical landmarks and he would like
Council to think about what he is saying.
Laurie Bixler, 144 Third Avenue in Scanlonville, said that she knows that
Short Term Rentals (STR’s) are not on the agenda this evening; however,
it is currently in Committee and will be in front of Council soon. She said
to have your income pulled out from underneath you is terrifying. She
said not all short-term rentals are a threat to our Town and not all
homes can be affordable housing. She said that she is a very good
neighbor and citizen and would like to remain in her home, because she
loves Mount Pleasant. She has paid her taxes and Accommodations fees
all along and what she is asking is for Council to look at what Sullivan’s
has done, which was to grandfather all the rental properties who could
demonstrate a legal history and documentation. She would ask as we
move forward with fair and reasonable regulations, that she be
grandfathered in and that Council take extra consideration for all others
who may have a stake in this matter.
Pearl Ascue, 977 Gadsdenville Road, Awendaw, said this is not an
agenda item; however, she attended the Mount Pleasant Water
Academy class and discovered what a good job Mount Pleasant
Waterworks is doing working with the Town Council. She said there are,
however, some discrepancies. She stated that the residences in the
unincorporated area are being charged more for wastewater and they
do not have any representation in the unincorporated area from Town
Council or the elected Commissioners. She said she understands there
is an ordinance that the Town has. (Ms. Ascue read an excerpt from the
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ordinance): “As you have learned from our Citizens Water Academy,
the difference in wastewater charges for the unincorporated areas
stems from an ordinance passed by the Town of Mount Pleasant
several years ago. The new charges (not new), have been in place for
several years.” Ms. Ascue stated that she had no knowledge of this, as
well as many in the unincorporated areas. She said the people in the
unincorporated areas also discovered that they are labeled as “out-oftowners”. She said she was shocked to hear this, because we are all a
part of Charleston County and the surrounding Mount Pleasant area.
She said like all the rates, their rates are part of the new increased rate
which is approximately 9% and most of these residents live in the
settlement communities and are on fixed incomes. She said sometimes
they must choose between buying groceries, medicine or helping their
grandchildren. She said the 9% means a lot when they are budgeting.
She said it is unfair that they must pay an extra surcharge for
wastewater when the wastewater was placed there approximately 20
years ago after Hurricane Hugo to help protect the marsh front. She
asked Council to consider this.
Mr. Santos asked if Ms. Ascue lives in Awendaw and not in Mount
Pleasant.
Ms. Ascue responded in the affirmative and said that they do not have
the opportunity to elect Commissioners, so they have no one to speak
for them.
Mr. Santos asked if Ms. Ascue attends Awendaw City Council meetings
and if they listen.
Ms. Ascue said that they are unincorporated Charleston County.
Arthur Pinckney, 873 Long Point Road, stated that he believes there are
signs on Long Point Road at US Highway 17 prohibiting large trucks on
Long Point Road. He added that tractor-trailer trucks are still coming
through on Long Point Road. He said that he has called the Town several
times, but the tractor-trailer container trucks are still traveling on Long
Point Road. He said there are signs on Long Point Road and US Highway
17 prohibiting them, but no one is doing anything about it. He said that
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he also understands that the Town is planning to do some drainage on
Long Point Road and hopes that this will be improved, because the June
6th paper said that the Long Point extension, alignment and
improvement was stopped. He said that the Town should not stop
improving Long Point Road, because they still want the improvement.
Jackie Jackson, 1609 Highway 41, said over the years she has heard
about the expansion of Highway 41 and now she is hearing that the
expansion is supposed to run through Dunes West and Park West. She
said that this has been the best, by far, that she has heard, and feels it
is best because of the open land that is in Dunes West and Park West.
She said Highway 41 is a neighborhood of homes and businesses that
would be greatly affected by widening the highway. She said Dunes
West and Park West is an area of tree lined land, sidewalks,
roundabouts, vacant land and homes. No businesses would be affected
by the widening of the roads in that area. She said for Highway 41,
homes and businesses would be affected. She said they protect
wetlands, lands where animals live and why should Highway 41 and the
Phillips Community have to worry about their homes and lands being
disturbed. Homes and lives are precious on Highway 41 and in the
Phillips Community. She said Highway 41 was constructed through
people’s land and their properties many years ago and landowners’
properties were divided, leaving them with properties on both sides of
the road. She said to this day, some of this property cannot be used,
because it is too small to be built upon because of the roads. She said
they have already sacrificed, so why should they have to sacrifice again.
She said progress in Dunes West, Park West and other surrounding
subdivisions has created enormous traffic to their area. Why should
Highway 41 and the Phillips Community have to sacrifice again.
Mike Tinkey, 208 Venning Street stated that he believes it is important
to get a second opinion on the unintended consequences of Crab Bank.
He would like to thank the Recreation Department and the Old Village
Historic Commission for unanimously voting to look into a variance for
the three tennis courts in the Old Village. He thinks that a lot of good
things could be done to maintain those courts for the use of the people.
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He said they are used regularly and believes they can be done very well.
He said that he would also like to thank the Town for reviewing the tree
protection and replanting. He said in the Old Village, many of those
trees were planted about the same time approximately 50 to 75 years
ago and are dying in the right of ways, so he would encourage Council
to look at this. He said the Town has a tree grant that many residents
are not aware of. He would like to ask the Town to let more residents
know so that the trees are able to be replanted on some of the scenic
roads.
Freddie Jenkins, 435 Hattie Street, stated that he is the newly elected
president of Snowden Civic Association and also a member of the
African American Historic Settlement Commission. He said he does not
want to continue to repeat this, because he believes Council is aware of
the problem that exists on Long Point Road and is asking Council to
scrap this project so that they are able to have a quality of life living on
Long Point Road. He said it is a scenic highway and they would like to
keep it that way. He said that on his way to this meeting, he looked at
the tremendous amount of traffic coming from I-526, down Long Point
Road. He asked Town Council members to come to Snowden, sit at one
of the stop lights and view the number of vehicles traveling down Long
Point Road.
Chris Crowley, 510 Mill Street, said he was impressed with the meeting
and did not realize how good it would be. He said the prayer that began
the meeting was one of the best he’s ever heard. He is happy he was
here for this meeting. He said regarding the Crab Bank issue he does not
represent anyone but himself and other tree-huggers; however, he has
been coming to meetings like this for a very long time. He said when he
was in his 20’s he was fighting the power plants and other issues and
could not figure out why they kept losing. He said he was finally told
that it was because they had more money; those that wanted what they
wanted had more money and were well connected. He said that is when
he quit coming to meetings. He said 27 years later, he is back. He said
that he has worked with the Army Corps of Engineers and has not seen
a better group of people in his life and is not sure if there is anyone
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better than the Army Corps of Engineers of the United State of America.
He said if the Town knows of someone better or equal to them and want
to hire them to do an independent job, then he understands. However,
he would like to urge Council not to appoint anyone without a process
to vet that firm. He said the Corps just gave a presentation and said that
they were willing to do the study and does not know how the Town can
do better than that.
Patty Hurst, 971 Governors Road, said that she would be reading a
statement from her husband, Steve Hurst, who is president of the Snee
Farm HOA.
Mr. Mayor and Council members,
I’m sorry I and the other Snee Farm Board members are unable
to attend this evening as we are at our monthly meeting. Six of
us attended the June 4th Transportation Committee meeting. I
am grateful for their resolution to table any plan to alter Long
Point between Highway 17 and Whipple Road. In the interest of
homeowners’ safety and out of respect for the historical
significance of this area, I respectfully urge Council to adopt the
resolution. He is opposed to any plan that may add any traffic to
this overburdened road and appreciate your thoughtful
consideration.
Donna Newton, 941 Long Point Road, stated that she is here to discuss
the Long Point Road expansion. She would like to thank the Planning
Committee for their recommendation to Town Council to cancel the
expansion. It is devastating to think about all the traffic coming onto
Long Point Road and how it affects her every day that she comes out of
her driveway. She is hoping that full Council will consider cancelling this.
She would also like to address the issue of Highway 41, which is also a
residential community. She said to expand this road to four lanes would
be horrible for the residents living there in the Phillips Community to
have to be dislocated and their properties chiseled away by expansion
of Highway 41. She is asking to consider both proposals.
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Merrielee Waters, 771 Long Point Road, stated that she lives directly
across the street from Seacoast Church, so she already feels the impact
of that church, as well as all the traffic already coming down Long Point
Road. She is asking Council to scrap the idea to expand Long Point Road,
an already failing road, so that everyone is able to enjoy their lives and
be able to exit their homes in the Snowden Community, which is already
difficult.
David Quick, 1502 Village Square stated that he is a 30-year resident of
Mount Pleasant and recently retired from the Post & Courier. He shared
a photograph with Town Council that he took earlier in his career on
Crab Bank of a Pelican and her young, to provide Council with a sense
of how important this small piece of land has been for the wildlife in
Mount Pleasant. He said the economic benefit of this is that people love
to come and see pelicans and wild birds, so there is economic benefit
not only to the outfitters, but to the bird watchers who come to Pitt
Street Bridge. He said that the Town does not need to spend money on
a study that the Army Corps of Engineers is already going to take into
consideration. He said the funding would be better spent towards
helping out this project by adding funding to help expand it. He said
another item for consideration is that this is also sand that could
provide protection from future storms and storm surges in the Old
Village area. He hopes that Council will not slow this project down, as it
is a once in a lifetime opportunity and asked for Town Council to
support this. He said the Army Corps of Engineers will always be there
to dredge Shem Creek to ensure the Shrimps boats are able to come in
and out. He asked for the Town to get behind the Crab Bank restoration
project.
Richard Habersham, 2938 Bennett Charles Road stated that we all can
agree there is a problem on Highway 41. He said where we differ is who
caused the problem and how to fix it. He said every time the Town of
Mount Pleasant tries to fix the problem in Dunes West and Park West,
the problem becomes worse for Highway 41. He said when the Planning
Department required that the developer design Dunes West and Park
West Boulevard to be a four-lane road, the Town made it a two-lane
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road. When the residents began complaining about Bessemer Road, it
was redesigned and threw all the traffic onto Highway 41. He said then
the residents of Dunes West complained that they could not make a left
turn on Highway 41, so the Town installed a stop light at Bessemer Road
and Highway 41. He said this backed up the traffic on Highway 41. He
said the Town then again came and put four lanes at Bessemer Road
and Highway 41 which made the traffic worse. He said now the Town is
talking about widening Park West Boulevard to Bessemer Road. He
asked why not widen it all the way to Highway 41, because it is only
another mile. He said every time the Town tries to please the residents
of Park West and Dunes West, they make the problems worse. He said
to look at Isle of Palms Connector and Hungryneck Boulevard. The
people in those areas complain that it is worse. He said only part of the
problem was solved. He asked if Council knows the people that live in
the Phillips Community and do the residents of Dunes West know the
people in the Phillips Community. He asked if they know the history of
the Phillips Community. He said that Dunes West caused most of the
problems with the traffic and should be part of the solution and it
should not be on the backs of the Phillips Community. He stated that
they are only looking for quality of life.
Norman Vanderhost, 2918 Canyon Lane, stated that he also stands for
the Phillips Community. He is a retired disabled Army veteran and could
have gone anywhere else and lived; however, he grew up in the Phillips
Community and inherited his property from his uncle. He said he would
like to leave a place for his children and grandchildren to call home. He
said that they did their own study and 17 homes will be affected if this
four-lane highway comes through the Phillips Community. He said his
dreams of coming back to the Phillips Community looks like it will be
shot. He said that he asks the Town to consider what is being pushed
upon their community. He said everyone would like to leave something
for their children and grandchildren. He said there is an 1875 plaque
and the ten-acre tracts have been passed down from generation to
generation and he is 5th generation.
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Cindy Orvig, 1334 Bluebird Drive, stated that with regards to Melvin
Bennett Road, she asked how Council plans to protect the residents that
are currently living there. She said Melvin Bennett Road is used by all
the children that live on that road. She said they play soccer in the
middle of the cul-de-sac. She said one of the dogs got out and was
struck and killed on Bowman Road. She asked how Council plans on
protecting the pets and children if the Town allows a commercial
property to go onto Bowman Road. She also wanted to ask the Town
how they are going to plan the infrastructure with the increased traffic
and competing traffic for people coming off I-526 who make a left-hand
turn to go onto the frontage road (Stuart Engals), who will compete with
the traffic coming down from Rifle Range, and how the Town plans to
restore the existing commercial infrastructure that is already in that
area. She said there are a few failing businesses already where the old
K-Mart was located who had to close down because they were unable
to sustain their business. She would like Council to take into
consideration the loss of property value for the homeowners who do
live in the neighborhood, as well as the loss of the safety and security
for the children who play on those streets, as well as the animals who
do get out. She asked how Council will make sure that traffic coming off
I-526 onto Bowman Road will not be a greater issue than it already is.
Mayor Haynie called for a short recess at 8:26 p.m. and reconvened at
8:37 p.m.

Page 32 of 87

VIII. PLANNING – Mr. Ulma
Planning Committee Minutes
Planning Commission Minutes
A. NEW BUSINESS
1. First Reading: An Ordinance to rezone from R-1, Low Density
Residential District, to OP, Office Professional District, an
approximately 1.17 acre tract of land located at 1503 Mathis Ferry
Road, identified by TMS No. 559-0000-072, and depicted as Tract
J-1-A in The Woodlands Subdivision on a plat recorded by the
Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book L, Page 153. (Ord. No.
18041)
Mr. O’Rourke moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Bustos.
Ms. Whitley stated that she would like to recuse herself from
voting.
Mr. Cunnane stated that at the risk of being inconsistent, he will
be voting in favor of this, mainly because there are no other
homes in the area, it is surrounded by commercial businesses,
close to the interstate and a special case where there is
reasonable use.
Mr. Santos stated that there is no access to the interstate.
Mr. Cunnane stated that it sits under an interstate and is no
longer suitable for a residence.
Mr. Santos stated that his only reservation is due to Lucy Beckham
High School opening with over 1,500 students, so the traffic will
already be heavy. He said adding another commercial area, will
simply add to the traffic. He said the tennis courts are heavily used
already.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that the owner of this facility is also the
owner of the tennis courts there. He said it will simply be a
different use.
Mr. Santos asked what can be allowed for Office Professional.
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Mr. Ulma stated that it could be general office uses and support
uses. He stated that it is intended to support the main use that is
already on the property and would not be adding a new
commercial use or activity.
Michael Nixon, 1711 Somerset Circle, stated that they are
representing LTP and would be doing the architecture and
renovation of the house. He said the plan is to keep the house as
it is and not demolish it and build a big new structure on it. He
said they would be using the existing facility to conduct office
business hours of LTP.
Mr. Santos opposed, and Ms. Whitley recused. All others voted in
favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
2. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.29 acre tract of land located at 2174 Gulf Drive,
identified by TMS No. 577-05-00-006 and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book L,
Page 73. (Ord. No. 18042)
Mr. Brimmer moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Bustos. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
3. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.25 acre tract of land located at 1152 Graddick
Road, identified by TMS No. 559-00-00-007 and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book AP,
Page 121. (Ord. No. 18043)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Owens.
Mr. Brimmer opposed. All others present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
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4. First Reading: An Ordinance to amend the I’On PD, Planned
Development Ordinance (Ord. No. 97010) and subsequent
amendments, by amending the text pertaining to the Section
“Neighborhood Standards,” which includes yard, porches,
outbuildings and building types. This amendment affects
properties located within the approximately 243 acre area
comprising the I’On Development. (Ord. No. 18006)
Mr. Ulma stated that this began several months ago and returning
to Council for consideration. He said the request is to amend the
neighborhood standards for the PD primarily to reduce the three
different building types that were originally designated into one,
based on terminations that were made in 1999. Planning
Commission recommended approval unanimously and the
Planning Committee reviewed this in March and indicated a
desire to continue to retain the three different building types
which effectively denied the applicant’s request to consolidate
them. He said there was a request to consider new language that
would address existing situations. Properties that had developed
using the determination that had been made and not necessarily
following the zoning categories that were set forth in the PD,
which was referred to legal staff for review. He said that Mr.
Pagliarini may add to this; however, he has reviewed this
recommendation, and had discussions with Legal Counsel for the
applicant. He said there was some consideration to withdraw the
request; however, the applicants have not done so. He said the
opinion is that making a change to the applicant’s request to
address the issue, which is valid is not able to be accomplished as
part of the original request. He stated that the recommendation
would be to refer this to Town Council this evening and if the
request is denied, staff would need a separate action to consider
how to address the existing situations, which could be
accomplished either with a subsequent amendment that the
Town would initiate or relying on variance requests individually
by property owners and they would move forward with the work
that they may do on their properties.
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Mayor Haynie directed his questions to Mr. Pagliarini and stated
that the best legal way to accomplish this is to deny this request
this evening, which does not deny their request to get clarified,
but from a legal standpoint he believes this is the best route. He
said this does not mean Council will not attempt to resolve the
issue for I’On, but on a technicality, it would be best to deny this.
Mr. Brimmer made a motion for denial; seconded by Mr. Bustos.
Julie O’Connor, 50 East Lake Road, stated that she and her
husband have lived there for 18 years. They designed and built
their house. She stated that they have worked in the Mount
Pleasant and Charleston area, volunteering for over 20 years. She
has designed dozens of projects in I’On over the years and is a
member of the I’On Design Committee. She would like to
encourage Council to approve the PD amendment in order to
provide fair and equitable property use moving forward in I’On.
She said that it is clear to Town Council that Joel Ford (former
Planning Director for the Town), made some decisions 18 years
ago that he did not have the full authority to make. However,
what may not be clear is the impact these decisions made on I’On
then and now. It is not true that approving this PD amendment
will change the way I’On looks or is developed, but instead, if the
PD amendment is approved, it will codify the way I’On looks and
has been developed since its inception. The Planning Department
is now tasked with evaluating each and every property in I’On to
determine which lot type applies. This sounds like a fairly easy
task except that at this point with nearly every lot developed,
except 3 lots left in the neighborhood, they are trying to fit a
square peg into a round hole. No lots have been developed based
on the recorded ordinance and instead, every lot has been
developed based on Joel Ford’s letter. Why? When researching
setbacks, lot coverage, etc. on typical lots in the Town of Mount
Pleasant, a homeowner, designer, architect or surveyor can go on
line to the Town of Mount Pleasant’s website and find the
information instantly. However, with a PD, this information is not
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available online. Instead, one must call the Planning Department
and ask for the information. Since 2000 and until Kent Prause
discovered the inconsistency, the answer from the Planning
Department to these inquires was zero front and rear setbacks,
three-foot side setbacks, and 60% lot coverage. She said that she
recently had a project where the survey was done in 2014 and the
people who bought the lot were provided with that survey and
had these setbacks and lot coverage on the survey when they
purchased the property.
All present voted in favor to deny.
5. Request to waive the one year waiting period for the submission
of a new zoning application for the National Medal of Honor
Museum property.
Mr. Bustos made a motion to grant the waiver for the National
Medal of Honor Museum; seconded by Mr. Cunnane. All present
voted in favor.
B. OLD BUSINESS
1. Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend Chapter 32, Section 32.23,
Chapter 150, Section 150.003, Chapter 156, Sections 156.400,
156.410, 156.420, 156.430 and 156.441 of the Town of Mount
Pleasant Code of Ordinances related to attendance requirements
for appointed Boards and Commissions. (Ord. No. 18035)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Ms. Whitley. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
2. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.53 acre tract of land located at 1108 Graddick
Road, identified by TMS No. 559-00-00-176 and depicted on a plat
recorded by Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book S08, Page
0101. (Ord. No. 18036)
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Mr. Santos moved for approval of items #2, #3, and #4 which are
all annexation requests; seconded Ms. Whitley. All present voted
in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
3. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.50 acre tract of land located at 2162 Annie Laura
Lane, identified by TMS No. 558-00-00-381 as Lot 4-A on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book DA,
Page 633. (Ord. No. 18037)
[Approved with Item #2 above]
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
4. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of six
parcels described as approximately 2.41 acres of land, known as
Hamlin Corner, on Hamlin Road, identified by TMS Nos. 578-0000-058, 578-00-00-312 through -313, and 578-00-00-737 through
-739, and depicted on plats recorded by the ROD Office of
Charleston County in Book S17, Page 0091, and Book S17, Page
0136. (Ord. No. 18038)
[Approved with Item #2 above]
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
5. Final Reading: An Ordinance to Amend Sections of Chapter 152:
Flood Damage Prevention and to Adopt the “Builders Guide for
Stormwater Management in the Old Village Study Area.” (Ord. No.
18039)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Brimmer. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
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6. Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend the Town of Mount
Pleasant Comprehensive Plan 2009-2019 (2014 Update) Future
Land Use Map pertaining to an approximately 0.93 acre tract of
land comprised of portions of two parcels, described as follows (i)
an approximately 0.03 acre portion of an approximately 0.11 acre
tract of land located on Melvin Bennett Road, identified by TMS
No. 560-02-00-039, depicted on a plat recorded by the Charleston
County ROD Office in Plat Book CE, Page 190; and (ii) an
approximately 0.90 acre portion of an approximately 1.51 acre
tract of land located at 1236 Melvin Bennett Road identified by
TMS No. 560-02-00-019, depicted on a plat recorded by the
Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book BA, Page 179, by
changing the land use recommendation Low Density
Neighborhood Commercial. (Ord. No. 18016)
Mr. Ulma stated that the next two items work together; final
reading for a Comprehensive Plan amendment to commercial and
final reading for an ordinance to rezone this property from R1, Low
Density Residential to AB Areawide Business District.
Mr. Bustos moved for final reading; seconded by Mr. O’Rourke.
Richard Carswell, 1340 Bluebird Drive in the Moss Park
Subdivision, stated that there are three businesses on Bowman
Road; a bank, Black Forest and a Tree Business and they are
putting another business in between. He said he backs up to the
Tree business and would like to provide photographs that show
what this area looks like. He said there is mulch stacked between
ten and fifteen feet high and it goes through the whole area and
makes drainage almost impossible. He has seen racoons, rats and
possibly even foxes. He said what he is asking is for them to stay
residential and not commercial because of this. He is not saying
this new business would do this, but this is what he faces every
day when he walks out of his house. He would like to urge Council
to be careful how they vote and to vote for the good of the
neighborhood – like they live there.
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Syvil Noll, 1330 Bluebird Drive, thanked Council for all their hard
work in making a decision for this important property that is
almost in her backyard. She faces it every day on her porch and
does not mind the two houses and the tree (grand oak) which is
beautiful and asked Council to save their tree. She and her
husband support Mr. Askins plan and would welcome two new
beautiful homes which will increase their property value. She said
they are not a member of the Moss Park neighborhood, but they
have always known all the neighbors there as she has been there
for 42 years. She stated that many of the neighbors’ children and
grandchildren have come back and built on Melvin Bennett and
she would ask Council to please leave it residential on Melvin
Bennett. She said the other side of this is the business on Bowman
Road. She said someone will build something there eventually and
Mr. Askins has provided a good option of an attractive office
building with nice fencing and landscaping. She said this is very
acceptable to her and will be a good addition to their
neighborhood.
Mamie Rudy, 1232 Melvin Bennett, said that she would like to
clarify some items. She said if someone reaches out and says they
have been working with the neighbors, that is false. She said the
request is still approximately one acre of land right next to her
house asking to be rezoned to commercial property, which has not
changed. She said they tried to work with Mr. Askins and asked
that he not push the property line all the way back to where the
residential property line falls. She said that Mr. Askins refused. She
said as far as the restrictions are concerned, Mr. Pagliarini stated
previously that the Town cannot condition zoning. She said AB is
AB and as Mr. Brimmer mentioned previously in the last meeting,
the purpose of this vote has nothing to do with buildings, trees,
shrubbery or fences, but has to do with the zoning. She said there
could be an adult entertainment club, a drive through restaurant
or hotel, which they do not want and will devalue their property.
Ms. Rudy read a statement from the Mount Pleasant magazine
regarding growth in Mount Pleasant. She asked Mayor Haynie and
Page 40 of 87

Council Members to please oppose changing this comprehensive
plan and rezoning of this property.
Mr. Brimmer stated that he would like to clarify Ms. Rudy’s
comment. He said item #6 is not a zoning request, but whether or
not this identified parcel is better used as a residential use or a
commercial use. He said it is currently in the land use map
indicated as a residential use and what is being requested is that
Council consider this parcel as being appropriate for commercial
use. He said the zoning request is the next item.
Mr. Owens stated that he agrees with Ms. Rudy when discussing
maintaining, protecting and preserving the comprehensive plan.
He said Council is making an amendment prior to staff and those
on the Comprehensive Plan forum finish their work. He said it is
imperative for Council to be responsible to the citizens we serve
and respect the comprehensive plan and protect and preserve it.
He said he will not support this.
Mr. Bustos stated that he understands the comprehensive plan
but has also discussed Building Permit Allocation to stop so many
residences being built. He said the comprehensive plan is under
review now, because it was getting old and not representing the
Town that we needed, so it was decided to have it redone early.
He said that it is going to be commercial on Bowman Road and
cannot imagine anyone building a residence on Bowman Road or
putting a driveway on Bowman Road. He said if the Town allows
four homes to be built on that property, all that traffic will then go
onto Melvin Bennett Road. He said having commercial will
generate more income for the Town and a curb-cut on Bowman
Road will keep commercial on Bowman and residential for two,
not four houses, on Melvin Bennett Road. He said this is one of
those cases that is precisely why the comprehensive plan is being
redone a year early. He believes that in this particular case, for the
greater good of the Town, Council needs to make the commercial
area match where the commercial buildings are and the
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residential match where residential is. He believes this is one that
fulfills Council’s goal of reducing both traffic and more residences.
Mr. Cunnane asked about the total size of the property, both
residential and commercial.
Mr. Ulma stated that it is approximately 2.5 acres. He said for
residential R1, it is a calculation that determined to potentially
support four single family residences.
Mr. Cunnane asked if there is any requirement that they would
have to have a driveway on the Bowman Road side.
Mr. Ulma said, not necessarily, but it would depend on the shape
or layout of a subdivision and how the lots would be oriented. You
could conceivably have shared drives, but is not convinced there
could be four separate or independent driveways to Melvin
Bennett. He stated that the design may have to be different.
Mr. Cunnane stated that there would need to be an approval
process to subdivide this later. He said there is an opportunity. He
said we are arguing against the developer’s best case residential
scenario or the neighbor’s worst-case scenario, which may or may
not happen in the future. He believes it is a dominoes effect and
the rest of those lots there will go commercial almost immediately
after. He said the property values will go up and people will sell.
He said someone will come up with a McDonald’s or Taco Bell. He
said he will continue not to support this.
Ms. Landing stated that this has been very difficult for many and
those that are new members on Council. She said especially the
idea of protecting homeowner’s rights. She said she did meet with
Mrs. Rudy, as well as Mr. Askins, and listened to many of the
neighbors. Her issue is, what if this were her neighborhood. She
said she drives from Dunes West through Cambridge Square and
Bessemer and she has the opposite feeling. Why did we continue
to build residential on places that were originally intended either
as a planned development with nice coffee shops or an office
park? She drives past two office buildings on her way and they are
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very quiet and great to have as neighbors and would welcome
having a nice office building behind her. She said we are not
making a decision as to what will go on that property, because
Council has no control over that portion; however, the reality is
that if you look at our community and Charleston, the highest
home values in general are those that have commercial property
close by where you can walk for basic services, such as the Old
Village, I’On and downtown Charleston. Those that do not grow as
well are those that are farther out and do not have anything near
them. She is working very hard to bring more business to upper
Mount Pleasant to have services near our homes in order to stay
off the road. She believes there is something significant when a
potential developer who does own the property, has put deed
restrictions in effect on what can and cannot be built there, and
go with the deed/title of the property.
Mayor Haynie stated that in response to Ms. Landing’s questions,
he has given more thought and discussion to this item than any
vote on Council. He has commercial on two sides of his residence,
as he lives on a corner. He said there is no one at the commercial
business during the evening or night and all the noise and lights
are from the residential side of his property. He lives this.
Mr. O’Rourke, Mr. Brimmer, Mr. Bustos, Ms. Landing and Mayor
Haynie were in favor.
Mr. Owens, Mr. Santos, Ms. Whitley and Mr. Cunnane were
opposed.
Motion for approval carries 5-4.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
7. Final Reading: An Ordinance to rezone from R-1, Low Density
Residential District to AB, Areawide Business District, an
approximately 1.00 acre tract of land comprised of one parcel in
its entirety and portions of two parcels, described as follows: (i)
an approximately 0.07 acre parcel in its entirety located on Melvin
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Bennett Road, identified by TMS No. 560-02-00-038, depicted on
a plat recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book
CE, Page 190; (ii) an approximately 0.03 acre portion of an
approximately 0.11 acre tract of land located on Melvin Bennett
Road, identified by TMS No. 560-02-00-039, depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book CE,
Page 190; and (iii) an approximately 0.90 acre portion of an
approximately 1.51 acre tract of land located at 1236 Melvin
Bennett Road, identified by TMS No. 560-02-00-019, depicted on
a plat recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book
BA, Page 179. (Ord. No. 18031)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
Mr. Cunnane asked Mr. Ulma if there was discussion in terms of
making this limited office instead of AB with staff.
Mr. Ulma stated that he does not believe so. He said it began with
AB-2 and then the request was to adjust it to AB. He said the third
step to go to OP was not accomplished. He understands that the
private deed restrictions were the mechanism they were looking
at to narrow down the allowed uses on the property; however,
there was not a request to alter it to OP.
Mr. Cunnane asked if the deed restrictions were verified by the
Town that they are in place.
Mr. Ulma stated that he believes there is a copy of the recorded
deed restrictions, but not sure if there is a copy of the latest
restrictions.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that he has not been provided with a
recorded copy. He has been told that they are filed; however, this
is not part of their review.
Mr. Cunnane stated he would like to give the owner the benefit of
the doubt; however, being an attorney, he does not believe he can
support this without the documents.
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Mr. Bustos stated that Council is not conditioning this on anything.
He added that this is a straight request and if the owner did the
deed restrictions, it is on him. He said the request is in front of
Council and he does not believe that Council is allowed to
condition an approval of this item on anything such as deed
restrictions.
Mr. Cunnane stated that Council may verify when they are advised
that something was done which is to have a recorded copy.
Mr. Bustos stated that this is not part of the request.
Shawn Rudy, 1232 Melvin Bennett, stated that as of now you can
see that the comprehensive plan shows his house as Commercial.
He said the new comprehensive plan going forward from 2019 still
shows this lot as residential. He said secondly, there is discussion
about how they would put four houses on Bowman Road. He
directed his comments to Mr. Bustos and said he knows for a fact
that Tim Askins has a plan with a retention pond in the back, a
driveway on both sides and four houses, two on each side facing
greenspace in the middle. He would also like to discuss that
changing the zoning to commercial would only add traffic to a road
that does not need it anymore. He said there are residential lots
all the way down this road. He said this is a future plan, not what
exists right now. His house is showing as commercial, as well as
the house next to his. He said if the Town wants to turn Melvin
Bennett into a commercial parking lot with significant traffic, this
is what the Town will end up with if they attempt to approve this
tonight. He said restrictions mean nothing as it comes down to the
zoning. Zoning is what determines everything. He would also like
to point out that this commercial lot will come down 85 feet into
his yard and 44 feet from his house and there is not an individual
in this room that would be okay with this. He said all of Council
said they would not change the comprehensive plan; these are
words Council said to the citizens and residents of the Town. He
said Council members also said that they would not change zoning
to accommodate developers. He said Council members took an
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oath to represent the citizens and asked where their
representation is now. Once again, it is for the developer who
cares only about money. He said if the developer does not believe
in his own project, why should Council.
Denise May, 1324 Blue Bird Drive, stated that with respect to the
AB zoning, if we are not discussing conditions, we are not able to
verify the deed restrictions which still leave a few items out there.
She said with AB, you can have a brewery, a pump station, and a
restaurant without outdoor dining. She said in a residential
neighborhood, you think it is appropriate to plant a restaurant in
their neighborhood or possibly a bar. She said maybe the
businesses that surround some are quiet at night, but bars stay
open until 1 a.m., which is what Council is opening them up to. She
said if the deed restrictions that Mr. Askins has recorded hold
weight, it still leaves out hotel/motel and restaurants. She strongly
opposes rezoning this to AB.
Mr. Owens stated that when looking at the property on Bowman
coming down from Rifle Range Road, there will be a curb cut and
some open areas. He said there is also an intersection at Chuck
Dawley and Bowman. He said this will not reduce traffic, but
increase it, because someone will be stopped coming from Rifle
Range Road to turn left into this business. He said if there is more
traffic from the traffic light, it will exacerbate the problem, as
opposed to residential where they would utilize Melvin Bennett
Road. He said it is more important to maintain this area as a
residential community. He said the comprehensive plan had it
right previously, just as it does now. If we do something to disrupt
this, then we have taken the element of protecting our citizens
away.
Ms. Landing stated that she did ask the question about OP zoning,
because if that is what it is going to be, then the OP zoning does
limit this. She said for the most part, it would eliminate the ability
to have something like a restaurant or hotel. She said the fact that
the Town does not have the deed restrictions…
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Mr. Ulma stated that the Town has a copy of what was recorded,
the attached limitations or conditions were not. He said there is
the declaration of covenants and it was recorded on May 17, 2018.
He said the Town does not have a copy of the actual limitations.
Ms. Landing stated that this is not what Council is voting on;
however, she does think it affects how you feel about the project.
She said she is inclined to say that this needs to go back and have
more work done. She said her feeling is that this should have been
changed to OP (Office Professional), as soon as they realized this
is what they were going to build, which would have made this
process much easier.
Mr. Bustos said that if this zoning is not approved, does it all stay
R1 zoning.
Mr. Ulma responded in the affirmative. He said the plan would
have been changed, but Council’s action changed the plan.
However, the entire property would look similar to the property
on the left.
Mr. Bustos said it would stay R1.
Mr. Cunnane stated that the zoning could potentially not be
accomplished and reconsidered on the comprehensive plan
amendment if someone on the prevailing side wanted to make it
all consistent. It could be done after the vote of hopefully “no” on
changing the zoning.
Mayor Haynie stated that he was advised that the applicant would
need a new application.
Mr. Pagliarini asked if Mr. Cunnane was asking about a different
zoning designation.
Mr. Cunnane said if the application they have is denied. He said
the vote that was just taken on the previous item can only be
changed on the prevailing side during this meeting, bringing it up
for reconsideration.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that this is correct.
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Ms. Landing stated that the willingness to change the
comprehensive plan so that Council can zone this differently is
what we voted on.
Mayor Haynie responded in the affirmative.
Ms. Landing said Council did not vote on what the zoning would
be.
Mayor Haynie responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Cunnane stated that if someone was concerned about the
consistency of the two votes, someone on the prevailing side could
bring it up for reconsideration during this meeting.
Ms. Landing stated that she does not see it as an inconsistency,
but questions whether it is the correct zoning.
Mr. Bustos stated that Mr. Owens had it correct, that if the four
houses are built on this property and they face or empty onto
Melvin Bennett Road, that all that traffic would be turning off of
Bowman Road onto Chuck Dawley and then making that short turn
into Melvin Bennett Road. He said that makes the point that there
will be more traffic onto Melvin Bennett Road.
Mr. Owens stated that the traffic would be caused by the curb cut
going into the business on Bowman Road. He said if there is no
curb cut, then the traffic is flowing through to Chuck Dawley.
Mr. Bustos stated that the traffic would be going to Melvin
Bennett Road if there is no curb cut and people turn there anyway
because they are going into Black Forest auto repair and traffic
going south to turn left to go to Stuart Engals.
Mr. Owens stated that the piece of property will have the curb cut
and it will exacerbate the traffic. He would like to know what the
storage is to make a left-hand turn onto Chuck Dawley. He said the
storage will increase if there is a curb cut put in turning into the
business on Bowman Road.
Mr. Brimmer directed questions to Mr. Askins.
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Mr. Brimmer asked Mr. Askins to enlighten Council on any thought
process he had about why AB zoning would be better than limited
OP, if in fact, his plan is for office space.
Tim Askins, 628 Cane Drive, stated that he was challenged with
the shape of the lot and the trees that are there and is attempting
to keep the building size as one building, rather than having to
build two to three smaller buildings. He said the parking will still
only allow for approximately 7,000 square feet of office space. He
said the original request was for AB2 because the surrounding
businesses are AB2. He said when he went before the Planning
Committee it was suggested that AB would be more acceptable for
that location, so he went back and applied for AB zoning. He said
in the process, he spoke to several of the neighbors and came up
with a list of uses that they objected to that were in AB. They have
since had those recorded and he has emailed this to most
everyone on Town Council. He said the recording has been
completed and his understanding with Mr. Pagliarini was that once
recorded, it would be enforceable.
Mr. Brimmer asked Mr. Askins to clarify why limited Office
Professional OP would not work.
Mr. Askins said it is due to the building size. He said the lot would
allow 15,000 square feet, if there was enough allowable parking.
However, the only way that number of vehicles would fit is to cut
down all the trees. He said they were obviously not going to do
that. He reiterated that the building size was only going to be
approximately 7,000 square feet.
Mayor Haynie asked if the footprint of the building is for a one or
two story.
Mr. Askins stated that it is a story and a half. He said it is one story
with dormers on the top.
Ms. Landing stated that part of the question this evening is that a
list was sent to Council on what the allowable uses were; however,

Page 49 of 87

feels confident that most would like to actually see the recorded
deed.
Mr. Askins stated that he feels quite sure he sent an email with
seven pages, which consisted of the verified recording. He said
there is a cover letter from the attorney that states that it was
recorded.
Ms. Landing stated that if this goes back now and denied this
evening and the thought would be to bring it back as OP (office
professional), would Mr. Askins be able to do the project if zoned
OP.
Mr. Askins said not as it is currently designed. He said they could
do something.
Mr. Cunnane asked what is making Mr. Askins say he cannot do
the project.
Mr. Askins stated that he did not say he could not do the project,
but it would not be as it is currently designed.
Mr. Cunnane asked if the 7,000 square feet is accurate.
Mr. Askins said that this is total square footage.
Mr. Cunnane asked if there is a second story.
Mr. Askins said there is a first floor and second floor combined,
because this is how the parking is designated, by the total number
of square footage.
Mr. Brimmer, Mr. Bustos, Ms. Landing, Mr. O’Rourke and Mayor
Haynie were in favor.
Mr. Owens, Mr. Santos, Ms. Whitley and Mr. Cunnane were
opposed.
Motion to approve carries 5-4.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
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IX.

COMMITTEE REPORTS
A. Accommodations Tax Advisory Committee (No Meeting)
Report
B. Bids & Purchases Committee
The Committee unanimously approved the following
recommendations:
• Approval to contract with Gulf Stream Construction
Company, Inc., in the amount of $302,000 to construct and
repair the East Crossing Spillway.
• Approval to contract with CDM Smith, Inc., in the
amount of $163,458.82 to perform design work for the
Maritime Port District Improvement Roadway.
• Approval to contract with Walker Brothers, Inc., in the
amount of $203,883.84 to construct the traffic signal at
Ben Sawyer Boulevard at Center Street.
• Approval of a change order with Stubbs Muldrow Herin
Architects in the amount of $127,553 to perform additional
design and construction administration services for the Town
Hall track improvements.
• Approval to contract with Thomas Cooper & Company, Inc.,
with terms of $50.88 per month per person to be our thirdparty administrator for health insurance.
• Approval to contract with Tokio Marine HCC Stop Loss
Group, for health insurance stop loss coverage with terms
of administration rate per employee per month of $17.70
and medical and prescription rates of $28.39 for single and
$90.40 for family.
C. Economic Development Committee
Staff provided council with an update on the Negate the Wait
campaign. This campaign was designed to encourage residents, and
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those who work within the Town, to avoid and help mitigate the
additional traffic caused by the Wando Bridge closure by
supporting Mount Pleasant businesses. In this campaign, the Mayor
and Council visited several businesses, creating videos and blog
posts to encourage increased patronage at businesses throughout
the Town.
Additionally, staff provided information regarding the upcoming
Economic Development Tour to be held on the afternoon of June
20th. Council will visit four businesses representing the Town’s
target economic development clusters. This will lead up to the
Economic Development Retreat being scheduled for July.
D. Education Committee (No Meeting)
Report
E. Finance Committee
1. Approval to appropriate funds to perform a modeling study of
the federal Crab Bank Renourishment Project
Mr. O’Rourke said the Finance Committee discussed the Federal
Crab Bank Renourishment Project and recommended that
Council discuss the issue further, which we had this evening
with the Army Corps of Engineers and the South Carolina
Department of Natural Resources. He stated that
Representative Mark Sanford was invited as well, however, was
unable to attend. The Finance Committee also tasked staff to
bring the process for the study of the Federal Crab Bank
Renourishment Project to full Council.
Mr. Owens made a motion to appropriate funds not to exceed
$100,000 for a numerical modeling study for the Crab Bank
Renourishment Project; seconded by Mr. Bustos.
Mayor Haynie stated that due to time constraints, this motion is
not about whether or not to renourish Crab Bank or how
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Council feels about nesting shore birds, but only regarding
approving funding for a possible study. He said this does not
even approve the study, because the information will still need
to go back through the Committee process prior to coming back
to full Council.
Randy Friedman, 100 Haddrell Street, stated that he provided
Council with a photograph of what the Shem Creek mouth
looked like at low tide today. He said it indicates just how
shallow it already is. The triangular land moving off Patriots
Point is close to connecting with Crab Bank, which would ruin it
as a rookery. He asked Cindy Tarvin who runs two shrimp boats
on Shem Creek if it was getting shallower in the narrow channel
of water on the picture. He stated that there is no guarantee
that federal funding will be available when we need it to dredge
again. He said that Ms. Tarvin advised him that it is definitely
shallower by one to two feet and if you have a long history
here, you can navigate it, but otherwise, you are likely to run
aground. He said today’s discussion is regarding the silting
issue and what the renourishment of Crab Bank could do to it.
The consequences, if not done correctly, will be the loss of this
water for so many, from shrimp boats to dolphin, from
fishermen to paddleboarders, and the list is long. The question
is the fate of the dredge material for the proposed
renourishment, and where it is going to go. He said all the
stakeholders at this time, Army Corps of Engineers, Gov.
McMaster, Coastal Conservation League, all agree that this
must be studied. He said many of them feel that this study must
be independent, because with so much at stake, the Town
cannot risk conceding control of the study to the Army Corps of
Engineers where their time to conclusion, expense, scope of
work, level of effort and methodology are unknown. He said
where it showed the Army Corps, an earlier bias defied the
beneficial use for dumping this spoil in our Town’s most iconic
waterway without even studying the consequences of that
decision. He said that we cannot be caught without our own
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study. He stated that Fran Way of ATM is present this evening if
Council has any technical questions.
Denis Blyth, stated that Shem Creek is one of his favorite
topics. He said Shem Creek is one of the most important assets,
if not the most important asset of the Town. He said historically
it has gone from the mouth at the harbor all the way to
Horlbeck Creek on the other side of Boone Hall Plantation. He
said as a community, developers have built Snee Farm many
years ago right in the middle of the watershed and one after
another, have continued to shut it down. He said today, beyond
Coleman Bridge is barely navigable and beyond the boat
landing at Simmons to Bowman, use a kayak at low tide at best
and above Bowman to Snee Farm, it is totally unnavigable. He
said it leads to many of the flooding issues the Town has in all
the different communities. He said the Town needs an
independent study. He said the Army Corps of Engineers does a
great job and believes their engineers are very capable and will
look at it, primarily because they know that the Shem
Creek/Mount Pleasant channel is a Corps project as well. He
said any project they accomplish that may impact another one
of their projects has to be studied more closely. He said he
would like for Council to also consider that the material from
future dredging of the Mount Pleasant channel could
potentially be used later at Crab Bank. He fully supports Crab
Bank and believes it needs to be preserved.
Caroline Bradner, 328 East Bay Street, stated that she is the
Land, Water and Wildlife Project Manager for the Coastal
Conservation League, a 501c3 non-profit advocacy group
working to protect the lowcountry’s natural resources. She
thanked Council for their leadership in working towards a
restored Crab Bank seabird sanctuary. They agree that any
potential restoration impact should be studied and is not a
question of whether Crab Bank should be restored, but how it
should be accomplished in a way that benefits both the birds
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and this community. In former years, Crab Bank supported up to
5,000 nesting birds in one season, but the benefits of what Crab
Bank provides to the surrounding community are also
substantial. Thousands of local students have been able to learn
first hand about shorebirds as a result of Crab Bank’s
accessibility in the harbor. Just as well, countless South
Carolinians and tourists frequent the area each year hoping to
catch a glimpse of nesting birds from a safe distance. Often
times, brown pelicans can be seen and black skimmers visiting
the local restaurants and businesses along Shem Creek
highlighting the areas true sense of nature, community and
balance. The Coastal Conservation League supports a thriving
Crab Bank because of all these benefits that contribute to a
healthy, special place for all to enjoy. The Coastal Conservation
League appreciates Council’s time and consideration and offer
themselves as a resource to ensure that Mount Pleasant
continues to count Crab Bank as one of their many assets.
Elizabeth Anderegg, 3 Florence Street, Sullivan’s Island, stated
that she is a Town of Mount Pleasant property owner. She
stated that it has been discussed in the Finance Committee that
a company has already been chosen to study the renewal of
Crab Bank. She said the study is expected to cost between
$70,000 and $100,000 to complete. She would like to know what
process was employed to pick the company and what is the
relationship to this Council and to the Town. She asked if there
was any connection to anyone in particular? Was it sent out to
bid via the normal RFQ or RFP process? If it was not, she would
like for Council to explain what process was used. She also asked
what prompted the unusually fast choice of a company. She said
perhaps the money could be better put towards the
renourishment. She said time is exceedingly important and the
fill material will only be available during the dredge period. The
Corps of Engineers have just made that abundantly clear. She
said everyone has agreed that Crab Bank needs to be
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renourished and it needs to be saved. She added that the Town
cannot afford to let the sanctuary disappear, so why does the
Town want to waste the opportunity and would like to know the
ramifications of waiting and how the Town decided on this
study.
Lisa Turansky, Chief Conservation Officer at the Coastal
Conservation League, and also a resident at 1065 Groves Manor
Court. She thanked Council for taking the time to look at the
impacts of Crab Bank. As relayed in the Finance Committee, she
is concerned on multiple levels about Crab Bank and Shem
Creek. Her family enjoys paddling on the Creek and they look at
birds on Crab Bank and eat at restaurants along the Creek. She
stated that they support businesses that rely on Crab Bank to
operate, including Coastal Expeditions who is here this evening.
She would like to echo the comments that were just made that
in the Finance Committee, what was alarming to her was that
the consultant for a study had already been selected and she
shares this concern with many of the public she has discussed
this with. She said this needs to be a transparent process and it
also needs to be a partnership with the Corps of Engineers. The
Corps seemed very willing to look at the impacts of the
renourishment and choosing a third party that is separate from
the Corps process would be a mistake, because perhaps it would
not be as easy to use the results to implement some outcomes.
She said all those she has had discussions with on Council would
like to see Shem Creek and Crab Bank survive. She would
encourage Council to look at the transparency and the
partnership that needs to happen with the Corps of Engineers.
She would also like to point out that the channel needs
dredging, regardless of what happens on Crab Bank.
Mr. Bustos stated that when Council votes on this study, this is
going to be a separate study with a public process and the Town
will define the scope of the study.
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Mr. DeMoura stated that the Town has the provisions in the
procurements to allow for speed when necessary and as
indicated by the Army Corps of Engineers, time is of the essence.
He said in this case, the Town locates the best firm to do this
study, negotiates a scope as quickly as possible, which is what
has been done already, but staff has not proceeded any further.
He said this was accomplished so if there was a positive vote of
Council this evening, staff could move quickly and not have to
waste time.
Mr. Bustos stated that we do need to move quickly, because the
Corps of Engineers was very clear that they are going to do this
regardless, because it is a federal project and is going to happen.
He said on the study that the Town conducts, he does not want
to sacrifice quality for speed. He said transparency has been
mentioned several times and he does not want any citizen of
Mount Pleasant to think Council is spending their tax money on
something that is not transparent. He feels the Town is always
transparent and this should be no different. He said there is no
reason why this would not be a transparent process and will do
what is best to preserve Crab Bank.
Mr. Santos stated that it was interesting to hear some of the
citizens address Town Council and wants to make sure we are
doing the right thing. He said he heard from the Army Corps of
Engineers that if the Town conducts an independent study, it
would take them longer to go through their approval process,
because they would have to vet with their scientists, the Town’s
independent study findings, and since time is of the essence and
the dredging is ongoing currently, it could cause the Town to
miss this. He said the only place we are going to get the dredge
is in the harbor. He said if the Town conducts an independent
study and provides the Corps with the report, it will slow or
delay the project by the Corps having to review their report as
well as the Town’s independent study report. He is concerned,
because if time is of the essence, that the dredge will continue
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and miss the Town. He said the dredge will not stop for the
Town and if the Town is not ready, they will pass the Town by.
He believes that Council needs to think very carefully about
doing the independent study, because we only have one chance
to do this.
Ms. Landing stated that she and Mr. O’Rourke both sit on the
Finance Committee and were surprised to see this item on the
Finance Committee agenda. She said most on Council did not
know anything about who would have been selected or that this
was even an issue. She stated that what she understood is that
this is the Army Corps of Engineers’ project and not the Town’s.
We are not in charge of this project, nor does the Town control
it. She said what the Town would like to accomplish is to have an
independent study done in order to protect the interest of the
people of the Town, both on Shem Creek and Crab Bank. She
does not believe Council is attempting to hold the process up.
Mr. O’Rourke does not believe that the Town has much control
over this project with the Army Corps of Engineers. He said the
Town could conduct their own independent study, provide the
study to the Corps and they can discard it. He said what he has
heard this evening and what he has heard from many residents
is that Shem Creek is silting in daily. He suggested performing a
study to change the scope to measure how much the siltation is.
He asked Council as a body to say that Council will perform this
study every five years and the Town take action to take care of
what concerns the Town and at the same time, the Town could
likely take the material and put it on Crab Bank. He believes the
permitting will allow the Town to do this. He said for the Town
to spend almost $100,000 on this study right now when the
Army Corps of Engineers stated today that they do not have
funding for this. He asked how embarrassing this would be if the
Town appropriated funding for this study, contracted a firm to
do the study and then it is not a project. He said we would have
thrown that funding away. However, we still need Shem Creek
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dredged. He would prefer having a discussion as a group about
how to do periodic studies on Shem Creek forever and then act
on the results of that study. He said this is something that the
Town is able to control. He said what we are not able to control
is the funding of the Federal Government to the Army Corps of
Engineers, what they do and where that sand is going to go. He
said the Town has no control over this. He believes the Town can
do a study and show it to them to prove a point and that is
$100,000 down the drain. He said that he is not against the
study but would prefer that the scope of the study change to
measure what concerns the Town and then fund the solution to
fix it.
Mr. Owens stated that he does not feel the Town would be
wasting $100,000. He said as Mr. Bustos said earlier, this would
be a complete transparent process and said Ms. Landing was
correct in stating that this is an opportunity for the Town to
protect and preserve not only Crab Bank, but the interest of our
citizens. He said with Shem Creek and Crab Bank being so
instrumental in the process, it is important to preserve those
areas. He said to do so with an independent study is paramount.
He said that the Town needs to look at appropriating these
funds. He said there is no guarantee and the Army Corps is going
to move forward.
Ms. Whitley stated that if the budget was already approved for
the year, would these funds come from the General Fund.
Mr. DeMoura stated it would come from current year funding, if
available.
Ms. Whitley stated that the impression she received from the
Army Corps of Engineers was along the lines of Mr. O’Rourke’s
comments, that the Town could spend $100,000 on this study
and they could completely ignore it and move forward without
ever looking at it. Her concern is to be fiscally responsible and
asked if it made sense to spend $100,000 on this study that
could be ignored. Or, is there an opportunity to work more
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closely with the Corps so that our study would be accepted by
them. She said this is her hope.
Mayor Haynie stated that he and Councilman Owens sat in on a
meeting with all the stakeholders and the answer they received
from the Corps is that they are going to do this. He said Council
heard tonight that the Town does not know where the dredge
material drifts to. He said the expert stated that it is 65% sand
and 35% other and the 35% dissipates when pumped out. He
said to dredge the equivalent of 20 acres of land at the mouth of
Shem Creek without knowing where it is going, and the Corps
not willing to study this prior to telling the Town they were going
to do so, for the Town not to spend the $100,000 to find out
what might happen to Shem Creek, which we all say we love, he
thinks will be a real failure of leadership on the part of Council.
Mr. Bustos stated that this study needs to be completed because
of the silting in to Shem Creek and what is unknown. He said a
study makes good sense and as Mr. O’Rourke stated earlier, this
needs to be accomplished on an ongoing basis so that we know
more about the silting process in Shem Creek. He said part of the
study would be to verify what the Corps of Engineers is saying.
He said the Corps’ mission in this instance is to dredge the
channel for Charleston harbor and is not to protect Crab Bank;
however, he would like to have some questions answered. He
said this could be accomplished by dredging Shem Creek and
some of that sand could be put on Crab Bank. He said if this is
renourished and we need to have the creek itself dredged, what
will be done with that sand. He said that he does not know the
questions he should be asking but feels that a study would be
appropriate.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that the motion is not finalized at this point
and the scope has not yet been discussed. He would add that if
Council is going to vote on this tonight that Council consider the
scope including solutions to the siltation of Shem Creek and
what would need to be accomplished to alleviate this, so the
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Town does not have to perform another study and the Town can
begin the dredging of this on our own.
Mayor Haynie stated that the Town has not yet received or
approved a proposal; however, Council would have the flexibility
to do so. He said that the South Carolina Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) must also come up with $1.4 million for their
portion of the project and if this is no longer needed, the Town
is not moving forward yet, but just approving up to a certain
amount of funding.
Mr. Cunnane stated that when the question was asked to the
Army Corps of Engineers about where the sand goes, their
response was that they were not sure. He asked if this
information can be researched and available. He said before
$100,000 is put towards a project, Council needs to hear from a
sedimentology expert if what the Town is asking for can even be
determined or possible prior to expending $100,000.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that the way this typically works, because
he has addressed this is a previous job, is when the large ships
come in, it will change many things. This is why he continues to
suggest historic data to determine if dredging is done every
three years or five years. He said the only thing that will provide
those answers is history. He said when the large ships come in, it
will change a number of patterns of where sand goes.
Mr. Cunnane stated that what Council needs to establish are
their goals; whether to maintain Shem Creek in a manner that is
navigable or drains properly. He, suggested setting up those
goals prior to spending $100,000.
Mr. Santos stated that the large ships are already here.
Mr. Brimmer stated that he is struggling with what is being
considered for the $100,000. He said specifically, what is the
product that the Town will receive in turn, because based on the
comments he has heard this evening, he is not sure the Town is
receiving anything of value that will be valuable in this process
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of studying Crab Bank. The Army Corps of Engineers is moving
forward, and time is of the essence and the Town can purchase
a study; however, usually when a study is done, there is a very
specific question that requires a response. He is not sure he is
hearing what this question is and the answer Council is looking
for. He said he is not sure the Town is going to get anything out
of a personal study that will be impactful to what the Army
Corps is going to do anyway. He asked if anyone has any insight
to this. He said he is also thinking about the idea that a firm has
already been selected which is news to him and is curious from a
transparency standpoint who authorized the process of looking
at firms, who is the firm that has been selected, and if anyone on
Council has a relationship with the firm that has been selected.
He said before he can support funding of $100,000 he wants to
ensure that the Town is going through the regular process. He
said to come to a meeting this evening and be advised that there
has already been a lot of work done, he has some discomfort
regarding this, especially when it pertains to $100,000.
Mr. DeMoura stated that he is responsible for staff and many
times when he feels that Council is prepared or almost prepared
to move in a certain direction, especially with a project such as
this one, that requires speed given what was presented this
evening, when it comes to a vote that Council is considering this
evening, that staff is in a position to move if Council so desires.
He said that staff is able, within a week’s time, to execute a
contract with a qualified firm, who happens to be a local. He said
there were some questions asked by the public as to how the
firm is selected. He said when time is of the essence, staff selects
a firm, because they are professionals, in the right way, not
because someone has a relationship with someone or someone
on Council knows someone. He said similar to if the Town
requires engineering work on a project that must be done
quickly, staff finds an engineering firm to get the project done
when it is qualified to do so. He said the Town has a very
qualified firm to do this study. They are experts in these areas,
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and they communicate and have worked well with the Army
Corps of Engineers in the past.
Mr. Brimmer asked for the name of the firm.
Mr. DeMoura stated ATM (Applied Technology and
Management), who are local and experts in this field. He said
what they will be doing is setting up a model and will be
analyzing the Army Corps of Engineers’ proposal as well as
alternative proposals of where these 200,000 cubic yards of
material is going to go once it is put down.
Mr. Brimmer stated that the question they (ATM) is trying to
answer is where the sand or material goes.
Mr. DeMoura said one third of this material.
Mayor Haynie asked if they (ATM) were the experts that were
hired by the State to do the same analysis for the Hugh
Leatherman terminal in North Charleston. He said if he
remembers correctly from the Finance Committee meeting,
what was advised is that they already have the harbor modeling
and are very familiar with the harbor and the project which
would further expedite this process.
Mr. Brimmer asked if there were other firms that were
considered.
Mayor Haynie stated that he is not aware of any that were,
because of the need for speed so that the Town does not miss
an opportunity due to a bid process; however, he will defer to
the Finance Committee.
Mr. Brimmer asked what the mindset is of how the study results
would impact the process for the Army Corps of Engineers. He
asked if it was intended to change what is being planned, stop it,
or modify it, because he did not hear any flexibility from the
Army Corps of Engineers to say they were in the process of
changing what they have planned and that they were going
forward with what they have. He said they were doing modeling
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to support some of the concerns that the Town had. He is
wondering if it would be useful to the Town, rather than do a
whole new study to pay a consultant on an hourly basis to sit
down during the Corps’ study and work with them to share the
Town’s concerns and be a parallel process, as opposed to a
whole separate study. He said it may be considerably cheaper
and more effective in terms of taking the information that they
are looking at and having another set of eyes interpret it. He said
having a separate parallel study that is different, he does not
know if this is truly going to impact the Corps process at this
point. He said they were very clear that they know what they are
moving towards.
Mr. Owens asked what Mr. Brimmer means by different.
Mayor Haynie stated that the modeling is scientific and does not
believe it will come down to opinion. He stated that the
modeling will show which way sand migrates in this area of the
harbor. As to whether it affects what the Army Corps does, it can
help them decide the least damaging way to put the dredge
material out, and at the most it could convince them that if they
do this, is it going right at Shem Creek or migrating over towards
Hogg Island or Patriots Point. He said then you have a dry land
pass for the predators and the same thing that happened on
Drum Island, which negates the whole $4 million dollar project.
Mr. Owens stated that this has already happened, as the sand
has moved 500 feet north and the rookery is going to be nonexistent if you have racoons coming from Patriots Point.
Mr. Brimmer stated that if the Town does an independent study,
will they be using different data and different modeling than
what the Army Corps is using.
Mayor Haynie stated that his understanding was that the Army
Corps would work with the Town and who the Town may
potentially hire and agree on the modeling. He said worst case
scenario would be if they move ahead and ignore the Town’s
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report, he said when Shem Creek fills in, the Town has their own
study and can go to them and advise them that it is their
responsibility to dredge at least a navigable channel.
Mr. Brimmer stated that what he heard this evening from the
Corps of Engineers is that they study the creek every year and
have historical data, and when silting reaches a certain level,
that triggers their request for funding. He said the bigger issue
for him is not so much getting a study to say where the sand
goes, because the sand is going to go where it goes. He said a
bigger concern is that the Town has the Corps of Engineers on
the hook for when dredging is necessary.
Mayor Haynie stated that the Town asked them this and they
were unable to commit to this, because that decision comes
from Washington, DC. They cannot guarantee that if it fills in and
Shrimp boats are not able to get out, that it will be dredged. He
said there are portions of the intra-coastal waterway that are
not dredged. He said all of this is prudent discussion, but the
potential damage to Mount Pleasant is much more than
$100,000 which is what this study may cost.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that his concern is that he is not sure the
Town is prepared. He said determining what the actual scope is
going to be and what the Town wants will determine how
Council votes. He said this will be difficult unless it has been
worked out by someone.
Mr. DeMoura stated that staff has it worked out. He stated that
the scope is to establish the model, analyze the Corps of
Engineers’ proposal and alternatives. He said Council will know
what is going to be the fate of this material and if there are
other options that are better or have the least impact on Shem
Creek.
Mr. O’Rourke asked if those options will be paid for by the
Town.
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Mr. DeMoura stated that these are the scope of services for the
estimated $95,000 study that may occur.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that the discussion he mentioned earlier
regarding trying to include periodic dredging information for
Shem Creek is not a part of this scope.
Mr. DeMoura stated that if this is Council’s desire he would
recommend setting up a different contract, where there is time
to go through a competitive selection process at some point in
the future.
Mr. Owens stated that the numerical model study will
determine the sediment fate, moving during and after the
proposed supported dredge material is placed.
Mr. DeMoura responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Cunnane said staff mentioned that this firm that is being
considered has modeling already for the harbor, because the
worked on the State Port project in North Charleston. He asked
if there is a cost-sharing situation where the Town may purchase
some of this data instead of paying for it again.
Mr. DeMoura stated that it would be the Town’s report once it is
received.
Mr. Cunnane stated that if ATM is using modeling that they have
already been paid for by someone else, can the Town split the
cost and be provided with the data.
Mr. DeMoura stated that he would have to investigate this.
Mayor Haynie stated that there is a motion to approve up to
$100,000 for a study of modeling of the federal Crab Bank
renourishing project.
Mr. O’Rourke was opposed. All others present voted in favor.
Motion to approve carries 8-1.
2. The Finance Committee deferred until next month
consideration of a grant of easement to SCE&G for the
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purpose of installing and maintaining overhead,
underground and surface utilities on property owned by
the Town of Mount Pleasant located at 1153 Six Mile Road
(Mount Pleasant Fire Station 4).
The Finance Committee deferred until next month a request to
purchase an undeveloped 0.2 acre property owned by the Town
of Mount Pleasant located near Walt Miller Street.
F. Fire Committee (No Meeting)

G. Human Resources
1. Approval of updates to the Town of Mount Pleasant Human
Resource Guidelines and implementation of Non-Discriminatory
policies in Town’s ordinances. (See Resolution and Ordinances
under Council New Business Item XI.A.1, XI.A.2, and XI.A.3)
2. Report
Ms. Landing stated that at the Human Resources Committee
meeting last week, they reviewed a list of proposed updates to
the Town of Mount Pleasant Human Resource Guidelines
effective July 1, 2018. Most of the items were driven by the new
Human Resources Information System software and are
enhancements for our employees.
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In addition, we discussed implementation of non-discriminatory
policies in the Town’s ordinances for consideration.
These items will be considered as part of Council New Business
H. Patriots Point Development Authority
Report
I. Planning Committee
Update Regarding Affordable Housing Task Force/Housing for All,
Mount Pleasant
Mr. Jack Little, consultant, reported that the Affordable Housing
Task Force had successfully completed its work to establish a
nonprofit corporation to address housing affordability in the future.
He explained that necessary paperwork had been filed, and that
bylaws and the board of directors had been established. Initial
work of the nonprofit will now focus on hiring an executive
director, adding members to the board, creating an advisory
committee, and performing related start-up activities. The
committee thanked and acknowledged the task force’s work. They
requested that staff work with the mayor to handle dissolution of
the task force as a recognized town group since the task force had
completed its assigned mission.
Project Updates & Proposed Schedules
Comprehensive Plan update
Planning staff advised that the next meeting of the Plan Forum
citizens group would be June 5th, followed by a community open
house later that evening from 5-7 p.m. Staff noted that draft
transportation and land use recommendations would be the
subject of discussion at the meetings.
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Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU’s) and Short-Term Rental properties
Planning staff summarized activities conducted to date. The
committee indicated that adequate time should be taken as this
issue is studied. The members requested that draft regulations be
shared with the committee in July, with the future schedule for
presenting to the Planning Commission to be discussed at that
time. Depending upon the progress made, the amendments could
be presented for public hearing at the Commission’s August
meeting.
Vegetation and Tree Protection
Staff advised that draft ordinance language would be presented at
the Committee’s July meeting.
Urban Corridor Overlay District (UCOD)
Planning staff indicated that progress had been made on several of
the changes requested at the May meeting. In response to a
request for more direction on one aspect, the committee clarified
that their intent was to remove single-family residential
development from properties which already had an underlying
commercial zoning designation. The proposed ordinance changes
will be presented at the July meeting of the committee.
Other Business
The committee requested that staff study the process for assigning
Town zoning when properties are annexed.
J. Police, Legal & Judicial Committee
1. Approval to re-appoint Municipal Judges Tanya Staubes, Thomas
Hesse and David Michel
Ms. Whitley moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Cunnane. All
present voted in favor.
2. Report
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K. Public Services Committee (No Meeting)
Report
L. Recreation Committee
1. Approval to request a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals
with regard to the reconstruction of the tennis courts on Queen
Street
Mr. Owens made a motion to request that staff add the
grandfather clause ordinance 156.321, under Section D which
will allows and brings current homes and tennis courts exceeding
40% coverage into conformance; seconded by Ms. Whitley.
Mr. DeMoura stated that this would be an ordinance adjustment
that would need to go through the ordinance process and the
Planning Commission. He said the Council would be required to
change the ordinance. He asked if this is what Council is seeking,
or a variance.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that an ordinance amendment would
require two readings and would have to go through the Planning
Commission first. He said the item on the agenda is the approval
to request a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals, which
would be a variance requested by the Town before the Board of
Zoning Appeals.
Mr. Owens stated that by grandfathering, would there be a need
for a variance.
Mr. DeMoura responded in the negative and said it would simply
be a Council ordinance change.
Mr. Owens stated that this would clean up the process, because
currently there are houses that are non-conforming that have
more than 40% impervious surfaces.
Mr. DeMoura stated that the 40% coverage that governs the Old
Village Historic District already has exceptions for public
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facilities. He said Council will be extending the same exceptions
to the broader ordinance that was more recently passed.
Mr. Owens stated that this was in December, but at that point
and time, there were houses that were built on small lots that
exceeded the 40%. He said with that being the case, they would
not be allowed, in the event of a catastrophic event, to rebuild
as it stands now. He said if it is brought into conformance, not
only do we eliminate the variance for the tennis courts but have
given the homeowners the right to rebuild their house if
destroyed by a catastrophic event.
Mr. DeMoura stated that he would agree if this is the case, this
would address both issues.
Mr. Cunnane asked if a homeowner goes to the Board of Zoning
Appeals in the event of a catastrophic event anyway.
Mr. DeMoura responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Cunnane stated that they would likely have a number of
homeowners that they would be approving right after a
catastrophic event.
Mr. Owens stated that as far as the tennis courts are concerned,
having this in conformance would allow this project to move
forward. He said he does not know if the tennis courts would
meet the litmus test of BOZA. He said if they do not meet all of
the criteria with BOZA, it could be rejected. He said this is an
opportunity for the Town to clean up not only the area for the
tennis courts, but also for the houses that are non-conforming.
Mr. Cunnane stated that this is difficult for him, because he is
certain the lot coverage issue creates hardships for many
people. He said the reality is that the Town is going to go
through the process that they require of their citizens. He asked
if this was a bad thing. He said he thinks it is okay to do this.
Mr. Brimmer directed his question to the parliamentarian. When
a Committee makes a motion, does this motion need to come
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forward as it was passed by the Committee first before other
motions are taken up.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that this is correct.
Mr. Brimmer stated that this item is the one that came from
Committee, so this is what Council should be focusing on. He
asked if a motion comes out of Committee, does it require a
second.
Mayor Haynie stated that it does not. He said Council does it,
but it does not technically require one. He said the vote of the
Committee, in effect, is the second. He said he would maintain
that Council may approve this tonight. He asked if this came
from Committee with a recommendation.
Mr. Santos stated that this was sent to full Council for
discussion.
Mayor Haynie stated that there is a 40% impervious coverage
rule and the Town should not exempt themselves from the very
laws that the Town imposes on its citizens. He would maintain
that this motion could be addressed as well as Councilman
Owen’s motion. He said there is item #1, an approval to request
the variance.
Charles Claus, 701 Royall Avenue, stated that this is an
important issue to him and many residents. He said he
appreciates the effort and the willingness to redevelop this
Town asset. He has been working on this for many years and
when he found out it would be two courts as opposed to three,
he was disappointed. He said these courts are utilized all the
time. He said there are over 300 residents that have signed a
petition to encourage the Town to request a variance for three
courts. He read several statements from residents in support of
requesting a variance to have three courts.
Thad Wilson, 734 Pitt Street, stated that he attended the
Recreation Committee meeting last month and felt positive with
the support that was communicated to the Committee. He
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stated that this is multi-generational as he has also been playing
on these courts for over 20 years and sees children there,
teenagers, adults and grandparents, and these courts are a big
part of living in the Old Village. He said the Town does need
ordinances and rules about lot coverage and flooding. It appears
to him that those rules are broad level to help prevent too many
people from having tennis courts in their backyards. He said we
do not need this and instead community tennis courts. He said
this ordinance has a grand and necessary purpose, but it is
obvious to him that the ordinance is not to prevent the Town
from having multiple use tennis courts. He hopes Council will
figure out a way to resolve this issue either by ordinance or
requesting a variance. He said the courts are a big deal to those
that reside in the Old Village.
Mr. Bustos suggested voting on just the variance this evening,
because the motion on the floor is not for the variance. He
asked Mr. Owens if he would withdraw his motion and only vote
on the variance. He added that Mr. Owens’ proposal could be
brought to the Planning Committee for additional work. He does
not believe he can support Mr. Owen’s motion for a
grandfathering this evening, because Council does not know the
broader aspect of it.
Mr. Owens stated that there is a motion and a second on the
floor.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that the motion does not represent what is
currently shown on the agenda. He said the motion is not
appropriate for this meeting, because there has been no notice
of this motion. He said as a matter of procedure, it is not
appropriate and should not be voted on.
Mr. Owens withdrew his motion; Ms. Whitley withdrew her
second.
Mayor Haynie stated that the motion that we do have came out
of Committee, which is the approval of the variance.
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Ms. Whitley so moved; seconded by Mr. Cunnane.
Mr. Santos stated that he would like to go on the record to say
that he does not believe this is accurate. He said the Recreation
Committee did not approve the variance to be voted on at full
Council. He said they voted to send the whole idea to full Council
for discussion and for full Council to make a decision. He said
that the agenda indicates “Approval to Request A Variance”. He
said that this was not done in the Recreation Committee.
Mayor Haynie stated that there is a motion and a second on the
floor and appreciates Mr. Santos’ clarification.
Mr. Cunnane asked Mr. Ulma or Mr. DeMoura, the fastest way
to accomplish this; via BOZA or the grandfathering.
Mr. DeMoura stated that the Board of Zoning Appeals is faster
assuming they grant it.
Mr. Cunnane stated that if they do not approve it, then Council
may pass an ordinance.
Mayor Haynie stated that the motion is to request a variance
from the Board of Zoning Appeals with regard to the
reconstruction of the tennis courts on Queen Street.
All present voted in favor.
2. Report
The Committee recognized two employees for years of service
with the Town.
The Committee approved a request from Shem Creek
Presbyterian Church for a one-year lease extension for the use of
the Darby Building.
The Committee was given an update on participation and
activities.
Mayor Haynie called for a short recess at 10:30 p.m., and
reconvened the Council meeting at 10:36 p.m.
(Mr. Cunnane was not present when the meeting reconvened)
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M. Transportation
1. Approval to cancel the Long Point Road realignment to Highway
17 and the extension to Billy Swails Boulevard
Mr. Santos moved to cancel the Long Point Road realignment to
Highway 17 and the extension to Billy Swails Boulevard, seconded
by Mr. Owens.
Mr. Brimmer stated the motion was not to cancel but to postpone
it until discussion could be held at the retreat in January 2019.
Mayor Haynie said he believed that was the technicality of his
motion but to put it in context, his vote was because of the
overwhelming public outcry to not redirect Long Point Road
through historic Boone Hall, which was the whole reason it was
decided to be put on hold. Mayor Haynie said he did not detect
any desire from the Transportation Committee to do that part of
the plan. Mayor Haynie said Mr. Brimmer was right on the
technicality and that was to put it on hold and wait until January
because we have to decide about the funds and that there would
be ways to spend it. He stated what is causing the pause is a
decade later, cutting the road through the corner of Boone Hall
does not seem to be the best idea.
Mr. Cunnane said he asked at the Committee about the portion
between Highway 17 and Billy Swails Boulevard, and after giving
it some thought, he thinks the potential for a right in, right out for
that intersection to provide access in and out of the park that
does not impact the Long Point intersection, should still be looked
at.
Mr. Owens said he agreed.
Mayor Haynie asked if he is referring to Highway 17 and Billy
Swails/Rifle Range.
Mr. Cunnane responded in the affirmative and asked if there is
something that could be done there that doesn’t impact Long
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Point. He said if it does not line up or a left cannot be made
coming toward 17 out of that new road, if Long Point cannot be
accessed it solves the problem, but it provides another outlet for
those going to Billy Swails going north bound in the afternoon, so
that if Highway 17 has heavy traffic, then drivers could access Billy
Swails.
Mr. O’Rourke said this subject concerns him on many levels, but
he said a lot of money was spent on engineering what has been
done already, and now it could change. He said we know how to
say “no” to many things, but at some point, we need to figure out
what we will say “yes” to when it comes to traffic. He said this
project is not just about Long Point Road. He said it is about the
Old Village, about the end of Highway 41, and we need to get our
minds around the whole Town’s traffic situation. He stated that
there are effects to this and he does not know if it would be a
good idea to wait until January for a vote.
Mr. Cunnane said one of the gentleman from Boone Hall said
something needs to be done sooner rather than later, so they are
on board with some type of improvements, and it should be
worked on now.
Mr. O’Rourke said the goals need to be discussed.
Mr. Cunnane said the Town purchased the land for the park, so
the goal there would be to make as much use of it as possible. He
said we need to decide if there are other options that were
missed, or if this plan has been outgrown. He was not happy after
the meeting that the Long Point extension was nixed because
there is no solution.
Mr. Bustos said perhaps this could be done in two parts. He
would like to see the Long Point Road portion from Highway 17 to
the straightening of Long Point Road taken out, and then to hold
the money from Rifle Range Road to Billy Swails to Highway 17, to
Mr. Cunnane’s point that there could be some solution there. He
said perhaps the Long Point Road portion could be addressed now
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to let Mr. McRae know that this is not going to happen, and then
continue to examine the other portion to see what is best,
whether to stop it at Billy Swails Boulevard or push it on through
to Highway 17.
Mr. Owens said Mr. Bustos summed up what he was going to say
and that was to entertain an outlook for Rifle Range to Highway
17. He said that he left the Transportation Committee meeting
during the discussion, and when he saw this on the Council
Agenda, he questioned whether the extension of Billy Swails
Boulevard needed to be removed. He would agree to leave that
portion in, because when you come off Rifle Range Road there are
alternatives; one being the Isle of Palms Connector and if you
utilize this to Billy Swails to US 17 to go to Park West/Dunes
West/Highway 41 area, it is available and would dissipate some
of the traffic on the east end of Mount Pleasant.
Mayor Haynie said the motion that is made and seconded is
“Approval to postpone the Long Point Road realignment to
Highway 17 and the extension…”
Mr. Santos disagreed and stated that the motion was to cancel.
Mayor Haynie said if Council is going to address this as it was
supposed to be on the agenda, which was to postpone and not
cancel.
Mr. Santos said that is the problem, it says cancel, but it should
have been to postpone.
Mayor Haynie asked if the motion could be amended to say
postpone so that we are voting on what actually came out of the
Transportation Committee meeting.
Mr. Cunnane said he thought there was another point which was
to have the South Carolina Department of Transportation look at
something.
Mr. Bustos said no, the other part was that the money was to be
held.
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Mayor Haynie asked if the motion could be amended to
postpone.
Mr. Santos said this was published and went to the citizens that
Council would be voting to cancel it. He said if it was written that
the project was going to be postponed, there may have been
twice as many people here. Many people probably did not come
because the agenda stated, “approval to cancel”. He said this is
the second time on the agenda that something was not the same
that came out of Committees.
Mayor Haynie said he did not want a losing vote on Long Point
because people are not willing yet to vote on the effect on Billy
Swails. He said perhaps it could be divided into two motions.
Mr. Santos said that might be good, because the way he looked
at it, he took it to mean from Boone Hall extending to Billy Swails
and if we are cutting the project at Boone Hall, there will not be
an extension to Billy Swails; it will be starting there.
Mayor Haynie said there could still be an extension from Highway
17 to Billy Swails, but the other side of Highway 17 will not cut
through Boone Hall.
Mr. Cunnane said it does not end at the church the way it was
proposed, which is why Long Point was being realigned.
Mr. Brimmer said he thinks the conversation is demonstrating the
point here, that many different parts of a project are being
discussed, and rather than pick and choose, we should take some
time, look at the project and decide what the priorities are. He
said he did not want to close the door on anything that could have
other effects on other projects. He said when Billy Swails
Boulevard has been completed, that may change traffic patterns
to the point where this is a non-issue. He suggested looking at
the entire project to decide which parts need to move forward
and which ones can be put on hold until more staff, community
and professional engineering input can be received.
Mr. Santos said he believes that is what Council is doing.
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Mr. Brimmer said part of it is being cancelled.
Mr. Bustos said he thinks for the most part, everyone believes
that the portion from Highway 17 at Long Point Road needs to be
cancelled.
Mayor Haynie said specifically the part that cuts through Boone
Hall.
Mr. Bustos responded in the affirmative.
Mayor Haynie suggested a motion just on that portion and then
addressing the others.
Mr. Bustos said that is what he would suggest, and then address
Highway 17 and Rifle Range, because the disapproval of the
connection through Boone Hall is going to impact the other side
of Highway 17, and that it can be delayed.
Mr. Santos amended his motion to cancel the Long Point Road
realignment to Highway 17, and Mr. Bustos amended his second.
Mayor Haynie said the motion currently is to cancel the
realignment of Long Point Road that would cut through the corner
of Long Point Road to Highway 17.
Rick Benthall, Director of Marketing for Boone Hall, stated that
Mr. McRae wanted to thank everyone for their willingness to
listen to the members of the community about this issue and
respond.
Mr. Cunnane asked Mr. Benthall if it is correct that Boone Hall is
willing to work to find other solutions to help Boone Hall and the
community. Mr. Benthall responded in the affirmative, as long as
more traffic is not sent down Long Point Road.
Bill Miller, 549 East Rice Planters Lane, thanked Council for the
time they put into this. He stated Long Point Road is designed for
13,000 vehicles and over 18,500 vehicles travel it at this point in
time, so no additional traffic is needed. He said that is about the
same amount that Highway 41 had two years ago. There is a
safety problem for all of the driveways and access points to
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subdivisions on Long Point, speeding is an issue, and tractor
trailers are also driving down Long Point. Mr. Miller said there are
two bridges on Long Point that are in a state of disrepair and he
is thankful the Wando Bridge is back in operation.
Mayor Haynie called for the vote to cancel the plan to realign Long
Point Road through Boone Hall to Highway 17 and all present
voted in favor.
Mr. Bustos moved to refer the portion of the project from Highway
17 to Billy Swails to Rifle Range Road back to the Capital
Improvement Plan review and that the money be held and not
expended, seconded by Mr. Owens.
Mr. Brimmer asked if the design would continue on the segment
between Billy Swails and Rifle Range during this time.
Mayor Haynie said he has not heard that anything cancels that
portion.
Mayor Haynie called for the vote and all present voted in favor.
2. Approval to request that Charleston County remove as an option
Alternative 7 for the widening of Highway 41.
Ms. Landing moved to remove Alternative 7 for the widening of
Highway 41; seconded by Mr. Owens.
John Wright, 145 Rose Lane, stated that he would like to mention
an article in the Mount Pleasant Magazine, and stated that he is
the president of the African American Historical Settlement
Commission. He would like for Council to give consideration to
keeping Alternative 7, since Charleston County brought it up. He
said the Phillips Community is an unincorporated area in Mount
Pleasant and the “step-child” to Charleston County. He said
Charleston County brought this up as an alternative, so he would
like for the Town to keep it as an option. He read an article in
Mount Pleasant Magazine which quotes Mayor Haynie, “It is my
stated goal and the goal of the Town to protect our cultural
communities, whether it is Scanlonville, Ten Mile or Phillips”. That
Page 80 of 87

being said, he would like for the Town to give total and complete
consideration to “not” remove Alternative 7 and leave it in place
so that Charleston County may have the opportunity to provide
their input on what the Town is willing to remove. He said there
is no request to remove Alternative #3 or #5 or #11, only #7. He
asked Council to give consideration not to remove Alternative #7
and see where Charleston County stands with the community and
the conversation beyond here.
Ms. Landing stated that she travels all of these roads, including
down Highway 41 through the Phillips Community, which she has
very high regards for. She does not necessarily believe that the
lanes in this community should be widened to 4 and 5 lanes
either. She said this is not an easy decision, but what she does
know is that the Town does not have a vote on this highway. She
said what Council is attempting to do this evening is to have
Alternative #7 removed, due to the outpouring of emails, social
media, telephone calls, as well as the open house, where they
were highly against alternative 7 the way it was presented.
Mayor Haynie stated that this is a County project on a State road
and the Town is only a stakeholder and not the decision maker on
this project.
Mr. Brimmer stated that he does live off Bessemer Road so this
does impact the neighborhoods around him. He said he is not
here to vote on what he believes the best option is, because he
does not know what that is. He is here because he received
hundreds of emails from residents who live near and around him
and it is not the concern that they are going to lose their home or
property, because everyone has that concern in the Phillips
Community, Park West, Cardinal Hill and many along Highway 41.
He said there are many property owners along Highway 41 that
would be impacted. He said this is a transportation project first
and foremost and must be the best transportation option and
once that is selected, then we discuss impacts to neighborhoods
and communities. He believes the idea of taking traffic off of
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Highway 41, routing it up through two densely populated
subdivisions and bringing it back out to Highway 41, does not
seems to be the best transportation option. He said if you look at
the twelve options, the only option that the County presented
that shows green travel on all legs is a seven-lane option all the
way through; however, he does not believe anyone is in favor of
a seven-lane option. He said everything else is less than that. He
said this is not Park West or Dunes West versus the Phillips
Community. He said the impact is going somewhere, but the idea
is to get to the real conversation about the best transportation
option. He said once we get to that point, then we have a
meaningful conversation about what needs to be done to reduce
the impact of whatever community this affects. He said we are far
from that discussion, but believes it is important for the Town to
reflect the position of many residents to say that we do not
believe Alternate #7 is the best option.
Ms. Landing stated that if it was possible to get the County to
move forward on four lanes south of Joe Rouse to Highway 17,
which does not impact the Phillips Community or other
neighborhoods would be great.
Mr. Cunnane stated that as far as Bessemer Road is concerned, it
was engineered as a low speed area. He said it would be tearing
apart what the Town told the planned development to do 30
years ago, if you allow the highway to go through this area. He
said that Council is defending what the Town has already fought
for when the neighborhoods were originally built. He said what
the Town should be looking at is how to minimize the amount of
people traveling through the Phillips community. He said there
are several ways to do this. One would be to have a double turn
off of Joe Rouse.
Mayor Haynie stated that this motion is simply to recommend
removing alternative #7 and this discussion is getting into
designing options.
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Mr. Cunnane stated that there are ways to reduce the amount of
traffic traveling down Highway 41 and one has already been done
on Bessemer which could be made longer and add that route
around the airport. He said there are a number of things that the
Town can do to work with the Phillips community. He said we
must make the right choice for everyone.
All present voted in favor.
3. Report
N. Waterworks Commission
Report
O. Water Supply Committee (No Meeting)
Report
X.

ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
Mr. DeMoura stated that this is a reminder that next month’s
Town Council meeting on July 10, 2018 will be held at the Park
West Recreational gymnasium.

XI.

COUNCIL BUSINESS
A. New Business
1. Adoption: A Resolution to amend and republish the Town of
Mount Pleasant Human Resources Guidelines. (R.18061)
Ms. Santos moved for approval; seconded by Ms. Landing. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read the RESOLUTION BY TITLE ONLY. This
Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
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2. First Reading: An Ordinance amending Title IX (General
Regulations) by adding a new Chapter 98 titled Prevention of
Discrimination in the Rental or Sale of Housing. (Ord. No. 18044)
Mr. Brimmer made a motion to move items #2 and #3 to the
Police, Judicial and Legal Committee for further discussion and
review; seconded by Mr. Bustos.
Ms. Whitley stated that she would like to point out that these
ordinances are mimicking language that the Town’s peer cities
have already adopted; Charleston, North Charleston, Folly Beach
and Columbia. She said it simply mimics language that is already
in the Town’s Code for public assemblies and parades and
essentially it is necessary to clarify that Mount Pleasant is a Town
that does not discriminate. She said this is something that
Council could potentially vote on this evening. She said it has
been vetted through other Towns and the Human Resources
Committee and can also be amended after first reading if there
are concerns, just as what was done with the plastics ordinance
where it was amended after first reading.
Mr. O’Rourke agrees with Ms. Whitley and stated that it would
be appropriate for Council to vote on these items tonight.
Mayor Haynie stated that the motion is to defer.
Ms. Landing stated that if we vote on first reading with the idea
that Council is going to change it, since there are some items that
need to be discussed that have not been vetted by the Police,
Judicial and Legal Committee and there is also State law that
comes into effect that could be considered in conflict of or cause
exceptions, which have not been considered. She does not know
what the other peer cities have done on those items; however, if
Council members vote in favor of this evening, that it will be
reviewed prior to second reading.
Mayor Haynie stated that the motion is to defer items #2 and #3.
Mr. O’Rourke, Mr. Santos and Ms. Whitley were opposed. All
others present voted in favor. Motion to defer carries 6-3.
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Colleen Condon, 1705 West Sancroft in West Ashley and is the
Vice President for Alliance for Full Acceptance. She thanked
Councilmember Whitley for introducing this and appreciates her
work to put in place what we already know represents the
vibrant diverse community of Mount Pleasant. She said they look
forward to working with the Committee to address any concerns
and to make sure it is something that creates rules and enforce
the beauty of this Town.
3. First Reading: An Ordinance amending Title IX (General
Regulations) by adding a new Chapter 99 Titled Equal Enjoyment
and Privileges to Public Accommodations. (Ord. No. 18045)
[Addressed in item #2 above]
4. Adoption: A Resolution authorizing a Memorandum of
Understanding between the Town of Mount Pleasant Police and
Fire Departments and the Charleston County School District, FM,
Facilities Management, Plant Operations for emergency services
training at Fraser Elementary School. (R.18062)
Mr. DeMoura stated that this sets out the terms and conditions
of a training exercise.
Mr. Cunnane moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Bustos. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read the RESOLUTION BY TITLE ONLY. This
Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
5. Discussion regarding the distribution of public funds to outside
agencies.
Mr. Cunnane stated that this impacts the ability for citizens to
obtain records from entities that receive funding from local
governments. It covers any agency or organization that receives
such funds.
Mr. O’Rourke asked if this could be discussed in the Finance
Committee next month.
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Mayor Haynie stated that this has a lot of merit and supports it;
however, believes there are details and processes that the Town
should be specific about.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that the whole subject of the distribution of
public funds should be reviewed. He said that is the topic and
what Mr. Cunnane added, which should all be referred to the
Finance Committee for discussion.
Mayor Haynie asked if this required a motion to refer to the
Finance Committee in July.
Mr. O’Rourke so moved; seconded by Mr. Brimmer. All present
voted in favor.
B. Old Business
Final Reading: An Ordinance authorizing the issuance of a not
exceeding $10,000,000 Stormwater Utility System Revenue Bond,
Series 2018 of the Town of Mount Pleasant, South Carolina. (Ord.
No. 18040)
Mr. Owens moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Bustos. All present
voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
C. Executive Session
Mr. Owens moved to adjourn into executive session; seconded by
Ms. Whitley. All present voted in favor.
Council adjourned into executive session at 11:17 p.m.
1. Legal and Contractual
Legal update on Long Point Cooper v. Mount Pleasant
Waterworks and Town of Mount Pleasant
2. Personnel
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Appointments to the Accommodations Tax Advisory
Commission, the Historical Commission, and the Culture, Arts
and Pride Commission
D. Post Executive Session
Council may take action on any item listed on an executive session
agenda or discussed in an executive session during a properly
noticed meeting.
Council reconvened at 11:34 p.m.
Mayor Haynie declared that no action or votes were taken in
executive session.
Mr. Santos moved to appoint Marc Fountain to the Historical
Commission; seconded by Ms. Whitley. All present voted in favor.
Mr. Santos moved to appoint Amanda Tadlock to the Cultural, Arts
and Pride Commission; seconded by Ms. Whitley. All present voted
in favor.
XII.

ADJOURN
There being no further business, Council adjourned at 11:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Barbara Ashe
June 12, 2018
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