MOUNT PLEASANT TOWN COUNCIL
TOWN COUNCIL
Tuesday, August 13, 2019, 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 6:01 p.m.
Council Members Bob Brimmer, Joe Bustos, Kevin Cunnane, Kathy Landing,
Jim Owens, Gary Santos and Guang Ming Whitley were present.
Tom O’Rourke was absent.
I.

PRAYER
Chaplain Linda Emanuele led Council in prayer.

II.

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

III.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Ms. Landing so moved; seconded by Mr. Bustos. All present voted
in favor. Motion to approve carries 8-0

IV.

PUBLIC HEARINGS, AWARDS & PRESENTATIONS
A.

PUBLIC HEARING: A Public Hearing to receive input on the
determination of Historic Designation for the following property:
125 Pitt Street, Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
TMS No. 532-01-00-084

At the July 8, 2019 meeting of the Old Village Historic District
Commission, the body recommended the property to Town Council
for Historic Designation.
Mr. Ulma presented staff comments to Council.

Leigh Rowe, 105 Friend Street, Chairwoman, Old Village Historic
District Commission, stated that because of the building’s age,
symbolic value and exceptional importance, it is one of the few
traditional commercial buildings on Pitt Street that would warrant a
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historical designation. She stated that the Sanborn maps show that
it was built somewhere in the 1940’s, but that was likely a renovation
or addition. The new owner did a historical report and found the
building construction date to be circa 1895 – 1900. She stated that
she has been on the OVHDC for four years and there has been more
correspondence on this particular property than any other. She
would like to request Council to designate 125 Pitt Street a historical
designation.
There being no further comments, Mayor Haynie declared this
public hearing closed.
B.

PUBLIC HEARING: A Public Hearing to receive input on a proposal
to adopt a new Development Agreement for a proposed
development to be known as Patriots Annex. The development is
proposed to consist of a mix of uses to include multi-family
residential, office, retail, hotel and conference, amphitheater,
museums and public plazas. The property comprising the proposed
development is an approximately 30.32 acre parcel part of a larger
162.86 acre tract of land. The subject parcel is located on Patriots
Point Road and identified by TMS No. 517-00-00-001 (a portion
thereof) and depicted on a plat recorded by the Charleston County
ROD Office in Plat Book W, Page 025.
Mr. Ulma presented the public hearing information to Council and
stated that there will be a required second public hearing at the
September 10, 2019 Town Council meeting as development
agreements require two public hearings.
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James Wilson, stated that he is here on behalf of the applicant,
Patriots Annex, LLC, with Mike Bennett. He said this development
agreement is a single one and follows the state statute which
provides for a five year period to confirm that the zoning will remain
intact as it is. He said for that period a development agreement is
intended to give certainty for a period of years when significant
infrastructure improvements are put in place.
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Marie–Louise Moreto, 1133 Liberty Court, stated that she is the
President of the Mount Pleasant Community Arts Center, and would
like to applaud the developers of the Patriots Annex for including a
theatre in their plans; however, she hopes that they will consider
building a 200 to 500 seat community theatre instead of a large
amphitheater which will create noise, lighting and traffic issues.
Katie Zimmerman, Executive Director of Charleston Moves, stated
that they are an advocacy group that works throughout Charleston
County to advocate for safe and connected infrastructure for biking,
walking and public transit. She stated that she wanted to ensure that
whatever needs to be included is set aside specifically for critical safe
and connected bike and pedestrian infrastructure, as well as any
transit stops that need to be included. When you have multiple uses
on a property, the key to success includes multi-modal. She stated
that the Town has specific plans, including Mount Pleasant Way and
other biking and walking infrastructure and wanted to make sure, for
the record, that this will include, at the appropriate time, this
infrastructure.
There being no further comments, Mayor Haynie declared this
public hearing closed.
C.

PUBLIC HEARING: A Public Hearing regarding proposed
Recreation Fee adjustments for the Town of Mount Pleasant to
become effective January 1, 2020. Pursuant to Section 6-1-330 of
the S.C. Code of Laws, public notice is hereby given that Mount
Pleasant Town Council will hold a public hearing on Recreation fee
adjustments to become effective January 1, 2020. Comments shall
be heard on August 13, 2019 at 6:00 PM in the Mount Pleasant
Municipal Complex Council Chambers, 100 Ann Edwards Lane,
Mount Pleasant, South Carolina 29464.
Steve Gergick, Recreation Director, presented the public hearing to
Council.
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PROPOSED RECREATION FEE ADJUSTMENTS
PROGRAM/ACTIVITY/FACILITY
Recreational Youth Sports
excluding baseball and tackle football
(residential/non-residential)

CURRENT FEE

PROPOSED FEE

$50/$100 per season

$60/$120 per season

Youth Tackle Football (res/non-res)

$50/$100 per season

$70/$140 per season

Youth Baseball (res/non-res)

$50/$100 per season

$70/$140 per season

$15 per person

$30 per person

$50/$100 per hour
then $25 each additional
hour

$50/$100 per hour

Gym Rentals (res/non-res)

$50/$100 per hour/per court

$75/$150 per hour/per court

Track Rental (res/non-res)

$75/$150 first per hour then
$50/$100 each additional
hour

$75/$150 per hour

$350/$500 per day plus
$100/$200 deposit

$35/$70 per hour or
$250/$500 per day plus
$100/$200 deposit

Aquatic Membership (res/non-res)

$25/$175 per year plus
$2per visit ($1 for seniors)

$200/$350 per year
(no daily fee)

Aquatic Family Membership
(res/non-res)

$70/$175 per year plus
$2 per visit ($1 for seniors)

$400/$700 per year
(no daily fee)

Swim Pass (res/non-res)

$30 for 30 visits with
membership

$40/$80 for 10 visits

Senior Swim Pass (res/non-res)

$15 for 30 visits with
membership

$30/$60 for 10 visits

$5/visit

$5/$10 visit

1-15 participants $75/$150
16-50 participants $100/$200
51-75 participants $125/$250
76-100 participants
$150/$300

$40/$80/lane/hour
(max 10 people per lane)

Allstar Sports Fee (res/non-res)
Athletic Field Rentals (res/non-res)

Lake Pavilion Building Rental (res/nonres)

Daily Pool Visit (res/non-res)

Hourly Pool Rental During Business
Hours (res/non-res)
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Senior Center Membership
(res/non-res)
Senior Center Daily Visit (res/non-res)

$125/$250 per person

$140/$280 per person

$4/$8 per person

$5/$10 per person

There being no comments, Mayor Haynie declared this public
hearing closed.
D. Presentation of Shem Creek Study Advisory Committee Final
Report
Cheryll Woods-Flowers, Chairwoman, stated that she would like
to express her sincere thanks to Town Council members for putting
this process in place and standing behind it and appropriating the
needed funds. She stated that she has worked with an amazing
group. She would like to recognize and thank Town staff, Lauren Sims
and Elizabeth Boyles for taking such great care of the SCSAC. She
would also like to thank and recognize the members of the Shem
Creek Task Force. She said some are present and others were not
able to attend. Elizabeth Anderegg, Billy Barnwell, Brett Bennett,
Grace Edwards, Olivia Flynn, Randy Friedman, Miles Martschink,
Bubba Simmons and Ellie Thomas. She stated that she would also like
to recognize the consultants who were exceptionally professional,
and it was evident that their hearts were in this and it was not just a
job. Tom Robertson and Matt Randall from Cranston Engineering.
She would also like to recognize Jonathan Lane of Lane Consulting.
She said the Shem Creek Area Management Plan outlines a plan for
the future of Shem Creek and the vicinity in a way that supports
commercial fishing, organizes boat uses, traffic, safety, encourages
public access along the waterfront, provides cooperative parking
management which is sorely needed, maintains visual character,
outlines support of regulations, respects critical nature and
environmental resources. She said the plan is comprehensive,
proactive and strategic, while still recognizing previous plans
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regarding both preservation, development and redevelopment
activities in the Town of Mount Pleasant. She said Council has been
provided with a copy and there are also some available to the public.
She stated that what she is asking Council at this time is to take this
as their own and not simply put it on the shelf. She stated that this is
a living and breathing document that deserves special attention and
has been sorely needed. She believes that at the end of the day,
Council will be the champions and tell the Town citizens that they
took care of the most iconic place in the Town. She thanked Council
for allowing her to be a part of this.
E. Civic Pride Award Presentation
Nicole Harvey, Special Events Manager, together with Mayor Haynie,
Town Council and the Cultural, Arts and Pride Commission members,
recognized Sal and Andrea Parco, owners of the Mustard Seed
Restaurant, for their beautification efforts. Mr. and Mrs. Parco were
awarded the Civic Pride Award.
F. Longevity Awards
Recreation Director, Steve Gergick, along with Mayor Haynie and
Town Council recognized Stacey Harrington, Programming Division
Chief, for 25 years of service at the Town of Mount Pleasant
Recreation Department.
Public Services Director, Jody Peele, along with Mayor Haynie and
Town Council recognized Tyrone Brown, Heavy Equipment Operator
Crew Leader for 25 years of service with the Town’s Public Services
Department.
Public Services Director, Jody Peele, along with Mayor Haynie and
Town Council recognized Eric Sanders, Grounds and Events
Foreman, for 25 years of service with the Town’s Public Services
Department.
V.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM THE JULY 9, 2019 TOWN COUNCIL
MEETING AND THE JULY 2019 FINANCIAL STATEMENT.
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Mr. Santos so moved; seconded by Mr. Bustos.
Mr. Cunnane stated that he will continue to vote no, because the Town
now issues minutes that are incomplete, and he opposed this when it
was initially addressed. He does not believe it is appropriate to have
snippets of what happens at a Council meeting. He said for the sake of
public transparency, the minutes should be complete. He stated that he
will continue to vote no.
Mr. Cunnane was opposed. All others present voted in favor. Motion
to approve carries 7-1.
VI.

PUBLIC COMMENT
Maj. General James Livingston, The Tides, stated that there is a
wonderful Board led by Tommy McQueeney, and they will move
forward and do great things with respect to the Medal of Honor
Museum. He stated that he would like to remind Council that there are
only 71 recipients remaining and if this museum can be built in four
years, there will likely only be 40 remaining at that time. He said the
average age of these recipients is approximately 80 years old and there
are three WWII, five Korean veterans and a group of Vietnam recipients.
He said they have put themselves in a great position to move forward.
He said everyone he has talked to wants this museum to happen and
Council’s kindness is enabling them to continue this quest, just as
Patriots Point. It is giving them a good roadmap to move forward and
he is very excited about it. He stated that he believes this museum is a
center core of designing this location to be a destination of the future.
It will not only be a localized destination, but a national and
international destination. He stated that it will do wonders for this
community. It will not only increase tourism but will also be something
they can all be very proud of. He stated that the law says very clearly
that there is only one National Medal of Honor Museum.
Tommy McQueeney, stated that he serves as the Chairman of the
National Medal of Honor Heritage Foundation (NMOHHF), which is
charged with the responsibility of building the Heritage Center which
will house the National Medal of Honor Museum. He said he is proud to
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be here, because there is so much support, with three Boards; the
National Advisory Board, a local Executive Board and a 51-member
Special Forces Team with tremendous talent and Jimmy Bagwell serves
as Chairman for the board. He said this is a right size museum. He said
the cost to build this museum is now down to $35 million, which is 1/3
of what the previous group was looking to spend. He said what is
important is what is in the museum. He said they expect that this
museum will have an annual economic impact of approximately $85
million that goes into Accommodations Taxes and fees. He said their
hope is to have a large up surge in visitation. They hope to have it built
in four years by July 4, 2023, which is a very short timeline, however,
they believe it can be done. He said they are very excited to be next to
Patriots Point Annex. He said this is an exciting part of the community
and people will come from all over to see this museum.
Nathan Hammes – 1700 Whipple Road, stated that he is against height
increase. He said to keep in mind that this is Mount Peasant. He does
not want the height to continue to increase over the years.
Maureen Maguire, 2444 Draymohr Court, stated that she is
representing the Thomasena Stokes-Marshall Senior Center
Association. They are a non-profit that supports the senior center. She
said there are currently 2,200 members and the association support the
Senior Center by providing scholarships for those who cannot afford the
membership. They had a number of events at the Senior Center. She
believes it is the best in the state. She would like to talk to Council
members about their Annual Summit which provides resources for
families who are working with their elderly relatives. She said there are
approximately 50 different resources available for families and seniors,
as well as speakers, financial and legal assistance at the Summit. She
stated that the Summit is on September 21st from 10 am to 2 pm.
Jane Deierlein, 1018 Lakeview Drive, thanked Council for continuing to
work on the Medal of Honor Museum, making it something the Town
can be proud of. She said a number of her family members have served.
She asked why Patriots Point’s 30 acres was being changed to a gateway
zoning. She said it should be zoned “sacred”, as a place for
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remembrance and appreciation. She has attended two planning
meetings and was blown away by the enormity of the Bennett
Development. She said this would not be in keeping with the spirit of
Patriots Point. She said this is public land and it should be used to honor
the military veterans and serve as a recreation area for all and zoned as
a state park. She said the impact study stated that changing a few
intersections and adjusting a few traffic lights will make up for adding
this commercial development that will need two huge parking garages
and will dump traffic onto Coleman Boulevard. She said additionally, no
one has mentioned taking 30 acres from pervious to impervious and the
flooding issues that already exist in the Town. She asked Council to build
the Medal of Honor Museum and surround it with picnic tables and park
benches. She thanked Council for making the best out of a bad situation
with Peach Orchard, which she does not love, but is able to live with it.
Jimmy Bagwell, 41 Vincent Drive, stated that he is here to support
Tommy McQueeney and Maj. General Livingston. He said he has served
as Chairman of the Patriots Point Foundation Board and worked with
Tommy McQueeney on the Medal of Honor Bowl as well until the
stadium was demolished. He said there is only one place for the
“National” Medal of Honor Museum, which is here in Mount Pleasant.
He asked Town Council to support Mr. McQueeney and Maj. General
Livingston’s request.
Michael Kim, 673 Atlantic Street, thanked Council for their great work.
He is seeking Council’s support and approval for future funding of the
Old Village drainage project which includes Atlantic Street. He said the
drainage issues they have on their property are well documented
although they are not in a flood zone. He said this is because 673
Atlantic Street is the drain for their portion of Atlantic Street. He said
this has resulted in water entering their garage and under their house,
causing mold and structural damage. He said it has also taken its toll on
their landscaping, which has been very costly. He stated that they have
purchased sand bags, berms and dry wells; however, it has not helped.
He said the solution is drainage on Atlantic Street. He asked Council to
please fund and complete the project to alleviate flooding to his
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property as well as other residents due to the lack of drainage. He
stated that infrastructure is a basic need for any Town and should be a
priority.
Mr. Owens stated that Public Services will have a meeting to discuss the
drainage in the Old Village. He asked Public Services Director, Jody Peele
if this is scheduled in September.
Mr. Peele responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Owens asked Mr. Kim to attend the Public Services meeting in
September.
Lucy Gordon, 1551 Ben Sawyer Blvd., stated that she would like to
address the agenda items related to Patriots Point. She said anything
that is developed at Patriots Point should conform to the Town’s zoning
and be of a scale that does not overburden the Town’s resources or
infrastructure. She said this gateway is critical and the Town depends
on it functioning as an entry way. She said this is a tourist driven
development designed to bring in large amounts of new traffic. She said
the Town will also be adding a Congressional Medal of Honor Museum
to the same area which adds additional traffic and parking. She requests
that very careful attention be paid to this impact assessment.
Paul Mount, 1481 Center Street Ext., stated that the job of Town
Council is to look out for the entire Town as opposed to a few special
interests. He said when a property owner wishes to raise heights on a
property when they knew what the height restrictions were when they
purchased it, it only benefits them, not the rest of the Town. He said the
constituents have made it very clear that they do not want any
additional variances. He stated that another item is short-term rentals
and the more short-term rentals there are, the less affordable housing
there is, which is what is needed. He also mentioned the penalties for
short term rentals.
Pam Ireland, 820 Fiddlers Point Lane, stated that she sent a lengthy
letter to Town Council; however, she would like to summarize why the
Patriots Annex development should be scaled back. She said we have
all been able to see what multiple 80-foot buildings look like in the
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Town’s gateway and she feels they are a mistake. She said a prior
Council set the 80-foot limits years ago to encourage development after
the recessions. She said the citizens voted them out and elected the
current Council. She said even the prior Council did not feel that this
parcel should be 80 feet and set it at 50 feet. She said the parking
assessment also appears to be inaccurate and 100 or more spaces short.
It also fails to account for the Medal of Honor Museum visitors as well
as those attending events at the Amphitheatre. She said the impact
assessment underestimates traffic. She said traffic studies are
estimates and this deserves more scrutiny.
Mari Ricozzi, 615 Baytree Court, stated that she would like to address
the short-term rental ordinance. She thanked the members of the
Planning Committee who worked tirelessly for over 16 months to draft
the ordinance. She said at the Planning Committee meeting, it was
stated that business licenses were approaching 250 out of the 400
allowed. She said it is possible that the 400 licenses will be reached prior
to November 1st. She hopes that consideration is given to those who
have applied first for the permits.
Mike Tinkey, 208 Venning Street, stated that the Earl’s Court Hotel
appears to be a highly contested issue on the agenda. He urges Council
to proceed with caution and not make any final decisions this evening
for the sake of the Town’s integrity and transparency and to see outside
professionals to verity the basis of the shared parking plan that this
project was allowed to proceed with. He said the parking lease with
Cassina specifically calls for an exclusive use of the parking for the
restaurant and its patrons, not the hotel. He said there should be a fully
vetted approach to this before any action is taken this evening. He said
the Cassina lawsuit is still underway. He urges Council not to vote this
evening and to defer.
Tom Donaldson, 1649 Lauda Drive, stated that he would like to address
the proposed short-term rental regulations. He said the main point is
the 1% cap which seems to be an arbitrary and unnecessary number.
He said he is against it and if implemented then the Town needs to
clearly outline what will happen if and when the 1% cap is reached.
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John Clark, a resident of Scanlonville, stated that his house is in a flood
zone and was built before the flood code. He said he decided to build
an Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) which he can only afford to build if
used as a short-term rental. He said if his home is ever destroyed, then
he would have a place to live, as well. He said there are a number of
abandoned homes in his neighborhood and the short-term rentals have
improved the neighborhoods. He thanked all involved for going over
this ordinance very carefully and thoughtfully.
VII.

CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS
Mr. Brimmer so moved; seconded by Mr. Bustos. All present voted
in favor. Motion to approve consent agenda items carries 8-0.
A. Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend the Belle Hall PD, Planned
Development District Ordinance, pertaining to the Seacoast Parcel
(Ordinance 13034, as amended), to remove the requirement for a
5-foot pervious mulch trail located within the wooded buffer along
I-526. Request applies to an approximately 45.76 acre tract of land
comprised of multiple parcels and commonly known as Tidal Walk,
bearing the original TMS No. 537-00-00-090. (Ord. No. 19049)
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This Ordinance SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
B. Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend Chapter 51 of the Mount
Pleasant Code of Ordinances pertaining to Section 51.013, Public
Right of Way Planting and Replacement. (Ord. No. 19052)
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This Ordinance SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
C. Final Reading: An Ordinance to rezone from R-1, Low Density
Residential District, to CC, Community Conservation District, an
approximately 2.00 acre tract of land located at 1570 Mathis
Ferry Road, depicted in Plat Book W, Page 143, Charleston
County ROD. (Ord. No. 19053)
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This Ordinance SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
VIII. PLANNING – Mr. Ulma
Planning Committee Minutes
Planning Commission Minutes
A. NEW BUSINESS
1.

First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of
an approximately 0.017 acre tract of land located on Rifle Range
Road and depicted as new Right-of-Way Parcels 2 and 3 on a Plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book L18,
Page 0411. (Ord. No. 19054)
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Mr. Brimmer moved for first reading; seconded by Mr. Santos.
All present voted in favor. Motion to approve carries 8-0.
2.

First Reading: An Ordinance to rezone from R-1, Low Density
Residential District, to OP, Office Professional District, an
approximately 1.03 acre tract of land located at 1228 Melvin
Bennett Road. Also includes a request to include subject parcel
in the BOD, Boulevard Overlay District. (Ord. No. 19055)
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Mr. Bustos moved to deny; seconded by Mr. Brimmer. All
present voted in favor. Motion to deny carries 8-0.
3.

First Reading: An Ordinance to rezone from PD, Planned
Development District, to WG-C, Cooper River Waterfront
Gateway District, an approximately 30.32 acre portion of a larger
162.86 acre tract of land located off Patriots Point Road,
identified by TMS No. 517-00-00-001 (a portion thereof), and
depicted in Plat Book W, Page 025, Charleston County ROD. (Ord.
No. 19056)
Michele Canon, Principal Planner for the Town of Mount
Pleasant stated that this is a request to combine items #3, #4 and
#5. She said the first portion is to rezone the property known as
Patriots Annex from PD (Planned Development District) to
Waterfront Gateway District Cooper River; the second item is to
amend the Building Height Plan Map up to 80 feet; and the third
is to request an impact assessment and conceptual plan approval.
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Mr. Santos moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
Mayor Haynie stated that if this item is approved regardless of the
outcome of the other two items, this is only first reading of this
zoning. He said with all the discussion on this issue, not everyone
is comfortable with every aspect of this development. He asked
how this would affect this property. He is not aware of anyone
else, other than staff, who is very conversant in what the Cooper
River Waterfront Gateway District’s specifics are.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that this is a separate item and all four items
related to this development are separately noted and would be
separately voted on. He stated that this is first reading, and the
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property could be rezoned without approval of any of the other
items or modification of any of the other items. He said this item
is a standalone issue on the zoning and would strictly be for first
reading. He stated that there are a number of options.
Mayor Haynie stated that we are hearing about a museum and
offices for the Medal of Honor Society. He stated that Patriots
Point needs new offices. He said we are not necessarily taking
Patriots Point and turning it into something that it is not already.
Ms. Canon stated that it is already zoned Planned Development.
The requested zoning district is consistent with the updated
Comprehensive Plan, but it is a straight Town zoning district, but
has extra requirements that may be typically what other
commercial zoning districts do not have. She said it functions
similar to a Planned Development, but you are not allowed to
apply conditions to it, because it is a straight rezoning.
Mayor Haynie stated that this would keep the height limit at 50
feet.
Ms. Canon responded in the affirmative and said straight rezoning
to a Town designated zoning district.
Mr. Cunnane addressed Legal Counsel and said as a state agency
asked if the Patriots Point Development Authority is obligated to
come to the Town or is this a voluntary move for the whole thing.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that this is a rezoning, so the property is
already zoned PD, although there is no PD document or rules and
regulations, so they must come to the Town for a rezoning. He
said the rest of the items are dictated by Town ordinance.
Mr. Cunnane stated that if the Town denies any of these, as a
state agency, what are their options.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that the Town has the sole opportunity to
approve or deny these items and there is no appeal. He stated
that this is in the Town of Mount Pleasant and the Town controls
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the zoning. He said its development, regulations and guidelines
are subject to the Town’s ordinances.
Ms. Whitley stated that basically nothing can be built under the
current zoning.
Ms. Canon responded in the affirmative and stated that on this
parcel that is the case. She said as the other developments on
Patriots Point have come in, the PD has had to be amended to
establish a text document. She said there is a zoning map that
identifies it as a zoning district; however, does not have the text
identifying the permitted uses in the guideline. She said there are
other parcels in the PD that have those established; however, the
item being addressed does not.
Mr. Whitley stated that the fact that this parcel is zoned PD means
that the original intent of that zoning is for there to be some sort
of development on this property.
Ms. Cannon responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Bustos stated that if Council were to approve this item and
then deny other related items, which is what happened in the
Planning Committee, what does this do to the developer. He said
this is similar to an empty shell and if the Town creates this shell
now as a district and disapprove other portions, can the
developer still come back to somehow populate this shell with
their development in a separate plan.
Ms. Canon responded in the affirmative. If the zoning, for
instance, is approved but the height is denied, then they may still
develop this property as long as they follow the rest of the
procedures and meet all the development standards and
requirements of that zoning district.
Mr. Cunnane said that although we are discussing the
comprehensive plan, it is not the one that is pending.
Ms. Canon stated that it is consistent with the draft plan as well.
This is the only parcel that has proposed to develop under this
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land use designation. She said there is a whole area designated
for Waterfront Gateway, but the Town has never had a property
zone it and develop it as such. She said this is the first and it is
consistent with the current comprehensive plan and the draft
plan that has not yet been adopted.
Mayor Haynie stated that the impact assessment must still be
approved whether this is approved or not. He said what has been
proposed is an 80-foot height. He said amendments cannot be
made to first reading. He said if the 80-foot request is denied and
is set at 50 feet, and the developer comes back with a different
plan, will this trigger a different impact assessment.
Ms. Canon said presumably if it meets the threshold for an impact
assessment.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that if the plan changes, it could be a
different impact assessment.
Ms. Whitley stated that she understood that the impact
assessment was not based on height, but on number of trips. She
does not believe the impact assessment would change even if the
height was limited to 50 feet.
All present voted in favor. Motion to approve carries 8-0.
4.

First Reading: An Ordinance to amend the Building Height
Plan Map to allow up to 80 feet in building height for an
approximately 30.32 acre portion of a larger 162.86 acre tract of
land located off Patriots Point Road, identified by TMS No. 517-000-001 (a portion thereof), and depicted in Plat Book W, Page
025, Charleston County ROD. (Ord. No. 19057)
Mr. Santos made a motion to defer as requested by the
developer; seconded by Mr. Cunnane.
Mayor Haynie stated that if Council defers this item, there are two
other items Council may be voting on blind. He said Council would
need to act on the other two items or defer those as well.
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Mr. Pagliarini stated that those items must be acted on in some
way because they appear on the agenda. He stated that the
impact assessment is not contingent on getting the 80-foot
height. He stated there may be some ramifications on the
development agreement; however, believes these items can be
moved forward should Council wish to do so even if this item is
deferred.
Mr. Brimmer asked to hear from the applicant.
James Wilson, attorney for the applicant stated that they have
requested to defer on height in order to continue what is a robust
and healthy conversation with staff and members of Council to
find the best approach on height for this property. He said they
are requesting that this item move forward next month. They
would like to request that the other items move forward.
Mayor Haynie stated that he attended the Planning Committee
meeting regarding this issue. He added that this is a huge
development for the Town and possibly the largest in his four
years as an elected official. He said there were no
recommendations because there was not enough information.
He stated that if Council defers this item, he would strongly
support deferring the other two items.
All present voted in favor. Motion to defer carries 8-0.
5.

Request approval of an impact assessment and conceptual
plan of a 30.32 acre portion of a larger 168.86 acre tract of land,
located on Patriots Point Road, known as Patriots Annex. TMS
No. 517-00-00-001.
Mr. Santos made a motion to approve; seconded by Mr.
Owens.
Ms. Landing stated that based on earlier comments, she would
like to take this a little slower.
Mr. Bustos stated that if the height is deferred, he does not know
how the conceptual plan and development agreement can be
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reviewed. He said that this is going to impact traffic, not just in
Patriots Point, but on Wingo Way, Johnnie Dodds Boulevard,
Coleman Boulevard and other places. He said if the height and
design has been deferred, he does not understand how the rest
can be done. He said without the height determined, he does not
know how anything else can be approved.
Mr. Santos stated that Ms. Canon indicated that the impact
assessment will be the same whether the height is 80 feet or 50
feet.
Ms. Canon responded in the affirmative and said they look at the
number of trips for the impact assessment. She said with the
conceptual plan, they look at a layout of what this is going to look
like. As this goes through the Design Review Board (DRB), they
have the discretion to position buildings differently. The overall
layout of the development and the maximum allowance of trips
would not change without some type of revised or updated
impact assessment. She said the height is going to be controlled
by the square footage and the trips and the height is not
necessarily going to change this.
Mr. Santos stated that this is only first reading, and changes can
be made prior to second reading.
Ms. Landing stated that if there is a higher building, you would
normally believe there are more people and office space. She said
Ms. Canon stated that the building will have a certain square
footage with the trips having already been taken into account.
Ms. Whitley asked if the shared parking study included the
amphitheater and potential museum use. She asked if this has
been addressed.
Ms. Canon stated that they did receive a revised parking study
and summary with the report. This is not necessarily a
requirement of the impact assessment, but of the Zoning District.
She said the DRB will be looking at the ULI shared parking study
to ensure all the parking is accommodated.
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Mr. Owens stated that this is a conceptual plan and Council
should not be overly concerned about what it will look like heightwise.
Ms. Canon stated that the impact assessment does not change
the height or consider the height when looking at the impacts
such as car trips, drainage, etc.
Mr. Owens stated that this is first reading and there is a month to
look at this more closely.
Mayor Haynie stated that he was just advised by Legal Counsel
that there is only one reading on the Impact Assessment.
Mr. Santos stated that since the Finance Department denied
payment for parking at the Memorial Waterfront Park, this will be
extra parking for people.
Mr. Brimmer stated that if this impact assessment is approved
this evening, everything listed in the document is binding.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that subject to this by law creates a right and
the Town moves forward on that basis.
Mr. Brimmer stated that there are at least two areas in the
document that show 80 feet.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that this will not supersede the height map,
which would have to be approved by ordinance of Council.
Ms. Landing stated that she hears a great deal of uncertainty;
however, she must rely on the professional staff who do this for
a living.
Mr. Ulma stated that the Waterfront Gateway District would
establish all of the allowed uses and lays out all the various
requirements for this district. He said it has the mixing and
percentages and there must be certain uses as you develop the
property. He said the impact assessment and conceptual plan
indicates one illustration of how one may carry out the volume or
the scale of development that the developers have identified. He
said it gives Council a feel as they evaluate the zoning and height
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requests. He said they can be evaluated in light of what the
impacts to the community from this proposal may be and have
the benefit of this conceptual plan. He said this is to provide
better information for making the decision that Council makes.
He said Mr. Morrison’s component focuses on the transportation
aspect.
Ms. Landing said concerns have been heard from the public and
council regarding trips and impact in terms of traffic. She asked
Mr. Morrison to provide his comments in terms of impacts to the
community from this project.
Mr. Morrison stated that the height does not matter from his
analysis. He said what is shown for land uses is what determines
the trip generation.
Ms. Landing stated that she is confident in the study that has been
done by staff and consultants.
Mr. Cunnane said the state legislature has created the Patriots
Point Development Authority. He said this land is being
developed in order to save those ships, which is what the
legislature has done.
Mr. Brimmer stated that Mr. Ulma and Mr. Morrison made a key
point, which is that the number of trips are the maximum and
cannot exceed this. He said if the height is dropped from 88 to 65
feet, this will likely mean more building, but does not change the
overall numbers. He said by dropping the height, they may not be
able to reach the maximum numbers, so there will be less
development there. He said this is the maximum development
that can happen. He said this is the worst-case scenario for the
amount of development.
Mayor Haynie stated that he would have liked this deferred back
to the Committee. He stated that he is not prepared to vote in
favor of this as it is now and believes it should go back to
Committee.
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Mr. Owens, Mr. Santos, Ms. Whitley, Mr. Brimmer, Mr.
Cunnane and Ms. Landing were in favor. Mayor Haynie and Mr.
Bustos were opposed. Motion to approve carries 6-2.
6.

First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the adoption of a
Development Agreement pertaining to the new development
known as Patriots Annex, located off Patriots Point Road, and
entitled Patriots Annex Development Agreement, by and between
the Town of Mount Pleasant, South Carolina, Patriots Point
Development Authority, and Patriots Annex, LLC. (Ord. No.
19058)
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Ms. Whitley moved to defer; seconded by Mr. Bustos.
Ms. Whitley stated that the development agreement was so
basic, and she did not understand what was happening in the
agreement. She realizes that what it does is lock the Town into
that zoning for five years, which is all it does. She said the Town
does not receive anything in return in this agreement. She said if
the Town is going to give five years locked in, the Town should
receive something in return, as a minimum, an agreement to
participate in the Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILOT). She said there
may be other concerns such as greenspace, bike paths and those
things that are not required by the zoning that through
negotiation of this development agreement can create something
that would be positive for the Town. She suggested deferring to
allow more opportunity for staff to work with Patriots Annex to
update this agreement into something that has benefit to the
Town.
Mayor Haynie stated that Council received a memorandum this
afternoon that, as written, the agreement does not include
Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILOT) since this is state owned land.
He said the land itself does not owe taxes; however, the
improvements may.
Mr. Wilson stated that Payment In Lieu Of Taxes are paid on the
improvements, not on the state-owned land which is exempt
from taxes. He said they will be coming back before Council to
request for the PILOT be put in place. He said this is generally
accomplished with a separate document from the development
agreement. They would be happy to bring this in conjunction with
the development agreement. He said in terms of timing of the
development agreement, they are requesting that this coincide
with the conclusion on the decision on height. He said they would
ask for first reading on the development agreement this evening
but do intend to come to a resolution on both the height and the
development agreement together ultimately.
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Mr. Pagliarini stated that Mr. Wilson would agree that it is
appropriate in the development agreement to at least have a
reference to PILOT agreement in the development agreement,
not necessarily spell out the specifics, but at least mention it as a
requirement in the development agreement.
Mr. Wilson stated that they are certainly happy to do so in the
development agreement. He said between first and second
reading, they would be happy to work with Town Council to add
this in.
Ms. Landing stated that for clarification, if this item which is up
for first reading is deferred this evening, it will take two more
months after this and asked if this affects their timeline.
Mr. Wilson stated that this is correct, because October is the
deadline under the master lease when this is all supposed to be
completed. He added that this is a state approved agreement and
they are tracking to this agreement. He stated that if they
complete this at the October Town Council meeting, this would
work.
Ms. Landing stated that the portion Mr. Wilson mentioned about
the height being considered at the same time as the development
agreement may have led some people to think that it would be
okay to defer it this evening, but she actually thought it may cause
problems.
Mr. Wilson stated that their expectation is that they will be back
to address the height at the September Town Council meeting
and then in October, to have final resolution on both. He said the
development agreement confirms for five years the zoning, but
also confirms for five years the height. He said Patriots Point
Development Authority and the developer together may rely on
those things for five years. He said the goal is to have the height
addressed at the same time as the development agreement.
Ms. Landing stated that she is attempting to figure out why this is
being deferred.
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Mr. Bustos stated that he believes this should be deferred,
because Council is going to pass a development agreement which
is going to have reference to height and Council does not know
what the height is. He said if they can be addressed at the same
time, this would be fine.
Mr. Wilson stated that the development agreement would work
whether the height remained 50 feet or part of the property is
changed to 80 feet. He said the development agreement
accomplishes the same thing and depends on what the height is.
Mr. Santos asked that the developer speak about this.
Michael Bennett, stated that the development agreement is only
for five years and it will take three years to get started. He said
this just confirms what was approved this evening. He said this is
the maximum amount of impact they may have. He doubts they
will build to the level outlined and if this Council only approves 50
feet, then it is what he will live with. He believes it should go up
in a few locations, but he is here to gain support from Council and
do something that we are all proud of. He said the State of South
Carolina owns the land, Patriots Point cares for the ships and they
have engaged him to raise approximately $5 million per year for
them to continue caring for the ships. He said this is what he is
attempting to accomplish. He does not believe that deferring the
development agreement is good for this project and believes it
could be bad for the project as they need to have this process
completed by October. He would prefer for Council to vote on it.
He said that this does not provide them anymore rights to do
anything other than what it says – that the commitment the Town
is making and the commitment he is making is good for five years.
He said it will take 10 to 15 years to do this project. He would ask
Council to give serious consideration to the development
agreement this evening.
Ms. Whitley stated that to clarify, they will take the development
agreement and the height and finalize them at the same time in
October.
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Mr. Bennett stated that this would be a mistake. They are two
separate items and they would not be addressed in conjunction.
He said nothing gives him the right to develop at 80 feet.
Ms. Landing stated that everyone appears to be uncomfortable
with is the overgrowth in residential which created a great deal of
traffic. Anything that can be done that brings revenue to the Town
in an ongoing stream in businesses and services, brings jobs and
revenue, which will pay for projects such as the Old Village
Drainage.
Mayor Haynie stated that as an ex-officio member of Patriots
Point Development Authority, if there is a delay, his oath is to do
what is in the best interest of the Town and its citizens. If this
causes a delay on Patriots Point, he will advocate that the Town
is doing its due diligence. He said something of this magnitude is
a great deal to do in one meeting.
Ms. Whitley stated that there are things that the Town may
negotiate with Patriots Annex on to create something beautiful
that is going to bring jobs and tourism dollars but will still be in
keeping with the feel for the Town. This potential deferral
provides more time to truly negotiate this.
Mr. Cunnane stated that he agrees with Ms. Whitley, that there
are things that can be changed, but can be done between first and
second reading and will not derail the timeframes.
Ms. Whitley, Mr. Bustos, and Mayor Haynie were in favor. Mr.
Owens, Mr. Santos, Mr. Brimmer, Mr. Cunnane and Ms. Landing
were opposed. Motion to defer fails 3-5.
Mr. Santos made a motion to approve; seconded by Ms.
Landing.
Mr. Bustos said he would like to ensure he understands that
Council is voting to approve a development agreement that has
nothing in it.
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Mr. Santos stated that he was making a motion to approve the
development agreement as stipulated in item #6.
Mr. Santos, Mr. Brimmer, Mr. Cunnane, Ms. Landing and Mr.
Owens were in favor. Ms. Whitley, Mr. Bustos and Mayor Haynie
were opposed. Motion to approve carries 5-3.
7.

First Reading: An Ordinance to amend the Town of Mount
Pleasant Comprehensive Plan 2009-2019 (2014 Update) Future
Land Use Map pertaining to an approximately 1.84 acre tract of
land comprised of three parcels, located at 1729 Halls Pond Road
and 1740 and 1724 LaCannon Lane and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book S19,
Page 0029 and Book W, Page 145, by changing the land use
recommendation from Community Conservation to Commercial.
(Ord. No. 19021)
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Mr. Ulma stated that this is proposing an amendment to the Land
Use Plan. It is 3 parcels of land located between Halls Pond Road
and LaCannon Lane. He stated that the current comprehensive
plan calls for Community Conservation and the request is to
change this to a Commercial designation.
Ms. Whitley moved to deny; seconded by Mr. Santos. All
present voted in favor. Motion to deny carries 8-0.
8.

Adoption: A Resolution providing for the addition of 125 Pitt
Street to the List of Historic Properties and Structures located in
the Old Village Historic District. (R. 19081)
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Mr. Bustos moved to approve; seconded by Ms. Whitley. All
present voted in favor. Motion to approve carries 8-0.
This Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
9.

First Reading: An Ordinance to amend the Building Height
Plan Map by increasing the maximum building height on the
subject properties to 60 feet. Applies to an approximately 2.73
acre tract of land comprised of six parcels, all located between
Coleman Boulevard and Broadway Street and depicted in Plat
Book G, Page 074, Book DC, Page 490 and Book EG, Page 209,
Charleston County ROD. (Ord. No. 19043)
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Mr. Ulma stated that this item has been withdrawn.
B. OLD BUSINESS
1.

Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend Chapter 156, Zoning
Code, of the Mount Pleasant Code of Ordinances by adding a new
section entitled Short Term Rentals. The purpose of this new
section is to define and regulate the use of residential units as
short term rentals in order to protect the integrity and character
of the Town’s existing neighborhood, as well as the health and
safety of occupants of Short Term Rental Units. (Ord. No. 19048)
(Mr. Cunnane departed the meeting at 7:58 p.m.)
Ms. Cannon reviewed the proposed revisions.

Ms. Cannon stated that they did revise #3, which will be in the
final draft. Item #4 has also been removed. She said on #5, not
including the day of effectiveness the first year, once it begins,
they anticipate that an annual permit will be required July 1 st of
every year and this would provide the Planning Department
enough time to review it. She said the business license would be
required by the 31st of July of every year. She said the Business
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License department would not issue a business license until they
had their Short-Term Rental permit. She said they got some
revised numbers of the $250 application requirement to pay this
fee. As of July 31st approximately 256 have applied and received
a business license from the Town.

(Mr. Cunnane returned at 8:00 p.m.)
She stated that other items that were of concern to Council that
Committee considered and decided to keep in the ordinance:
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Ms. Canon clarified that whatever is adopted any preexisting
short-term rental will still be required to obtain a permit under the
new regulations. She stated that even if a business license has
been obtained, which is a separate process, the STR owner would
still be obligated to apply for it and comply with the newly adopted
regulations.
Ms. Canon said she understands there is confusion regarding the
1% cap; however, it will not apply to those operating legally under
the Town’s current ordinances. She said, for example, if you have
a whole house rental and the only requirement is to pay
Accommodations Taxes and obtain a business license, then you
are operating legally under the Town’s current ordinances and
would be grandfathered in. However, if you rent out from one to
six rooms in your home, under the current regulations, you are
required to obtain a bed and breakfast license through the Board
of Zoning Appeals, which is a special exception. She said if you
have not obtained that under the Town’s current regulations, then
they are not operating legally; therefore, they would not be
subject to the 1% cap and not grandfathered in. She stated that
she would like to address the proposed effective date. She said
November 1st will be a difficult timeframe to meet. They are
proposing a January 1st effective start date.
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Mayor Haynie asked about this creating a rush in applications for
short term rentals and if there would be a pending ordinance
doctrine. He said the ordinance would have already passed but
would not be effective until January 1st. He said for those who have
applied from the time the ordinance was passed to the proposed
January 1st effective time, must they comply under the new rules
or can they rush to get in under the current rules which are
basically very few.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that the general response would be that until
that ordinance is effective, current rules apply. He said if Council
wishes to adopt this and put an abeyance on it, the pending
ordinance requirement would have to be attached.
Mayor Haynie stated that what he was trying to avoid was having
everyone rushing in from August to December 31st and operating
under rules that the Town does not intend them to operate under.
Ms. Whitley asked for clarification on the concept of the
grandfathering. She said she believes there are a small number
operating under the Bed and Breakfast licenses. She asked if these
would fall under the new Short-Term Rental ordinance or will they
need to re-apply and comply with the new ordinance.
Ms. Canon stated that what now exists in the ordinance that
considers a Bed and Breakfast, will go away and fall under the new
Short-Term Rental program. She said; however, if they obtained
their special exception from the Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) and
are operating legally, they are grandfathered in. If they come in,
obtain their permit and meet all current regulations and the Town
is at the cap for permits, the 1% cap would not apply to them
because they are grandfathered in.
Ms. Whitley stated that this would only apply to the less-than 20
bed and breakfast businesses. She asked who else this applies to.
She said the Town set up a system where we encouraged those
operating Short-Term rentals to obtain a business license without
any existing ordinance. She asked if the 256 who have applied for
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business licenses in advance of the ordinance are not considered
part of the 1% cap. She thought they should be.
Ms. Canon said this was an issue with them getting their business
license thinking that this is all they had to do and that they are
grandfathered in. She said a business license is different from
zoning and from the zoning prospective, the Town currently
regulates two things. (1) the bed and breakfast which is if you live
in your home and rent out a room – up to 6 rooms, which is treated
differently. You must go before the BZA for a special exception. If
you do not live in your house and rent out the whole house, this is
currently not regulated, so the only way to prove that it is being
done legally would be to have the business license and to show
that you are paying your Accommodations Taxes. She said those
are the two types of situations where the Town will determine if
those businesses are conforming to the Town’s current
regulations. She said getting a business license in and of itself, does
not grandfather them in through zoning.
Ms. Whitley said she believes the concern Mayor Haynie had of
the rush has already happened with the 256 new applicants for
business licenses who were previously operating unlicensed. She
said if they are not grandfathered in, they still must apply for the
STR permit. She said those that are truly grandfathered in are the
small bed and breakfast operators.
Ms. Canon stated that it is also the whole house rentals that are
able to prove they have operated legally. She thinks that the 256
that obtained their business licenses is a good indication of the
numbers. She said the business license department sent out
approximately 400 letters and there was a rush to obtain business
licenses because those operators thought if they obtained their
business licenses that it would take care of everything; however,
it will not grandfather them in. The Town’s non-conforming
ordinance and the provisions outlined in that ordinance is what
they would look at to grandfather them in and not count towards
the cap.
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Ms. Whitley stated that she is very confused at this point.
Mayor Haynie stated that if Council puts a pending ordinance
doctrine on everything that happens between the time this second
reading passes and the time it goes into effect and falls under the
rules the Town means them to fall under.
Ms. Whitley stated that these operators already obtained their
business licenses prior. That is what she is trying to understand.
She said the 256 operators should count towards the cap.
Ms. Canon stated that they can if Council wishes to amend the
ordinance to state this; however, the ordinance does not currently
state this, because the business license does not grandfather them
in. She stated that if the Town can prove that the operator is
operating legally, although non-conforming, then they are
grandfathered in and the cap does not apply to them. However;
having a business license in and of itself, does not mean they are
grandfathered in.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that the business license is not the only
requirement. They must be operating in conformance with the
Town’s ordinance that was in effect when they started their
business in order to be grandfathered in. It is not solely having a
business license as there are additional requirements. He said the
way the ordinance is currently written is that those people who
have a business license and are operating legally under current
ordinances the 1% cap will not apply. He said they will still be
subject to all the new rules and regulations, just that they will not
be subject to the 1% cap.
Mr. Cunnane stated that it appears there are more questions than
answers and feels it will be very confusing for the public.
Mr. Cunnane made a motion to defer; seconded by Mr. Santos.
Mayor Haynie asked if this would be referred back to the Planning
Committee.
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Ms. Landing said she believed Ms. Canon said that if you are
running a bed and breakfast and have a business license, whether
you are conforming or not, and have been doing this all along, that
you are grandfathered in. And if you are grandfathered in, then
you are not subject to the 1% cap because you have already been
doing this as a business all along as a bed and breakfast.
Ms. Canon stated that if you are grandfathered in, you are not
subject to the 1% cap. However, to be grandfathered in, you must
be operating legally under the current ordinances. She said this is
what staff will look at when operators apply under the new permit
and new regulations, which is: when you were established, were
you operating legally under the Town’s current ordinance. She said
this is what grandfathering is – legally established nonconforming, not illegally established. She said just because you are
doing something before an ordinance is passed does not mean you
are doing it legally. She said this is what staff is going to look at.
Mr. Bustos stated that he believes this can be passed this evening
as amended and believes staff is going to be able to determine and
advise the public whether they are grandfathered in or not.
Ms. Whitley stated that for clarification, the Town actively sent out
400 letters to people that the Town understood were operating
unlicensed STR’s.
Ms. Canon stated that the Town sent letters out to those that did
not show having a business license, whether legal or not legal.
Ms. Whitley stated that from those letters 256 thus far have come
in and obtained a business license and are beginning the process.
Ms. Canon stated that some came in and obtained a business
license and live on-site and should have also received a special
exception to BOZA. She said they may or may not have done so.
She said they can still come in under the new regulations, they just
would not necessarily be exempt from the 1% cap because they
are not grandfathered in.
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Ms. Whitley stated that of the 256, any of them that currently have
a business license and pay their taxes and basically meet the
current ordinances, which they are only meeting because the
Town sent the letters advising them to come in, they are not
counted towards the 1% cap, so the Town has an additional 400
on top of this, potentially, 256 STR’s. She said this is the portion
she believes Council did not want to happen. She thought the
point was to get those business licenses in to understand the
numbers that were out there and to have that count towards the
1% cap. She said that was her impression and is what she is not
comfortable with.
Ms. Canon stated that how it would work is that the Town sets an
effective date and 500 line up wanting a permit and the Town
issues 400 on a first come, first served basis and this is the cap. She
said then number 401 who was operating illegally, they must wait.
She said number 402 proves they were operating legally, they
would be issued a permit if they meet all the current
requirements. She believes that the 256 currently is a good
indication. She stated that the software did not show any
additional over 350 to 380. She said there are some inaccuracies
in the software.
Mr. Cunnane and Mr. Owens were in favor. Ms. Whitley, Mr.
Brimmer, Mr. Bustos, Ms. Landing, Mr. Santos and Mayor Haynie
were opposed. Motion to defer fails 2-6.
Mr. Santos made a motion to approve second reading;
seconded by Ms. Whitley.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that during Planning Committee, there were
several specific items for amendment and Ms. Canon reviewed
them.
Mr. Brimmer asked if Mr. Santos would amend his motion for final
reading with the amendments.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that there is a motion for final reading and
now would be the time to bring forward the amendments. He
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stated that this can be accomplished one at a time or all. He stated
that in one of the items, the November 1st would be difficult to
meet. Also if Council would like to attach pending ordinance. He
stated that the amendments would be voted on and then
whenever those amendments are passed, then there would be a
vote on the final version.
Mr. Santos stated that his motion is to approve with the
inclusion of the five amendments as listed by staff and to change
the effective date to January 1, 2020.
Mr. Pagliarini clarified that this would be to include items 1
through 5 as listed with the exception of item #2 which is to
change from November 1, 2019 to January 1, 2020.
Mayor Haynie asked if this motion also includes the Pending
Ordinance Doctrine.
Mr. Santos responded in the affirmative. Mr. Brimmer
seconded the motion.

Mr. Cunnane stated that last month the 1% cap he finds troubling,
not because it limits the number, but because the Town has not
defined where it came from. He said the 401st person who is
denied has the rights stripped from them with no real explanation.
Page 64 of 90

He said he is not comfortable with this and does not believe the
courts will be if it ever gets litigated which he suspects it will. He
said the parking of one space per unit should be one space per
bedroom. He said the biggest complaints relate to noise and
parking and to reduce the parking requirement just creates more
issues. He said the third thing is the affidavit from the owner stated
that they are all in compliance he believes is absurd and should be
certified by a building inspector to say that it is a safe dwelling for
a rental. He said #4 on the revisions, removing the provision saying
the Town may have entry into the property, he thinks this is shortsighted.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that the current item for consideration are
the amendments.
Mayor Haynie stated that the current motion is to vote on the
amendments, not the final reading.
Mr. Cunnane was opposed. All others present voted in favor.
Motion to approve the amendments carries 7-1.
Mr. Cunnane was opposed. All others present voted in favor.
Motion to approve final reading of the ordinance carries 7-1.
This Ordinance SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
2. Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend Chapter 156 of the Mount
Pleasant Code of Ordinances by changing the Coleman Boulevard
Overlay District Guidelines Table, as provided in Section
156.318(P)(4), as it relates to the maximum heights in Subarea B2
of the District, along with any associated provisions in Section
156.318(P) which might affect the measurement of and allowance
of building heights and stories within the overall overlay district.
(Ord. No. 19050)
Mr. Ulma stated that the applicants for items B. 2, 3 and 4 have
requested deferral of all three items.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that item #2 is not an applicant, but a Town
initiated deferral. He stated that the applicant has requested
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deferral for items 3 and 4. He said if Council is so inclined, item #2
could be deferred along with items #3 and 4 so they track
together.
Mr. Santos made a motion to defer item 2, 3, and 4 as described
by Legal Counsel; seconded by Mr. Bustos. All present voted in
favor. Motion to defer carries 8-0.
3. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 2.03 acre tract of land comprised of four parcels
located at 415 and 423 West Coleman Blvd. and 2 Broadway
Street, depicted as Lots B and C in Plat Book AL, Page 44, Lot X in
Platt Book BX, Page 80 and Lot A-1 in Platt Book DC, Page 490, all
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office. (Ord. No. 19038)
[Deferred, as per item #2]
4. Final Reading: An Ordinance to zone AB-2, Areawide Business-2
District, an approximately 2.03 acre tract of land comprised of four
parcels, and to rezone from AB, Areawide Business District, to AB2 Areawide Business-2 District, an approximately 0.70 acre tract of
land comprised of two parcels, all located between Coleman
Boulevard and Broadway Street and depicted in Plat Book G, Page
074, Book DC, Page 490 and Book EG, Page 209, Charleston County
ROD. (Ord. No. 19039)
[Deferred, as per item #2]
5.

Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend Chapter 156 of the
Mount Pleasant Code of Ordinances by adding language in Section
156.225(E) to allow payment into the Tree Bank in lieu of planting
when the amount cannot be adequately accommodated on site.
(Ord. No. 19051)
Mr. Santos made a motion to approve; seconded by Ms.
Whitley.
Mr. Ulma stated that this has been amended; therefore the
language that would be in the ordinance would reflect
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Committee’s recommendation and a reference within the zoning
code should be the section 156.226(e).
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Mr. Pagliarini stated that it was voted on by Committee prior to
first reading. He said that first reading contained everything that
Committee wanted in the ordinance.
Mayor Haynie asked Mr. Brimmer if these were the changes
discussed that limits open space.
Mr. Brimmer stated that the only other comment he had was that
when possible, the Town should be encouraging developers to
meet that 160-inch requirement with perhaps larger trees than
the minimum size but believes staff may oversee this.
All present voted in favor. Motion to approve carries 8-0.
Mayor Haynie called for a short recess at 8:30 p.m.
Mayor Haynie reconvened the Council meeting at 8:39 p.m.
IX.

COMMITTEE ACTION ITEMS
A.

Education Committee
1. Approval to create a Town of Mount Pleasant Youth Council
Town Intern, Margaret Rose Jones gave a presentation to Town
Council.
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Ms. Whitley stated that the Education Committee has been
discussing the potential of establishing a Youth Council and have
had staff conduct research and present a plan to the Committee.
She asked Town Intern, Margaret Rose Jones, to please present
her findings to Council.
Miss Jones reviewed the following presentation with Council
members.

She said that this plan is for the first year to serve as a starting
point. She said there is potential for growth and as the year
continues, components may change in order to determine what
methods work best for the Town. She stated that the Education
Committee has recommended this for approval by Town
Council.
Ms. Whitley stated that the Committee recommended approval
for the Youth Council program. She said no additional expenses
are required to run this program. It will be further developed in
the fall and the plan will begin in the winter.
Ms. Whitley moved to approve the creation of a Youth
Council for the Town of Mount Pleasant; seconded by Mr.
Cunnane.
Mr. Santos stated that the Town had a Youth Council in the late
1990’s that worked on some Town issues. He said they worked
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on developing a skate park in order for the youth to have a place
to skateboard. He said it was very successful and he is excited
about this new youth council.
All present voted in favor. Motion to approve carries 8-0.
2. Report
B.

Finance Committee
1. Recommendation to support the National Medal of Honor
Heritage Foundation, Inc., in the requested amount of
$3,000,000 over the next three (3) years.
Ms. Landing stated that the Finance chairman, Mr. O’Rourke
is absent this evening; she will present on this item. She stated
that this is a recommendation to support the National Medal of
Honor Heritage Foundation, Inc., in the requested amount of
$3,000,000 over the next three years. She stated that Mr.
McQueeney recently provided the specifics of this museum as
well as the economic development impact and what this will
bring to the Town of Mount Pleasant in addition to all the
cultural enrichment. She said the issue of accomplishing this was
reviewed from the viewpoint of what the Town had from $1.1 to
$1.2 million which had been set aside because a road was
required to be moved for the original MOH museum that was
proposed previously. She said this funding has been sitting in
escrow and the thought was if this is approved this evening, this
funding in escrow could potentially be given to the MOH
Foundation in order to begin their process along with the
funding that Charleston County is providing and the remaining
approximately $1.8 million would be divided out over two to
three years.
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Ms. Landing made a motion that Town Council support the
requested $3 million to the National Medal of Honor Foundation
to be paid for over the next three years for the National Medal of
Honor Heritage Center; seconded by Mr. Owens.
Mayor Haynie stated that there were discussions where the
funding would come from and asked Mr. DeMoura to clarify.
Mr. DeMoura stated that he will respond to both items #1 and
#2. He said the initial request was for $1.2 million; $500,000 for
the initiation of the campaign and $700,000 deposited to the
corpus. He said the Town can arrange for the $1.2 million to be
available rather quickly. He said they would move money that
was committed to the road relocation in order to make this
happen. He said staff does not have a plan this evening with how
to close the $1.8 million balance, which would require further
work from the Finance Committee on how to manage and pay
for this project.
Ms. Whitley clarified that this motion for the $3 million is
inclusive of the $400,000.
Ms. Landing responded in the affirmative.

Page 73 of 90

Ms. Whitley said one of the big selling points is “the museum or
your money back” type of concept, where the corpus of the
funds would be money that would be returned to the donors
should this museum project not move forward. She wanted to
make it clear to the public that the initial request of $500,000 is
not for the corpus, but for the operating costs of the Heritage
Foundation, which is non-refundable. She wanted to make it
clear that only $2.5 million of the $3 million would be returned
to the Town in the event this project does not move forward.
Mr. Brimmer stated that nothing he is about to say should be
interpreted as a lack of support for this project. He has been a
supporter of this from the beginning as he is today. He needs
answers to his questions and will share his concern about the
amount being discussed. He asked Mr. McQueeney how he
arrived at $3 million for the Town of Mount Pleasant.
Mr. McQueeney stated that when they began dividing up how to
put the museum back on track and to raise the $45 million total,
which would include $10 million for furnishings, displays,
storage for the artifacts and other portions beyond the $35
million for the building, they looked at it as a three-part
fundraising piece. Public, Private and Corporate. He said they
began looking at what constituencies would be best benefitted
by this museum being built. He said Charleston County and the
Town of Mount Pleasant and the State of South Carolina were
the leading constituencies. He said they are also looking at other
potential governmental sources beyond this.
Mr. Brimmer stated that it was not based on what Mount
Pleasant could afford. He said one of the presentations in the
Finance Committee indicated $15 million in public funding. He
said $5 million from the State, $5 million from the County and $3
million from the Town of Mount Pleasant were identified. He
asked where the other $2 million would come from.
Mr. McQueeney said they are hoping for potential participation
by the City of Charleston and the City of North Charleston and
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possibly the Convention and Visitors Bureau and does not know
the amount. He said there is also the possibility that they may be
able to pursue funding through the Federal Government.
Mr. Brimmer stated that most would donate to a needy charity
or worthwhile project, without jeopardizing their own monthly
bills. He said one of the disappointments he had from the
Finance Committee was that there was no real discussion about
how much the Town of Mount Pleasant can afford. The $5
million that Charleston County is giving is really coming from the
Town’s coffers, which is money that would normally come to the
Town of Mount Pleasant for these projects, which is budgeted.
He said the County is not giving this to the Town and are
counting this as the County’s contribution. He asked for
clarification if this was a $3 million donation from the Town or is
it a $6 million donation. He said the Accommodations Tax
funding that is being taken from the Town by the County is
actually funding that the Town has already budgeted for Town
projects. He asked if this is $3 million from the Town of Mount
Pleasant that the County is taking from the Town in addition to
the $3 million from the Town. He asked for clarification.
Mr. McQueeney stated that he is unable to clarify this because
he is not familiar with how the County interacts with the Town
of Mount Pleasant and to what degree those funds are handled.
Mr. Brimmer stated that this should be clarified. He said
$300,000+ for ten years is going to impact other things that this
Council has said the Town needs to purchase. He said we owe
the public an accounting of what projects are not going to take
place because of this project. He said the discussion needs to
take place regarding what needs to be put on the back burner if
we proceed with this project, to see if we can afford this.
Mr. McQueeney stated that he may be able to answer a portion
of this question. He said the vision they have is to increase the
tourists that come here for this national museum and in this
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increase of tourism, there will be an impact on accommodations
taxes.
Mr. Brimmer said that there is a responsibility if Council is going
to take funding from neighborhoods that are flooding every year
because of rain, or not purchase the firetruck that the Town has
committed to purchasing, or to pay $1 million for an additional
Astroturf field at Carolina Park, in addition to the $4 million
spent at Wando Docks and millions for the Park West
settlement, and millions more that are being spent, and there is
no discussion where this funding will be coming from and what
the priorities are. He said he wants to support the museum, but
believes it is responsible government to have those public
discussions to say, “how are we going to fund this and what is
not going to be done immediately”. He said once we let the
public know, then we can set an amount. He said just to say, “$3
million and staff figure out where the money will come from”,
he is not comfortable with this. He would ask that Council not
vote on this tonight and allow Finance Committee to find out the
specifics and come back to Council with a recommendation. He
said we are talking about millions in taxpayer dollars and would
like to do this the right way.
Mr. Bustos stated that the recommendation is to support the
National Medal of Honor Heritage Foundation and this is a
decision by Council that Council will support it over three years.
He said it may be that the Town is not able to do so. He believes
the Town will be able to do so. He said the Finance Committee
recommended to Council to support this over three years. He
said there was no recommendation to take the funding from
anything or any program. He said what the county did, this will
be between the Town and the County. He said the Town is going
to have to live with the fact that the County took the money. He
does not think the Town can double count what would have
been given to the Town – we cannot count twice.
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Mr. Brimmer said that we have counted it twice, because it was
budgeted already.
Mr. Bustos stated that like anything else, if we did not collect
sufficient property taxes, we adjust. Or if the Town did not
receive sufficient business license fees, we budget for it, but the
Town would adjust. He said if $3 million over three years is not
possible, however, the Town is going to try to accomplish it. He
said the Town already has the $1.2 million so the Town will need
to find $1.8 million and this is what staff will be required to do.
He said the Town will make adjustments.
Ms. Landing stated that the $1.2 million in escrow is what the
Town was looking at. He said the $1.8 million over three years
would be approximately $600,00 per year or in the out years
$900,000 over the next two years. She said their current budget
would not be impacted because the budget was already passed
for 2020. She said as far as making decisions to pay for drainage
or a packer truck, she does not see Council doing this. She stated
that Council and staff will prepare a very well thought out
budget which tends to be very conservative. She said the spirit
of this is about supporting the MOH Heritage Center, because
we are finally going to have the National Medal of Honor
Heritage Center here in Mount Pleasant, SC. She said there is
$1.2 million already in escrow because the road does not have
to be moved.
Maj. General James Livingston, stated that they made a very
strong comment earlier about the economic impact of this
museum and said it is going to add economic benefit
substantially and does not believe there will be a loss to this
community, but a multiple net gain prestige-wise and economicwise. He does not believe he can comment on what exists today,
but what exists tomorrow. He added that if we lose this, we will
lose all the possibility and if we move forward, we will gain it.
Ms. Landing stated that regarding the County, it was a bit of a
wildcard thrown at the last meeting and wanted to say that the
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recommendation was made that all had been done at the staff
level. She stated that it is now at the Council level and she
intends to make calls to several of the County Council members.
She stated that she is not going to simply drop this.
Mr. Brimmer stated that nothing he is saying is to diminish this
project and believes the Town needs to be a strong partner.
However, when discussing millions of dollars, the conversation
that this body has had publicly is minimal and he does not
believe it is good for government. He said we need to discuss
where this Council would like to be responsibly. He said there
are commitments this Council has made to the public through
the budget and if that is going to change, Council needs to be
transparent about it. He said the County’s actions, if it does not
change, is a ten year change for the Town. Ten years of funding
that the Town typically uses for Capital Projects, which will not
be available. He said these need to be acknowledged publicly
before moving forward. He is happy to support this tonight but
hopes that the Finance Committee will revisit this soon in a
public way and lay out specifically how the Town is going to
address the commitments already on the table.
Mr. Cunnane stated that it is clear this will pass tonight, and he
would like to thank Maj. Gen Livingston for his service and Mr.
McQueeney for stepping into the role to move this along. He
said one of the big issues in the room that we cannot ignore is
what happened last time. He said in October, it sounded like
propaganda and many took great offense to it. In March, the
Post and Courier outlines that, yes there was a propaganda
communication plan also known as a strategic communication
plan that was put out to create a picture for public consumption.
He said he does not offend easily, but it was basically degrading
60% of this Town in the process. Thankfully, this is all behind us
and wanted to thank Maj. General Livingston and Mr.
McQueeney for stepping in. He said in order for this to work,
everyone needs to be behind it and an equal partner.
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Maj. Gen. Livingston stated that he understands where the
mistakes have been made and the only reason he accepted the
opportunity to move forward on this is due to the quality of the
Board and the quality of their commitment. He said they have
the team to move this forward and it will not bring this
embarrassment back to the team or this Town. He said the other
group was offered the opportunity to revisit this Town and they
decided not to do so. He said that was their decision; however,
this new team’s decision is to move forward because the
country and the children of this country deserve this project.
Mr. Santos stated that he is glad Mr. Brimmer said what he said,
because it needed to be said. He found out like most of Council,
at the last minute that the County took this money from the
Town and the Town did not have a say in it. This money goes
towards tournaments for kids in softball, baseball, soccer,
baseball and basketball and other things, so something will be
affected by this. He said the people that depend on the Town to
support their tournaments will not be getting this funding. He
said the funding for these comes from Accommodations Tax
funding. He is upset that the County took this funding without
notice and feels it is wrong and not how government should
work together.
Ms. Whitley asked Mr. McQueeney for clarification and asked if
there is a current agreement between the Medal of Honor
Heritage Foundation and the Patriots Point Development
Authority (PPDA) with regards to the location for the museum.
Mr. McQueeney stated not at this time and the Chairman of the
PPDA Board has written a letter outlining the steps required to
attain an agreement. He said it is a very doable plan.
Ms. Whitley stated that the previous organization that left the
Town and is now looking at Denver and Arlington still exists and
is still fundraising in attempts to build a museum. She said they
had some form of an agreement with the National Medal of
Honor Society to create this new museum. She asked if there is a
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formal agreement between Mr. McQueeney’s organization and
the National Medal of Honor Society giving a similar blessing to
this organization.
Maj. General Livingston stated that currently the National Medal
of Honor Society has an agreement with PPDA and are
committed to stay here and have the National Medal of Honor
Museum here. He said they have honored this and sent
messages to him.
Ms. Whitley asked if this is the contract that expires in 2023.
Maj. General Livingston responded in the affirmative.
Ms. Whitley stated that the goal would then be to have the
museum in place by 2023.
Maj. General Livingston stated that the goal would be for the
museum to be in place by 2023. He said the other group is still
managing $150 million and are looking at two towns and there is
no share agreement yet with either town.
Ms. Whitley said she understands that the National Medal of
Honor Society has a repository of memorabilia from a variety of
the Medal of Honor recipients. She asked if there is an
agreement or understanding as to which museum project would
become the owners or house that memorabilia.
Maj. Gen. Livingston stated the memorabilia is here and they are
in conversations with the NMOHS currently.
Mr. Cunnane said if Mount Pleasant residents are going to pay
out of their tax dollars at Town level, at County level and
through the PPDA at State level, they are contributing three
different ways plus whatever they do personally and
organizationally, what does the organization have in mind to
give something back individually to the residents of Mount
Pleasant, such as a discounted admission.
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Maj. Gen. Livingston stated that the give back is the fact that this
museum will recognize the service and sacrifice and the fact that
the museum is here.
Ms. Landing stated that Mr. McQueeney did attend the
Economic Development Committee to provide information on
construction jobs once ground is broken, as well as permanent
jobs with the museum. She said once this museum is up and
running, there will be an economic impact. People will come to
the National Medal of Honor Museum.
Maj. General Livingston stated that when this first began they
spent three years doing a major study and the one outcome he
wanted was that this museum could sustain itself and would
create an economic contribution in growth to the community.
He said this will be a major economic impact.
Mr. Brimmer, Mr. Bustos, Mr. Cunnane, Ms. Landing, Mr.
Owens, Mr. Santos, Ms. Whitley and Mayor Haynie were all in
favor. Motion to approve carries 8-0.
2.

Recommendation to donate $400,000 to the National Medal
of Honor Heritage Foundation, Inc.
Mr. Bustos made a motion to authorize the contribution of
$400,000 to the National Medal of Honor Heritage Foundation
and once the $700,000 of TIF funding is taken out there is
$400,000 remaining that the Town may donate now; seconded
by Mr. Brimmer.
Ms. Whitley for clarification asked if the $400,000 is within the
$3 million and only an immediate donation at this time. Also,
that this is not part of the museum or your money back, but
$400,000 that the Town will not be reimbursed for and will be
used for the operating expenses of the foundation to get it off
the ground.
Mr. Bustos responded in the affirmative.
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Mayor Haynie stated that for further clarification, the Town is
not reauthorizing $400,000 from somewhere else; this was
already earmarked towards the road project.
Mr. DeMoura stated that it indicates $400,000 however, their
immediate request was for $1.2 million and as stated earlier, the
Town has the ability to have this available if Council is so willing,
which will be part of the $3 million. He said this can be available
for the Heritage Center if this is the will of Council
Mr. Bustos asked Mr. DeMoura if $1.2 million is available to
contribute.
Mr. DeMoura responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Bustos amended his motion to go to the $1.2 million as
soon as staff is able to put it together.
Mr. Brimmer said he would consider amending his seconded as
long as it does not impact any other portion of the budget.
Mr. DeMoura stated that it does not, thanks to Ms. Cotov and
the Finance Team. He said there is County Accommodations Tax
funding in the intersection project. He said the remaining TIF
funding that was in the relocation of the road is being put
towards the TIF eligible project, the County funds are being
taken out to line up with the $400,000 left in the road relocation
to give the $1.2 million which was the immediate request from
the Heritage Center.
Mr. Brimmer amended his second.
Mr. Cunnane directed his question to Legal Counsel and asked if
this raises a FOIA (Freedom of Information Act) issue in light of
the different areas this funding is coming from and the changing
in some.
Mr. Pagliarini responded in the negative and stated that it has
been properly noticed. He said he believes the issue is that the
$3 million has been voted on and Council is solely now
discussing the order and the timing.
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Ms. Whitley stated that she would like to clarify that $800,000 of
this is to the corpus that would then be returnable to the Town
should this project not be completed.
Mr. DeMoura stated that it would be $700,000.
Ms. Whitley stated that it would be $500,000 to the operating
expenses and $700,000 to the corpus.
Mr. DeMoura responded in the affirmative.
All present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.
X.

COUNCIL BUSINESS
A. New Business
1.

First Reading: Ordinance authorizing the issuance of a not
exceeding $5,700,000 Waterworks and Sewer System Revenue
Parity Bond, Series 2019B of the Town of Mount Pleasant, South
Carolina. (Ord. No. 19059)
Mr. Brimmer moved for first reading; seconded by Mr.
Owens. All present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.

2.

First Reading: An Ordinance to adjust Recreation Fees for
the Town of Mount Pleasant. (Ord. No. 19060)
Ms. Whitley moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Santos.
Mr. Bustos stated that he wanted to clarify that the aquatic
family membership fees were correct.
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Recreation Director, Steve Gergick, responded in the affirmative.
Mr. DeMoura stated that the visual is significant; however,
according to usage it is approximately this amount every year.
Mr. Cunnane stated that with reference to the non-residents, in
the areas that over-tax and charge a fee for street parking at the
beach, perhaps the Town should consider increasing their fees.
He said Town residents are paying to use amenities on the two
islands and feels they should pay more for the Town amenities.
All present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.
3. Adoption: A Resolution authorizing and approving the CARTA
Fiscal Year 2020 Budget. (R. 19082)
Mr. DeMoura stated that this was brought before the Finance
Committee and there was no presentation; however, the
information was provided. He said since the information was
available to Council for a period of time, unless there were
questions, that it may be considered this evening. He added that
a vote on the budget is required and stated that the executive
director, Ron Mitchum is present and prepared to answer any
questions.
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Mr. Brimmer moved for adoption; seconded by Mr. Owens.
Mr. Brimmer stated that the budget was sent out to Council and
his interpretation of the budget is the shifting of funds to the
priority areas. He said overall it is a responsible budget and is
supporting the overall goals that CARTA has, not only for Mount
Pleasant but for the tri-county area.
Mr. Owens said that CARTA is working with the Town’s
Transportation Director, Brad Morrison. They are working on new
shelters and looking at new park-n-ride from the DMV to the
islands. He said the budget is substantially noteworthy of where
they are financially.
Mayor Haynie stated that for the record, this does not involve
any appropriation of Town of Mount Pleasant funding.
All present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.
This Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
4. Adoption: A Resolution by the Town of Mount Pleasant, South
Carolina, authorizing a Lease Purchase Agreement with TD
Equipment Finance, Inc. in the amount of $1,026,655. (R. 19083)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Santos. All
present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.
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This Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
5. Adoption: A Resolution authorizing a Memorandum of
Agreement between the Charleston County School District and
the Town of Mount Pleasant Police Department for the School
Resource Officer Program: 2019-2020 School Year. (R. 19084)
Mr. Santos moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Owens.
Mr. Brimmer asked if there is a reason why the school district
agrees to fund all of the School Resource Officers (SRO’s) except
for three.
Police Chief, Carl Ritchie, stated that he believes it was an
ongoing agreement and the Town has accepted.
All present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.
This Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
B.

Old Business
There is no Council Old Business

C.

Executive Session
Mr. Owens moved to adjourn into executive sessions; seconded
by Mr. Santos.
Ms. Whitley stated that on Item 1.A she is personally
uncomfortable with the way that this item is listed in the agenda.
She stated that there is no hyperlink and does not state the name
of the case. She stated that this is the Earl’s Court mediation
settlement proposal regarding the hotel and the parking issues
that have been brought forth. She feels that unless the public did
some digging and google searing, you would not know what this
item on the agenda was regarding and it makes her
uncomfortable that Council is considering this without perhaps
providing proper notice to the public for opportunity. She stated
that no one came to speak on this item and yet Council has
Page 87 of 90

received a number of emails over time and know this is a big issue
for the Town. She stated that she is fine going into executive
session but is personally uncomfortable with taking any action
this evening on this issue.
Mayor Haynie stated that Ms. Whitley is on the Police, Judicial
and Legal Committee, which looked at ways to be very
transparent and clear about every item on the agenda. He is not
sure legally, if the name of a case or what it refers to for the
public can be listed. He said the PJL Committee’s direction was
that every bit of information that can be provided to the public
regarding an agenda item will be indicated, unless Legal Counsel
indicates that when it comes to lawsuits, there is a limit.
Mr. Cunnane stated that Mr. Tinkey did speak on this. He stated
that it is findable.
All present voted to adjourn into executive session. Motion
carries 8-0.
Mayor Haynie stated that he is an individual party to a lawsuit
with an involved party and will recuse himself from Item X.C.1.a.
Council adjourned into executive session at 9:32 p.m.
Mayor Pro Tempore, Gary Santos, reconvened the Council
meeting at 10:21 p.m.
1. Legal and Contractual
a. Presentation and consideration of mediation settlement
proposal related to 2018-CP-10-05560; 2019-CP-10-01723;
and 2019-CP-10-02083
Mr. Santos made a motion to approve the settlement
proposal which includes a reduction of one room for a total
of 24 rooms, a revised parking plan that removes all onstreet and off street parking, including Patjens Lane and the
Cassina parking lot and the redesign of the building to
accommodate the new parking plan. The street design,
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once approved by staff and a Committee of the Design
Review Board, will be subject to final approval by Council.
This relates to the Earl’s Court matter.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that for clarification, this is for item X.
Executive Session C.1.a. which is: Presentation and
consideration of mediation settlement proposal related to
2018-CP-10-05560; 2019-CP-10-01723; and 2019-CP-1002083.
Seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
Mr. Bustos stated that this discussed all the items that
were taken away, but it was also one residence added and
believes that this should be in the motion.
Mr. Santos amended his motion to add this to the
motion; Mr. Brimmer amended his second.
Mr. Bustos and Ms. Whitley were opposed. Mayor
Haynie recused himself. All others present voted in favor.
Motion to approve carries 5-2-1.
Mayor Pro Tempore, Gary Santos, relinquished the
Chair back to Mayor Haynie.
b. Legal advice pertaining to participation in ongoing opioid
litigation
Ms. Whitley made a motion on Item X.C.1.b to authorize
the Town Administrator to move forward with the Town’s
participation in the ongoing opioid litigation; seconded by
Mr. Cunnane. All present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.
2. Personnel
a. Consideration of applicants to serve on the
Accommodations Tax Advisory Committee
Ms. Landing made a motion for consideration of
applicants to serve on the Accommodations Tax Advisory
Committee. There are two applicants for two vacancies.
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Seat #1 “At Large” to expire April 2021, Ross Fowler and
Seat #3 “Lodging”, to expire October 2020, Lisa Crowley;
seconded by Mr. Cunnane. All present voted in favor.
Motion carries 8-0.
b. Consideration of applicants to serve on the Historical
Commission
Mr. Brimmer made a motion to appoint Theresa
Gordon to Seat #7 vacancy on the Historical Commission.
This term ends in April 2021; seconded by Mr. Cunnane. All
present voted in favor. Motion carries 8-0.
Council may take action on any item, including any subsection of
any section, listed on an executive session agenda or discussed in
an executive session during a properly noticed meeting.
XI.

ADJOURN
There being no further business, Council adjourned at 10:26 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Barbara Ashe
August 13, 2019
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