MOUNT PLEASANT TOWN COUNCIL
TOWN COUNCIL
Tuesday, August 14, 2018 at 6:00 p.m.
Municipal Complex, Council Chambers
100 Ann Edwards Lane
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
MINUTES
Mayor Haynie called the Town Council Meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.
Council Members Bob Brimmer, Joe Bustos, Kevin Cunnane, Kathy Landing,
Tom O’Rourke, Jim Owens, Gary Santos and Guang Ming Whitley were
present.
I.

PRAYER
Chaplain Scarlette Bostick led Council in prayer.

II.

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

III.

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

IV.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Mr. Owens moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Santos. All present
voted in favor.

V.

PUBLIC HEARINGS, AWARDS & PRESENTATIONS
A. Public Hearing: A Public Hearing to provide notice and receive input
regarding the changing of Development Impact Fees. The proposed
changes are being updated to reflect the Institute of Transportation
Engineer’s Trip Generation Manual, Tenth Edition, instead of the
Ninth Edition.

There being no speakers, Mayor Haynie declared the Public Hearing
closed.
B. Public Hearing: A Public Hearing to receive input regarding a
proposal to amend the Town of Mount Pleasant Code of Ordinances,
Chapter 155, Land Development Regulations. Proposed is to delete
Section 155.073, Park and Recreational Areas, and to create a new
Section 155.054, Greenspace Preservation Plan. New Section
155.054 will incorporate certain provisions from deleted Section
155.073, as well as establish intent, purpose, and standards for new
subdivision review requirements, which will include clustered areas
of preservation and internal areas of preservation and greenspace.
In conjunction with proposed amendments to Chapter 156, Zoning
Code, these amendments are intended to provide better natural and
greenspace both within new residential development and to provide
a buffer along streets where new development is occurring.
Mr. Santos stated that he is in favor of greenspace and open space.
He said one of his concerns is regarding the Parks and Recreations
areas changing this. He said there is a current program with the
Recreation Department to do neighborhood sports and are
encouraging neighborhoods with children from 5 to 8 years old to be
able to utilize the open spaces and practice in their neighborhoods
instead of going to the large fields. He asked if this would affect any
of this.
Mr. Ulma responded in the negative and said that at this point, the
Town is looking at the passive open space uses to protect for either
softening and buffering views. He said you would still be able to have
uses and activities such as gazeboes or walking trails; however, it is
not designed to address active recreation uses in developments.
Mr. Santos stated that they would not be making fields, but just
utilizing the greenspace with cones for the smaller children. He said
the intention was so that parents would not have to come home
after working all day, put their children in a car and drive them to the
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sports complexes. He wanted to ensure this did not harm the
initiative they are trying to accomplish.
Mr. Ulma stated that the Town can review this further with Parks &
Recreation to ensure they are not doing anything that would affect
that aspect of more active open space.
Mr. Owens asked Mr. Ulma if he has addressed the commercial
aspect of setbacks.
Mr. Ulma stated not in this aspect of the work. He said this is
something that staff looked at separately with the Planning
Committee. He said Mr. Bustos will report on this during Committee
reports.
Pat Sullivan, 1002 Plantation Court, stated that she remembers in
previous situations that amenity centers were considered part of the
greenspace and hopes that this is no longer the case, because it is
not greenspace. She said she realizes that we are not addressing
commercial; however, she asks that the Town do whatever possible
in order not to have another Home Depot.
Mr. Cunnane asked if Mr. Ulma would respond to the question that
Ms. Sullivan asked regarding the amenity centers being greenspace.
Mr. Bustos stated that the Town previously had a rule for big box
stores; that they had to have 50 acres. He said this guaranteed that
there would be enough greenspace surrounding it to soften it. He
said this was eliminated and at the last Planning Committee meeting
they discussed bringing this back so that you are not able to put a big
box store on a very small parcel which is consumed by the parking
lot and the building itself.
Mr. Cunnane asked about the amenity centers.
Mr. Ulma stated that on amenity centers, as an active activity or use,
they were not looking at including those particular areas. This was
looking at a way to preserve larger trees or more contiguous open
space areas in a natural state if possible. He stated that recreation
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centers and these types of facilities would not be what this
greenspace preservation initiative would be about.
There being no further comments, Mayor Haynie declared the public
hearing closed.
C. Public Hearing: A Public Hearing to receive input on a proposal to
amend and restate the Development Agreement by and between PC
Palmetto Investments, LLC, and the Town of Mount Pleasant, for the
development known as Liberty Hill Farms.
Proposed is to “completely amend and replace the Original
Development Agreement” which was adopted on December 13,
2016 and set to terminate five (5) years thereafter, and to enter into
this new proposed “Amended and Restated Development
Agreement”, which, if adopted, will commence on the Agreement
Date and terminate five (5) years thereafter. The current zoning
classification of CL, Cultural Landscape, for the Liberty Hill Farms
Development, consisting of detached single-family residential uses,
attached single-family residential uses, open space areas, a trail
system, and a community farm and other neighborhood amenities,
is not proposed to change.
Liberty Hill Farms is generally described as consisting of
approximately 206.12 acres, more or less, located between Rifle
Range Road and North Lakeshore Drive in the Six Mile Community of
the Town of Mount Pleasant.
Mr. Cunnane asked Mr. Ulma if there is any public notice in terms of
signage.
Mr. Ulma responded in the negative and stated that it is a general
notice.
Mr. Cunnane stated that there was a lot of public interest when it
was originally proposed and asked how to ensure the public is aware.
He said it does not sit well with him in terms of how much public
angst this had. He said he understands how this works technically;
however, given the amount of public interest the first time, it
troubles him.
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There being no speakers, Mayor declared the public hearing closed.
D. Longevity Awards
Mayor Haynie stated that the recipient was unable to attend the
meeting this evening.
VI.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM THE JULY 10, 2018 TOWN COUNCIL
MEETING, THE AUGUST 6, 2018 SPECIAL TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
AND THE JULY 2018 FINANCIAL STATEMENT.
Mr. Owens moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Santos. All present
voted in favor.

VII.

CORRESPONDENCE AND PUBLIC STATEMENTS
Bob Pickard, 572 Savannah Highway, stated that he will hold his
comments to the first item in Planning, Old Business.
Diane Narkunas, 2999 Riverwood Drive, stated that she is a member of
the Charleston Area Justice Ministry (CAJM), which is a non-profit group
made up of 27 Christian, Jewish, Muslim and other congregations
throughout Charleston County. She said CAJM’s mission is to forge what
Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King called, “The Beloved Community”. She said
their hope for a Beloved Community is crippled by the crushing housing
costs. She said more than 211 of their members are facing a housing
crisis. She said the 2014 Housing Needs Assessment pointed out a
collaborative partnership among housing advocates, policy makers,
non-profit organizations, developers, and private businesses which is
necessary in order to address issues and to plan for the future. She said
this is a regional problem that demands a regional solution. After much
research and conferring with experts on Affordable Housing they
concluded a regional Housing Trust Fund is the solution to the housing
crisis. She said a Housing Trust Fund is the missing piece of the puzzle.
She said the money in a trust fund attracts money from banks, private
funds and other public monies that would not be available without the
trust fund. She said the trust fund could finance 15% of a project and
the money the trust fund attracts pays for the rest. She said this is
called, “leveraging”, because the trust fund is able to utilize other
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funding sources to offer a big return on investment. They believe the
housing trust fund is the key that unlocks the door to additional funding.
LuAnn Rosenzweig, 365 Sugar Cane Way, stated that she is also a
member of the Charleston Area Justice Ministry. She said that
thousands in the Charleston area cannot afford to live here. She said
40% of owners and 57% of renters spend more than 30% of their
monthly income on housing costs and many must decide between
paying rent/mortgage or buying groceries or other necessities. High
housing costs force many residents to live far from where they work.
18,000 people commute daily to work in Mount Pleasant, because they
are unable to afford to live near their jobs. She said this is a serious
problem that must be addressed. She said last month, the Regional
Housing Trust Fund Coalition was convened and Michael Anderson,
National Housing Trust Fund expert from the Center for Community
Change, gave a presentation on Housing Trust Funds and the
implications it could have for the Charleston area. She said there are
over 780 Housing Trust Funds nationally that generate over $1.5 billion
dollars a year for affordable housing. She stated that they would like to
thank Councilwoman Whitley for attending that meeting. She said the
Regional Housing Trust Fund would be great for this community;
however, it will not happen unless we all work together. She stated that
they have attempted to meet with Mayor Haynie but have been
unsuccessful. CAJM’s 27 congregations and organizations renew their
request for the Mayor to meet with his constituents. She said they look
to find common ground on this issue and work together to build a more
just Mount Pleasant.
Mr. Santos stated that he would like to point out that Mount Pleasant
did have an opportunity to have some affordable housing a few years
ago at the end of Rifle Range Road. There was property that was zoned
for this purpose; however, the developer approached the past
administration and advised that they were unable to make it work and
petitioned for a rezoning which was granted, so now there are homes
on that property that start at $500,000. He said the Town has
attempted to work on this and tried to get this done, but unfortunately,
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it did not happen at that time. He said there is an organization currently
that the Town has donated funding to so that they can begin working
on affordable housing. He said that he wanted to advise that the Town
has worked on this in the past and are currently working on this issue.
Ms. Rosenzweig stated that their approach is more regional.
David Shimp, 1551 Ben Sawyer Blvd., stated that he would like to
provide some brief thoughts on item VIII.A.10 which is the first reading
of an ordinance to amend the Urban Corridor Overlay District. He would
like to first thank the Planning Committee for its unanimous support.
He said the proposal to remove Ben Sawyer from Rifle Range to the Ben
Sawyer Bridge does not; however, create a distinct district for that
portion of Ben Sawyer which is the gateway and entrance into Mount
Pleasant from the islands. As such, this special district should have
commensurate zoning to reflect its unique status and significance to the
Town. To recommend revalidations and modification to this zoning
which should be done expeditiously to avoid any possibility of further
monstrosities that are out of character for what is intended for this area
such as Sullivan’s Point and whatever is to be built on the Atlantic
property. He would also like to request that any impact assessments,
especially as it pertains to traffic, be scrutinized very closely since, in his
opinion, the Town has not been served well in this regard on the path
regarding Ben Sawyer.
George Freeman, 1450 Bowman Road, read the following statement:
At the Transportation Committee, the committee reviewed three
transportation options for the Rifle Range Road Park. The Community
Action Group for Encouragement (CAGE), has a fourth option. Extend
the road from the roundabout on Rifle Range Road to the main road in
the park. Relocate the current intersection as shown and move the
retention pond closer to the gymnasium parking lot. This option
eliminates cut through traffic in the park, reduces traffic on Rifle Range
Road and provides access to the park from Oyster Point, Palmetto Fort
and future Liberty Hill Farms development. Additionally, Liberty Hill
Farm residents will not need to cut through the Six Mile Community to
reach Highway 17. He stated that they feel this is a good option that
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solves the problem that was mentioned in the Transportation
Committee and hopes that the Town will work with them to make this
a reality.
MaryAnne Taylor, 427 Greenbriar Lane, Charleston, stated that her
comments are more of a public services announcement, as well as to
extend an invitation to Mayor, Council and those in attendance. She is
a member of the East Cooper Republican Women’s Club and they have
a fundraiser every year. She said it is held at Alhambra Hall where they
also choose to buy and serve local shrimp, because they believe in
supporting the local vendors. She said the shrimp will come from Mount
Pleasant Shrimp Company. She said the event will be held September
13th from 5:30 to 7:30 pm, and she would love for Mayor and Council,
as well as their family and friends to purchase a ticket and attend. She
said they will have keynote speakers at this event; however, the
important aspect is that they give their money back to the community.
She said they support fellow republicans who are running which is one
of their objectives. However, they also support the Low Country Orphan
Relief, as well as Veterans in the military and support the Lowcountry
tri-county Veterans Group. She said their funding does not simply
support political activities, but also goes back into the community as
well.
VIII. PLANNING – Mr. Ulma
Planning Committee Minutes
Planning Commission Minutes
A. NEW BUSINESS
1. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for an amendment to the
Pepper Tract PD, Planned Development District Ordinance (Ord.
No. 11048, as amended) by amending the square footage
limitations on buildings associated with specific uses as
identified in “Attachment E: Permitted Uses for RC and I Zoning
Classifications.” (Ord. No. 18046)
Mr. Ulma stated that this relates specifically to square footage
limitations in the commercial portions of the Planned
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Development. He stated that many of the limitations were at
4,000 square feet, with a variety that go to 10,000 square feet
and some are larger. The request asks that this level or limitation
be increased. He said originally the change request that went to
Planning Committee and Planning Commission included no cap;
therefore, the square footage limits would have been entirely
removed. He said Planning Committee expressed concerns and
the applicant has come back with a revised table and it would
specify limits such as 4,000 square feet today for veterinary
services, would go to 16,000 square feet, and 4,000 square feet
for a business or professional organization would go from 4,000
square feet to 12,000 square feet. He said there is a list of
allowed uses and the square footages. He stated that the
Planning Commission recommended approval 5-2 as originally
presented, without any caps, and the Planning Committee
recommended approval 3-0 with these modified limitations
imposing caps on the particular uses and their allowed square
footages.
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. O’Rourke.
Mr. Santos asked if 4,000 square feet would go up to 16,000
square feet.
Mr. Bustos stated only on some. He said they wanted to be able
to build as large as they wanted, but the Planning Committee did
not feel it was appropriate. He said there are categories, so it
does not mean that every business will get the largest square
footage. He said there is an upward limit in the entire
development as well.
Mr. Santos stated that if this is denied today, they would be
limited to 4,000 square feet.
Mr. Ulma stated that individual buildings would be limited to
those square footages.
Mr. Brimmer stated that typically when you have AB zoning,
there are no caps for square footage, because typically the size
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of a building is going to be limited by the size of the parcel,
which will also include parking and buffers, etc. He said this is
why AB typically does not have square footage caps. He said the
building sizes are going to be limited anyway, based on the size
of the parcel.
Mr. Ulma stated that there is a total cap of all commercial, which
is 195,000 square feet, so these buildings would be done under
this maximum square footage.
Mr. Santos asked for clarification, that if this was not approved,
the building sizes would remain at 4,000 square feet.
Mr. Ulma responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Santos stated that the Town has been through a number of
development agreements and they continually come back for
amendments and it is normally for the benefit of the developer,
who states that they will develop in the County and annex into
the Town when it is built out. He has an issue with being forced
into these development agreements.
Mr. Brimmer stated for clarification, this development is already
in the Town of Mount Pleasant. He said this allows for more
flexibility to find businesses that may want to be there but
cannot live within the 4,000 square foot restriction.
Mr. Santos stated that they were not in the Town when the
Development Agreement was done.
Mr. Bustos stated for clarification that this is not a Development
Agreement, but a Planned Development (PD).
Mr. Owens asked about the qualifications to apply for the
16,000 square feet. He stated that it appears this is only for
building size, not lot and building size.
Mr. Brimmer stated that the building size is typically limited by
parcel size.
Mr. Owens asked how large the average for a small animal
boarding enclosed building is in the State of South Carolina is
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how large. He asked if there is any history on this or simply
arbitrarily going from 4,000 square feet to 16,000 square feet.
Mr. Ulma stated that these were proposed by the applicant in
relation to typical square footages that they have received
inquiries about. He said they have had some experience with
some of these uses and know what the potential buyer would
have been looking for. He said staff has not done research on
square footages of all the uses.
Mr. Bustos stated that it is based on lot size.
Mr. Cunnane stated that on one of the illustrations, it appears
there is an entrance into a residential development.
Mr. Ulma responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Cunnane asked if the business is asking to put a 16,000
square foot business on the entrance road into a residential
development.
Mr. Ulma said potentially.
Mr. Cunnane stated that this is troubling to him.
Mr. Ulma stated that it also fronts onto US Highway 17.
Mr. Cunnane stated that if they continue to have difficulties
getting commercial tenants or purchases, they will likely come
back requesting to build condominiums on that road. He said he
has the same questions Mr. Owens had as to where the
numbers come from. He stated that it is a significant jump from
4,000 square feet to 16,000 square feet and is not sure he can
support this.
Mr. Ulma stated that the applicant is present.
Tim Cook, 412 Station 14, stated that back in 2001, they
purchased the entire property of over 400 acres and developed
an equestrian themed development called Pepper Plantation. He
said they then annexed into the Town and developed Tupelo so
that the residential development is part of what they
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accomplished. He said everyone was aware that there was
commercial and met with Tupelo HOA, and they were excited.
Over the past 17 years, they have had numerous discussions
with commercial proposals and ran into a great deal of difficulty
with the building size, because it did not fit their needs. He said
the first thing they would have to do is go to the Board of Zoning
Appeals. He said time after time, they ran into the same
problem, which indicates a failed zoning classification. He said
the zoning classification has too many limitations that do not
work. He said what they have proposed, based on discussions
with businesses, is that they would have to obtain a variance.
They have had discussions with a veterinarian, whose facility is
15,000 square feet. He said this is one business that would
qualify for the new zoning building sizes. He said other stores
that could go on the corner under the current zoning is a grocery
store. That building size is 40,000 square feet. He said any other
businesses would have to go to BOZA. He said no other zoning
classification has these building size limitations which leaves
them in a very bad position compared to other properties, to
bring businesses into the Town of Mount Pleasant, especially for
residential units that are out that far. He said they would
appreciate a favorable consideration of their request, so they
will not be required to come before BOZA each time.
Mr. Cunnane stated that when they purchased this land 17 years
ago, was it fair to say that it was the outer extent of Mount
Pleasant at that time.
Mr. Cook responded in the affirmative and said that it still is.
Mr. Cunnane stated that to compare that land to other places in
the denser portions of the Town is not fair either. He said people
that bought in this PD were buying a certain rural component.
Mr. Cook stated that there was a desire to annex into the Town
of Mount Pleasant and a zoning classification with the first order
of business being to go to BOZA to obtain a variance, is a failed
zoning classification. He said they are asking for flexibility. He
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said the buildings are not necessarily going to be this size, but it
prevents the BOZA process each time.
Ms. Landing said when reaching out to the citizens, she requests
their input, especially north of the Isle of Palms Connector and
Highway 41, as to what services and businesses they would like
to see. She said even during the election, there was a sense of
not too much growth, but what they were referring to was the
addition of so many apartments and homes. She said at the
northern end of Town, there is a need for more businesses and
services. She said what she has made the point of and heard
over and over from the citizens is if we can get more of the
services we need on the northern end of Town, vehicle trips to
the southern portion of the Town, as well as downtown
Charleston or further will not be necessary. She stated that a
4,000 square foot office is a very small office and would be very
difficult to attract a business. She stated that offering better
flexibility does make sense, whether it be 12,000 or 16,000
square feet.
Mr. Cook stated that Mr. Bustos pointed out that they did want
to remove all limitations; however, the Planning Committee of
Council did not feel comfortable with this. He said they
understand that this could lead to a huge building, which was
not their goal. They would simply like to ensure that they will
not be required to go through the BOZA process and have more
flexibility to bring these businesses to Mount Pleasant.
Mr. Brimmer asked if the access road to these proposed
businesses come off of Tupelo access road or is there an access
off of US 17 planned.
Mr. Cook stated that there is another access just north that is
planned.
Mayor Haynie directed his question to Mr. Ulma. He stated that
he agrees with Ms. Landing’s comments, because he has heard
the same comments from residents. He said this refers to new
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required buffers and the new tree ordinance and asked if it is
likely that anything that is proposed would be built right up
against the street with no buffers. He said if the Town tightens
down the buffers and tree ordinances, is it likely that those
proposed businesses will be built with a larger buffer.
Mr. Ulma said potentially as he is not familiar with the other
aspects of the Planned Development and whether there were
specific buffers that were written into the PD for this property.
Mr. Cook stated that there is a 50-foot buffer along US Highway
17. He said there is the main road, Tupelo Forest Drive
constructed primarily for the residential component. He said at
the crossover north, which is Theodore, there will be an access
road that ties into Tupelo Forest Trail. He said the property is
unique and has a huge wetland that buffers between the
residential and the commercial component, with the exception
of Welch Pony and Banker Streets. This was built on a portion of
the commercial property and was rezoned to accommodate the
builder’s needs for an amenity center and additional residential
units.
Mayor Haynie stated that during previous discussions, anything
along Johnnie Dodds Boulevard, north of Long Point Road
required a 50-foot buffer. He said the buffer at the Shoppes at
Oakland, which is large, is the buffer that Pepper Plantation
would be subjected to. He stated that the structures would be
behind the 50-foot tree buffer.
Mr. Ulma stated that the structures would be; however, the
Shoppes at Oakland have a 100-foot buffer, not a 50-foot.
Mr. Cook stated that part of their PD is in the cluster
conservative design planned development, so they have 50%
open space in the whole PD.
Mr. Owens stated that later in the agenda, there is final reading
on the Johnson Development and are looking at adding workout
studios, including dance, yoga, Pilates and others on a 6.5 acre
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parcel. He asked Mr. Ulma if he is aware how many square feet
these uses are for these facilities.
Mr. Ulma stated that he may be able to show total building;
however, does not have the size of individual tenant spaces.
Mr. Owens stated that he asks because there are similarities.
Mr. Ulma stated that there are some that are 4,000 sf., others
that range 8,000 sf to 10,000 sf, with the grocery store of 32,000
sf.
Mayor Haynie stated that if first reading is approved, then it
comes back in September for second reading. He stated that if
there are issues with square footage allowances for certain
types of use, then Council may make amendments prior to or at
second and final reading.
Mr. Ulma stated that it is preferable to identify those issues or
possibly refer this item back to the Planning Committee where
the applicant would be able to respond rather than during a
meeting of full Council.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that there may be some concerns with the
Public Hearing advertisement in the language that was held at
the Planning Commission. He stated that he is unable to say
specifically.
Mr. Ulma stated that this would need to be reviewed.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that he is unable to respond to Mayor
Haynie’s question, because they are not sure what the proposed
amendments would be.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that he sits on the Planning Committee and
in general terms he views this as a compromise between what
this could have been and what is in front of Council today. He
said there were issues where there could be no limitations in
size of buildings, but the Planned Development has a total
amount that they cannot exceed anyway. He said the lot sizes
dictate the size and the buffers protect everything. He said what
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Mr. Cook has done in his opinion, is to work with the Town. He
said he appreciates Mr. Cook’s efforts and all development is not
bad. He understands the discussion but believes there were
compromises made on Mr. Cook’s end and this could be really
good for the Town.
Mr. Cunnane, Mr. Owens and Mr. Santos were opposed. All
others present voted in favor. Motion to approve carries 6-3.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
2. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.66 acre tract of land located at 1330 Venning
Road, identified by TMS No. 562-14-00-011 and depicted as Lot
13 on a plat recorded by Charleston County ROD Office in Plat
Book H, Page 26. (Ord. No. 18058)
Mr. Santos moved to approve items #2, #3, #4, and #5; seconded
by Mr. Brimmer. All present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
3. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.82 acre tract of land located at 1783 Omni
Boulevard, identified by TMS No. 561-01-00-063 and depicted as
Lot 23, Block D on a plat recorded by the Charleston County ROD
Office in Plat Book BP, Page 163. (Ord. No. 18059)
[Approved with item #2]
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
4. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.6 acre tract of land located at 997 Theodore
Road, identified by TMS No. 614-00-00-303 and depicted as Lot P
on a plat recorded by Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book
EC, Page 71. (Ord. No. 18060)
[Approved with item #2]
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
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5. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 1.41 acre tract of land located at 1625 Aztec Lane,
identified by TMS No. 561-01-00-054 and depicted as Lot 14,
Block D on a plat recorded by Charleston County ROD Office in
Plat Book BN, Page 191. (Ord. No. 18061)
[Approved with item #2]
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
6. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for an amendment to the
Greystone PD, Planned Development District Ordinance (Ord. No.
93067, as amended), with regards to the allowable uses, access,
buffer requirements, and drainage, specific to Tract B, an
approximately 1.32 acre tract of land located on the corner of
North Highway 17 and Greystone Boulevard and identified by
TMS No. 557-00-00-090 and depicted on a plat recorded by the
Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book EA, Page 011. (Ord.
No. 18062)
Mr. Santos moved to deny the amendment to the Greystone PD
development ordinance; seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
Peggy Funderburk, 1673 Fairway Place, stated that she does not
want this in their neighborhood.
All present voted in favor to deny.
7. First Reading: An Ordinance to rezone from First Baptist Church
North PD-MU-SR, Planned Development-Mixed Use Suburban
Rural, to AB, Areawide Business District, an approximately 4.48
acre tract of land located on the corner of North Highway 17 and
George Browder Boulevard and identified by TMS No. 598-00-00404 and depicted on a plat recorded by the Charleston County
ROD Office in Plat Book L08, Page 174. (Ord. No. 18063)
Michele Canon, Principal Planner for the Town of Mount Pleasant
stated that this proposal is to amend the First Baptist Church
Planned Development. She said this PD was originally created
under a unified mixed use planned development, which is a type
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of PD that we no longer have in the Town which was created in
2007. She said the proposal is to rezone and the next application
before Council will be to address another property. She said these
are all a part of this PD. Over the years, certain parts of this PD
have come out of the PD and have been rezoned to a Town zoning
designation, which is what is before Council this evening. She said
the parcel indicated is within the PD which has been dismantled,
so it no longer meets the requirements of a mixed-use PD. She
said they would like to rezone this parcel to AB, Areawide
Business District. She said they actually own all the adjacent
parcels and believes the Town will eventually see a unified plan.
She said if this item is approved, they will all be zoned AB, so there
will eventually be a unified plan once All American Boulevard
comes through there. She said the request before Council is to go
out of the First Baptist Church Planned Development and go to
the AB Zoning District.
Mr. Brimmer made a motion to approve; seconded by Mr.
Cunnane.
Mr. Owens asked Ms. Canon to explain the difference between
the PD-MU-SR versus an AB zoning and what is allowed on the AB
zoning as opposed to the PD-MU-SR.
Ms. Cannon stated that the Town no longer has the PD-MU-SR
zoning. She stated that with the 2015 Growth Management Plan,
the Town had the PD-MU-SR and Suburban Rule and Suburban
Urban. She said they were combined with this part of the Growth
Management Plan in 2015 and now have the PD Mixed Use. She
said the State requires that a PD has a mixed use. For instance,
some type of commercial, institutional, and is typically
residential/commercial. She said with AB zoning, the only type of
residential allowed is through a conditional use and that is a
multi-family type use. She said that as far as what is permitted in
a PD depends on how the PD is written. She said this PD was
written to allow the church uses and uses associated with this,
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and some commercial. She said it depends on how the PD is
written.
Mr. Owens stated that when looking at the next item on the
agenda, it is also part of the church property and appears to
change Public Institutional I District. He asked if their goal is to
place a school in that area.
Ms. Canon stated that the church is expanding, and the intention
of the applicant was to include that portion of the parcel when
they came through in 2016 to zone out of the PD to PI. She said
what happened is that the exhibit that was attached to that
ordinance did not reflect this parcel. She said staff felt that it
should be cleaned up and clarified that this portion of the parcel
was actually meant to be rezoned to PI at that time. She stated
that this parcel and the front parcel that the church is on is under
one TMS number; however, they are separated because of All
American Boulevard. She said they are all split zoned and
separated by All American Boulevard.
Mr. Owens stated that he is concerned about having commercial
development in front of a church.
Mayor Haynie asked if all the property is still owned by the church
or are they selling this for development.
Ms. Canon stated that the parcel that is currently being addressed
on the other side of George Browder is owned by the bank. She
said she does not want to speak specifically to this but presumes
that they intend to put a bank there. She said the other parcel in
the next item is for the church expansion.
Mr. Owens and Mr. Santos were opposed. All others present voted
in favor. Motion to approve carries 7-2.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
8. First Reading: An Ordinance to rezone from First Baptist Church
North PD-MU-SR, Planned Development – Mixed Use Suburban
Rural, to PI-1, Public Institutional-1 District, an approximately
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15.4 acre portion of a 19.71 acre tract of land located at 1151
George Browder Boulevard and identified by TMS No. 598-00-00007 and depicted on a plat recorded by the Charleston County
ROD Office in Plat Book L15, Page 0096. (Ord. No. 18064)
Ms. Canon stated that this is the parcel that they intended to
include in their PI zoning in 2016. She said they would like to
rezone this to PI-1.
Mr. Brimmer moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Bustos.
Mr. Santos stated that he is okay with this rezoning; however, he
did not support the previous item because Areawide Business
zoning cannot be conditioned, so no one knows what can be put
on that property.
All present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
9. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for an amendment to the
I’On PD, Planned Development Ordinance (Ord. No. 97010), by
adding an Event Venue as an additional Permitted Use on an
approximately 0.16 acre tract of land located at 264 North
Shelmore Boulevard, identified by TMS No. 535-06-00-391 and
depicted on a plat recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office
in Plat Book EG, Page 372. (Ord. No. 18065)
Mr. Bustos made a motion to accept the withdrawal; seconded by
Mr. Brimmer.
Mr. Cunnane asked if it is possible to deny this item.
Mr. Pagliarini responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Cunnane stated that Council should consider this, due to the
number of citizens against this item.
Ms. Canon stated that a withdrawal after the public hearing has
been posted is treated the same as a denial.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that it automatically is treated as a denial.
All present voted in favor of the withdrawal.
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10. First Reading: An Ordinance to amend Zoning Code Section
156.318, Urban Corridor Overlay District, and elsewhere within
Chapter 156 of the Mount Pleasant Code of Ordinances, by
modifying the boundaries of the District to remove the portion of
Ben Sawyer Boulevard from Rifle Range Road to the Bridge from
the Overlay, to remove Single Family Residential Uses as a
permitted use on properties within the Urban Corridor Overlay
District whose underlying zoning is Commercial, and removing the
nomenclature “Urban Corridor” and replacing with Boulevard
Overlay. (Ord. No. 18066)
Ms. Canon stated that this is a request that was worked on closely
with the Planning Committee. She said there are three
components. The first is to remove the portion of the Urban
Corridor Overlay District from Rifle Range Road to the Ben Sawyer
Bridge. The second component is to remove single family
residential uses from those properties within the entire Urban
Corridor Overlay District that their underlying zoning is
commercial. The third component is to remove Urban Corridor.
She said they simply named them after the boulevard that they
are. She said these are the three components of this particular
text amendment. She stated that the area of discussion is from
Rifle Range Road to the end. She said the existing boundaries of
the corridor are made up of three portions; Coleman Boulevard,
Chuck Dawley Boulevard and Johnnie Dodds Boulevard. She said
it was mentioned that there would be a new plan created for this
area which will be a part of the Comprehensive Plan Update. She
said the draft of the plan has a great deal of information on how
this area would be addressed. She said currently, they are
removing the overlay from that portion and would fall back on the
underlying zoning. She said any permitted uses would be
according to the underlying zoning. She said most of the area is
Areawide Business. She said the portion labeled Ben Sawyer
Boulevard, from Chuck Dawley Boulevard to Rifle Range Road
would be absorbed into the Coleman Boulevard requirements of
the Urban Corridor Overlay District and then Chuck Dawley is
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maintained in Johnnie Dodds. She said within the Coleman
Boulevard Overlay District there are different designations. She
said they removed two designations and ends at Rifle Range. She
said it is both a text amendment and a map amendment to the
Urban Corridor Overlay District. She said the second portion of
the text amendment is removing detached single family from
underlying commercial. She said it is not simply with that section,
but within all the Urban Corridor Overlay District, which would
apply to Johnnie Dodds, Chuck Dawley and Coleman Boulevards.
She said the third part is re-describing the boundaries of Coleman
Boulevard district because the small portion from Chuck Dawley
to Rifle Range Road is being absorbed and renaming all three
Boulevards and would be called Boulevard Overlay Districts and
appropriately named Coleman, Johnnie Dodds and Chuck Dawley
Boulevards.
Mr. Bustos stated that the Planning Committee has been working
on this for a number of months and it was felt that the Ben Sawyer
area is a gateway to the Town and should be treated as something
special as opposed to being lost in the Urban Corridor. He said the
term Urban Corridor created a great deal of angst. He said they
are undoing what was done before; however, there is still work to
be done. He said this is a good first step, especially for the Ben
Sawyer area to make this the gateway from Sullivan’s Island into
the Town.
Mr. Owens moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
Mr. Cunnane asked if the portion that is moving from Ben Sawyer
Urban Corridor District into the Coleman Boulevard District; if
there is any difference between the Ben Sawyer District and the
Coleman District that could impact any of those properties.
Ms. Cannon responded in the negative and said the Town’s
requirements and regulations for the Coleman Boulevard Overlay
run that whole area. She said it is a matter of re-describing the
boundaries and making sure that Chuck Dawley to Rifle Range is
not excluded.
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Mr. Cunnane asked if there is any additional density or a chance
of any property ending up with more density as a result of this
change.
Ms. Canon responded in the negative.
Mr. Santos stated that residents along Chuck Dawley Boulevard
also wanted to remove themselves from the overlay district and
asked if those residents reached out.
Mr. Bustos stated that they have, and this is going to be the
ongoing portion of this. He said there is still work that needs to be
accomplished other than just calling it an Urban Corridor. He said
they are re-thinking those areas and each one will have its own
identity. He said the first portion was Ben Sawyer and wanted to
address it immediately. He said it will be easier for Johnnie Dodds
and said Stuart Engals will be the next portion that they will be
working on. He stated that this was the first step (Ben Sawyer)
and the next step will likely be Chuck Dawley.
Mr. Owens stated that he has discussions with residents who are
unable to build a house on the Mount Pleasant side of Moss Park,
because they need a sidewalk, the heights and there are a
number of restrictions regarding the Urban Corridor, so anything
that can be done will benefit a number of residents.
Mr. Cunnane asked if Chuck Dawley could be added to this.
Ms. Canon stated that it was not advertised in the Public Hearing
this way, so it cannot be added.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that it would need to go through the process.
Mr. Cunnane asked if this motion could be amended.
Mr. Pagliarini responded in the negative.
Mr. Cunnane asked if there could be another hearing next month,
because he believes that Chuck Dawley is an area that is under
assault for overdevelopment. If there is anything that can be done
to address this, he believes that Council should do so.
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Mr. Pagliarini stated that technically, if Council were to have a
Public Hearing and notify the public, he would suggest running it
through as a separate item.
Mr. Cunnane stated that this would take another two months to
address this item.
Mr. Bustos stated that this could be put on the Planning
Committee’s agenda for next month.
Mr. Cunnane stated that while it may not be a gateway from the
beach, it is still a gateway into the Town. He said what people see
is the feeling of Mount Pleasant. He said if we let this go in any of
the gateways into the Town, it hurts everyone.
Mr. Owens stated that this should go back to the Planning
Committee in order for them to determine where Chuck Dawley
begins and where it ends.
Lucy Gordon, 1551 Ben Sawyer Boulevard, stated that she would
like to thank Council for addressing this item. She said many of
the communities along Ben Sawyer Boulevard have been working
on this for several years. She believes everyone received copies
of a letter that was signed by the HOA’s along with
documentation. She said these residents are going to be very
relieved as it has never been a good fit. She said damage has
already been done but does not believe It is too late to turn this
into a very appealing and appropriate gateway to and from the
islands.
Paul Mount, 1481 Center Street Extension, stated that for many
years he has been talking about what a terrible error this was to
put this part of Ben Sawyer in the urban corridor and would like
to thank Council for finally agreeing with him and taking
necessary action.
All present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
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11. First Reading: An Ordinance providing for a First Amendment to
Ordinance 16070, the Development Agreement by and between
the Town of Mount Pleasant and PC Palmetto Investments, LLOC
for the development known as Liberty Hill Farms. (Ord. No.
18067)
Mr. Brimmer moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Santos.
Mr. Bustos stated that he voted to send this to full Council;
however, he cannot support it. He stated that he voted against
the original submittal. He said while this is a two-part item; one
to extend the development time, but it is basically closed. He said
it is a resubmittal and a reapproval. He stated that he will not be
supporting this.
Mr. Bustos, Mr. Cunnane and Mayor Haynie were opposed. All
others voted in favor. Motion to approve carries 6-3.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
B. OLD BUSINESS
1. Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend the Dunes West PD,
Planned Development District Ordinance (Ordinance R-13-90, as
amended), by rezoning an approximately 14.50 acre tract of land
comprised of 33 parcels from R-1, Low Density Residential
District, to PD, Planned Development District and designated
within the PD as DW-R-3, Dunes West R-3. Parcels affected are
located off Bessemer Road within the development known as
Covington at Park West, Identified by TMS Nos. 583-00-00-003
and 583-03-00-254 thru -281, and 583-03-00-286, and depicted
on a plat recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat
Book L17, Page 0033. (Ord. No. 18047)
Mr. Santos stated that he understands that a representative from
the Homeowners Association called in to the Clerk of Council’s
office and stated that they had no objections to the new
information that was presented.
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Ms. Landing stated that there is an email from the individuals
representing the neighborhood.
Mayor Haynie stated that he had discussions with Mr. Brimmer
last week and there were some concerns after first reading of this
ordinance. He asked if the email addresses these concerns.
Mr. Brimmer stated that there is no Homeowners Association and
they are all individual homeowners. He said one homeowner sent
a letter stating that they were representing the views of the other
homeowners and they had discussions with the developer and
had come to an agreement. He stated that this was all in the
information sent via email to Town Council members; however,
he does not have any confirmation beyond this information.
Ms. Landing stated that she also inquired about this since this is
an item she has followed very closely and drives by several times
a day. She said she believes there was a typographical error that
caused confusion for some of the homeowners where it appeared
to only be a five-foot setback, and they were able to clarify that it
was not five feet, but fifteen feet. She said it sounded to her like
there was a misunderstanding.
Mr. Cunnane asked Mr. Pickard to put on the record exactly what
happened with the homeowners over the last week.
Bob Pickard, applicant, stated that there was some confusion
from the homeowners on the side setback issue. He said some
were concerned that the structure could be placed within five
feet of their homes. He said they met with the homeowners that
were concerned and addressed all their concerns and they are
now in favor.
Mayor Haynie asked Mr. Pickard how many homeowners he was
speaking on behalf of.
Mr. Pickard stated that he is not speaking on behalf of the
homeowners; the email speaks for them. He believes there were
six homeowners on the original petition. He stated that it is his
understanding that the email addresses those six homeowners.
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Mayor Haynie asked if there was an HOA.
Mr. Brimmer stated that he was advised by the individual who
sent the email that if they were unhappy, they planned to be here
this evening to speak in opposition but does not believe they are
present. He said Council may interpret this as they would like.
Ms. Landing stated that this has been a long drawn out process
for something that was very simple. She said in this case, because
she has spoken to a particular couple several times, in the email
that was sent to Council members, they raised the concern and
had the misunderstanding. She said they are now clear on the
misunderstanding.
Mr. Pickard stated that they have accommodated and addressed
the concerns with an agreement.
Mayor Haynie asked if this was binding.
Mr. Pickard responded in the affirmative. He stated that it is a
recorded amendment.
Mr. Brimmer asked if there was a motion and a second on this
item.
The Clerk stated that no motion has been made.
Ms. Landing moved to approve the Covington request for the
amendment of the Dunes West PD as written; seconded by Mr.
Santos.
Mr. Owens opposed. All others present voted in favor. Motion to
approve carries 8-1.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
2. Final Reading:
An Ordinance to amend the Johnson
Development PD-MU-SU (Ord. No. 14084, as amended) also
known as Indigo Square, by adding Workout Studios, including
Dance, Yoga, Barre, Pilates, and the like to the allowable uses in
Section III. PD Land Uses, Programs and Maximums (A.) Land
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Uses, to a 6.58 acre parcel identified by TMS No. 558-00-00-933.
(Ord. No. 18048)
Ms. Whitley moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
Mayor Haynie asked if this changes the amount of development
or is it only the uses.
Mr. Ulma stated that it adds some additional uses based on
requests for potential tenants they have been working with.
Mr. Cunnane asked if the parking requirements were reviewed
prior to the changes made to the PD.
Mr. Ulma responded in the affirmative and added that the uses
are similar to the other uses that were allowed. He stated that
staff did not focus on the need for additional parking. He stated
that it is also an issue as they get tenant fit-ups in particular
buildings and it is something that staff reviews to ensure that the
proposed use and the situation with parking gets addressed.
Mr. Cunnane stated that when it was approved there was
significant discussion on how many spaces each apartment
should have as well as each store, which is why he is having some
angst over it.
Mr. Ulma stated that the net differential would be minimal.
Mr. Santos asked Transportation Director, Brad Morrison if they
have completed any type of research on the trip counts. He said
that workout studios are very popular and asked how much affect
this will have on trip counts that were originally done for this area.
Mr. Morrison stated that he has not reviewed this particular
issue; however, the trip generation assumption was either
specialty retail or shopping center, so all the uses being discussed
are included within that trip generation rate. He stated that as
long as you are not considering converting retail into general
office, then there would be no difference. He stated that these
are all uses that are within a shopping center use, so the trip rate
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makes those assumptions that there are broad uses and averages
this.
Mayor Haynie asked if this was a backdoor way for someone to
pay one level of impact fees, then change the use and generate
more trips than what they have paid impact fees for.
Mr. Owens stated that they would have a change in use if that
were the case.
Mr. Morrison responded in the negative. He stated that when the
use comes in for a building permit, this is when the applicant pays
for the use at that time.
Mr. Owens stated that he believes the calculation for parking
spaces for these facilities is 300 square feet per parking spot.
Mr. Ulma stated that it ranges from one space per 200 square feet
of use or one space per 300 square feet. He stated that on the
paperwork for this item, the spaces required when originally
approved was 1,108 and they are providing an additional 40
spaces than what was required.
Mr. Owens asked if there is any shared parking in this complex for
commercial.
Mr. Ulma stated that it would all be shared within. He said in
terms of impact fees, all of the buildings in the retail area are
already under construction and would have paid their impact fees
based on a shopping center designation.
Mr. Santos was opposed. All others present voted in favor. Motion
to approve carries 8-1.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
3. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.29 acre tract of land located at 2188 Gulf Drive,
identified by TMS No. 577-05-00-003 and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book L,
Page 73. (Ord. No. 18050)
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Mr. Santos made a motion to approve items #3, #4, #5, #6 and #7
which are all annexation requests; seconded by Mr. Owens. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
4. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.10 acre tract of land located at 960 Bulls Bay
Blvd., identified by TMS No. 632-00-00-128 and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book EG,
Page 522-523. (Ord. No. 18051)
[Approved with Item #3]
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
5. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.28 acre tract of land located at 1159 Dingle Road
identified by TMS No. 578-00-00-475 and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book EL,
Page 639-640. (Ord. No. 18052)
[Approved with Item #3]
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
6. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.02 acre tract of land located at 1647 Rifle Range
Road, identified by TMS No. 560-00-00-053 and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book EC,
Page 736. (Ord. No. 18053)
[Approved with Item #3]
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This
Ordinance SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
7. Final Reading: An Ordinance providing for the annexation of an
approximately 0.06 acre tract of land located at 4162 Tobacco
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Road, identified by TMS No. 632-00-00-124 and depicted on a plat
recorded by the Charleston County ROD Office in Plat Book EG,
Page 109-113. (Ord. No. 18054)
[Approved with Item #3]
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
8. Final Reading: An Ordinance to amend Zoning Code Section
156.325(C), Use Table, of Chapter 156 of the Mount Pleasant
Code of Ordinances, to add a Hospice Care Facility as a Permitted
Use in the Economic Development District. (Ord. No. 18057)
Mr. Brimmer moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Santos.
Doug Fraser, 521 Chimney Bluff Drive, stated that he is the Legal
Counsel for Roper St. Francis, and stated that on behalf of Roper,
Kindred Hospice and Hospice of Charleston, they greatly
appreciate the Town being able to address this.
All present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This Ordinance
SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
IX.

COMMITTEE REPORTS
A. Accommodations Tax Advisory Committee (No Meeting)
Report
B. Bids & Purchases Committee
1. Award of lease-purchase financing for Public Services equipment
and radios for Police, Fire, and Public Services (See Council New
Business Item XI.A.7)
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2. Report
The Committee unanimously approved the following
recommendation:
•

Approval to contract with Hughes Motors, Inc., in the
amount of $1,277,610 for the purchase of ten (10) 2020
Mack Anthem 42R Day Cab trucks with 22-foot scows.

•

Approval to contract with Team IA, Inc., in the amount of
$188,737.41 for an initial 3-year term to be paid annually,
for the purchase of a disaster recovery backup system.

The Committee received the quarterly Local Vendor Report. For
the fourth quarter of Fiscal Year 2018, $4.9 million, or 33% of
the Town’s expenditures was to local Town of Mount Pleasant
vendors, for a total year-to-date amount of $14.7 million, or 31%
of all Town expenditures.
C. Economic Development Committee (No Meeting)
Report
D. Education Committee
Ms. Whitley stated that they received a presentation by the CCSD.
The Superintendent, members of the school board and the Chief
Operating Officer were in attendance. She stated that they also
discussed the need to recognize academic excellence at Town
Council meetings.
E. Finance Committee
1. Consideration of an easement request for the purpose of a cell
tower at the Carolina Park Recreation Complex
He stated that the applicants attended the Committee meeting
and staff has studied this item in great detail and had a
recommendation. He said there was a desire by the applicant to
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move slightly on this; however, the Committee and staff has
held firm on what their request was.
Optima Towers presented an easement lease proposal for
consideration. Staff made recommendations to limit the
number of five-year terms to a total of five, to increase the
initial rent to $17,300 per year instead of $16,000, and for a
second collocation shared rent of $3,200. Staff was in
agreement with all other items in the proposal.
Mr. O’Rourke moved that Council accept the easement proposal
with staff’s recommendations contingent on Optima Towers
receiving all other required approvals; seconded by Ms. Landing.
All present voted in favor.
2. Recommendation to accept the request to purchase a portion of
the Town’s armory site (TMS #514-00-00-013) located off Walt
Miller Street
The Finance Committee recommended approval to sell a 0.2
acre portion of a property owned by the Town of Mount
Pleasant under a lease agreement with the Armory, located
near Walt Miller Street, pending an amended lease agreement
and with the purchaser paying any associated costs. Prior to
staff proceeding with gathering necessary documentation and
conducting appropriate due diligence, Town Council’s
willingness to sell is requested.
Mr. O’Rourke moved that Council accept the request to sell a 0.2
acre portion of the Town’s Armory site (TMS# 514-00-00-013);
seconded by Ms. Landing.
Mr. Cunnane asked if there is a cost associated with this.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that there was an appraisal and it was
estimated in the $45,000 to $46,000 range. He said the Town
only received the appraised value.
Mr. Cunnane asked if this was a landlocked parcel that may only
be attached to the individuals who are requesting it.
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Mr. O’Rourke responded in the affirmative and stated that there
is no other access to the property.
Mr. Cunnane stated that it is of no value to anyone else.
Mr. Cunnane stated that the Armory has not yet been contacted
and the Town is under a lease with the Armory.
Mayor Haynie asked if Mr. O’Rourke’s motion includes all of the
contingencies.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that he is not certain, but he would be
willing to amend his motion to ensure that it says, “contingent
upon the approval of all staff contingencies”.
Mayor Haynie asked if this was in the original motion or was this
an amended.
Mr. O’Rourke stated that it was not in the original motion. He
stated that if we can add to the original motion: “Contingent
upon the satisfactory approval of staff’s recommendations”;
seconded by Ms. Landing.
Mr. Pagliarini asked if Mr. O’Rourke withdraws his first motion
and this is the revised motion.
Mr. O’Rourke withdrew is first; Ms. Landing withdrew her
second.
All present voted in favor.
3. Consideration of an amendment to Town of Mount Pleasant
Code of Ordinances Chapter 154: Impact Fees (See Council New
Business Item XI.A.1)
Mr. O’Rourke stated that this is simply to clean something up.
Ms. Cotov stated that the 10th edition of the Trip Generation
Guide came out which is the latest study of how many trips
different uses generate. She stated that the Town has updated
their schedule based on this. The amount per trips were not
changed, only based on the latest documentation of what those
trips are. She said since the ordinance showed the phase-in of
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the discounts and those had passed, they removed them out, so
it only refers to 80% of the maximum for 20% discount. She said
the other piece that did change, is if a property had been vacant
for 24 months, after that time, the new tenant had to pay all
new fees, as opposed to only the difference between the prior
use and the new use. She stated that staff requested that this be
extended to 60 months to allow time for the tenant to get
through the process.
Mayor Haynie stated that this will be addressed under Council
New Business.
F. Fire Committee (No Meeting)

G. Human Resources (No Meeting)
Report
H. Patriots Point Development Authority
Mayor Haynie read his report from the PPDA Board meeting:
Last Thursday, I was in a meeting aboard the USS Yorktown
with the Governor of South Carolina, Henry McMaster, at
which I reiterated that the Town of Mount Pleasant has
never wavered from our commitment to the building of a
museum that is feasible, fitting, and sustainable. At that
meeting were also Major General James Livingston and Bill
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Hall, both highly respected members of our community.
The Governor is well acquainted with the museum’s
troubles of the past, and soon, through teamwork, we think
a new path to guaranteed success will be laid out.
This issue has required a huge amount of my time over the
past two weeks. As the Town’s representative on the
Patriots Point Development Authority, and with that
board’s upcoming retreat this Friday and Saturday, at which
the museum issue will be addressed, I must convey that
there are serious concerns, contractual, and legal issues
that have nothing to do with the PR (public relations)
campaign over building design that is currently being waged
by the museum foundation’s staff to sway public opinion
over a building design that has not been submitted for
approval, situated on a site that does not yet exist, which
belongs there to the people of South Carolina under the
stewardship of the Patriots Point Development Authority.
The museum foundation will be called upon by the Patriots
Point Board at this weekend’s meeting to address the
pressing issues of the feasibility and sustainability of any
contemplated building proposal and will be asked for a full
accounting of the $5 million in state funding that they have
already received.
We all want to see the museum built in Mount Pleasant built appropriately and as soon as possible. I will report back
to council on any action or new direction that results from
this weekend’s meeting.
I. Planning Committee
1. Approval of framework for a residential building permit
allocation program
Mr. Bustos stated that Mr. Ulma will provide a brief presentation
on the framework for the Building Permit Allocation Program
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and once he has finished, he would like to ask for Council’s
concurrence and continue to put this in the form of an
ordinance in order to bring it back to Council in October.
Mr. Ulma presented the following:
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Mr. Ulma stated that for the benefit of Town Council and the
public, he would like to share some of the updated numbers as
of last week.
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He stated that they had discussions on Historical Growth Data
and providing the annual number of dwelling units and Growth
Rates over time. He stated that they have been monitoring and
watching Single Family Building Permits quarterly. He stated that
this trend line goes back to the first quarter of 2015 through
June 2018. He said
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He said another indicator is the number of single family lots
reviewed by the Planning Commission as part of sketch plans,
which have also been monitored quarterly. He said the previous
illustration shows the ups and downs; however, the more recent
trend has shown a slowdown in the last few quarters. He stated
that staff also provides information as part of their work on the
Comprehensive Plan where they have looked at land supply and
availability over the long term for the Town and have identified
various amounts of acreage that could potentially develop.

He stated that they have mapped those areas out in the
following illustration, as well as the land use designations for the
remaining 1,500+ acres of larger tracts that could potentially
develop in the future. He said they have also kept track of other
aspects of this.
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He said that Council just addressed Liberty Hill Farms and they
average approximately 80 units over the life span of the
development agreement.

He said staff did some estimating on Carolina Park in terms of
their averages over time and they are at approximately 140. He
said one of the considerations is accommodating 220 units with
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Liberty Hill and with Carolina Park in any part of Council’s
discussion.
He stated that staff provided an example of a system where
Council may consider allocating 700 units, where you could have
600 in a single-family category, and 100 per year in a multifamily or multi-development. He said again, there are the
development agreements. He said the Atlantic project was built
in with an expectation that the Town would see this
development submitted and see the total number of permits
and percentage growth rates.
He stated that the following is a summary of the Committee’s
proposal at this point. In terms of a duration of a program, they
looked to design a program that would cover the next five years,
from 2019 – 2024, but would monitor and evaluate the system
on an annual basis.

He stated that the target number of permits the Committee
decided to use, rather than the percentage growth rate, is a
fixed number of permits, which would not be varying over time.
The total suggested number was 820. He said effectively this
would be 600 new permits and the 220 units already covered by
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the Development Agreements for Liberty Hill Farms and Carolina
Park.

He stated based on their estimated 40,000 total units for the
end of this calendar year, it would be a 2.1% growth rate for the
upcoming year 2019, 1.9% in the outyear at 2024, because the
base in growing, for an average of 2.0% during the five-year
duration of the program.
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He stated that categories would be retained in a single family
and a multi-unit Townhome and multi-family dwellings and
permits would be issued in the entire system on a first-come,
first-served basis. He said what has not yet been discussed is the
numerical split; how many single-family dwellings is Council
interested in out of the total, versus how many multi-family
dwellings.

Mr. Ulma stated that in terms of exceptions and applicability,
the Committee recommended that we include Accessory
Dwelling Units (ADU’s) as a dwelling that would be subject to the
system; that Affordable Housing projects would be excluded,
and there is still work that needs to be accomplished to define
the variety of affordable housing projects that may qualify; and
that redevelopment sites will also be excluded, in effect, a one
for one replacement of an existing structure.

Page 44 of 61

Mr. Ulma stated that the mechanics would be permits made
available and the Committee decided on a semi-annual basis,
taking the grand total and have half available January 1st and the
other half beginning July 1st. He said it would be on a first-come,
first serve basis.

He stated that this would require a multi-faceted interdepartmental team working on the ordinance and the system
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and ensuring that there is a strong rationale for developing a
building permit allocation program. He said one other
consideration was to consider some sort of moratorium or using
pending ordinance doctrine to address any potential run on the
bank while writing the ordinance and setting up a system.

He stated that this may or may not be necessary and
information may be provided to Council at the time depending
on the number of platted lots available. He said as seen in the
previous data and trends, the Town has slowed down and there
are not necessarily that many that could be potentially ready
and available at any given time; however, this would be covered
when the time comes. He hopes this summarizes this
adequately.
Mr. Bustos stated that this has been discussed for some time
and while we do generally see a downward slope, there are
quite a bit of peaks and valleys. He said the discussion was that
this could take some of the peaks and valleys out of the system
and give the Town a chance to work on infrastructure. He said
this will help the Town manage its growth. He said this program
was very successful in the early 2000’s and everyone worked
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together. He said one of the things the Town should pay
attention to are the Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU’s) and are
recommending that they be considered a dwelling unit. He said
this provides staff with direction to work on this program and
bring it back to the Planning Committee. He said that the
Planning Committee did not want staff to do all this work and
then Council not approve it. He said they wanted to bring this to
full Council, outline the program and receive comments. He said
if Council does not wish to proceed with this program, then
staff’s valuable time will not be spent. He believes it is a good
tool that was successfully used in 2000. He said for the months
that Council has been discussing this, there did not appear to be
an issue.
Mr. Owens stated that he would like to address the impact fees.
He said they were recently raised to the full 80%, 20% discount
and does not know if there is any historic value, but believes we
need to utilize some sort of value as to what this has done for
growth, if anything. He said we need to factor this into the
permit allocation. He said this may increase or decrease the
number of permits allowed.
Mr. Bustos stated that there was discussion on how that was
going to impact the Town’s financial situation; however, the
Town has been living on growth for a number of years and feels
that the Town should begin learning to support themselves with
a measured growth. He said at some point when the Town is
built out, they will not be receiving a lot of impact fees. He said
this is a step in that direction in order to understand what we
have to live on. He said they also had an offline discussion
regarding stormwater fees. He said we are currently putting in
$10 million dollars’ worth of infrastructure in the ground and
now we must think about how to keep it functioning. He said the
Town needs to determine how we are going to live and support
our infrastructure with fewer houses and we are coming to that
point.
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Mr. Owens stated that housing facilitates impact fees so being
able to factor this in to determine how many permits should or
should not be allocated plays a big part in our growth
management plan.
Mr. Cunnane stated that regarding the January 1st and July 1st
timeframes, is this something that staff requested, because it
seems that it would be easier to split it into quarters. He said it
would also be easier for someone to obtain a permit if it was
more frequently.
Mr. Ulma stated that staff had originally recommended an
annual allocation for simplicity and the Committee desired to
have it twice a year. He said in the past, he believes it was
quarterly and it was difficult to manage due to the tremendous
paperwork involved in administering and managing the program.
Mr. Cunnane stated that it is easier on staff to have it fewer
times per year.
Mr. Ulma responded in the affirmative.
Mr. Bustos stated that one of the features of this program is that
if a lot owner comes in and wishes to have one permit to build
their home, they will get that one. However, if a developer
comes in and requests 200 permits, he will receive his prorated
share of what is remaining.
Mayor Haynie stated that the idea is to work in that direction
and bring to the Planning Committee. He said we are not voting
on the aspects of this tonight. He said this is simply to decide if
Council would like to work in this direction.
Ms. Landing stated that in general, there is no doubt that the
residents want to slow the rate of residential growth which was
clear in the last election and has been clear over and over
through every venue possible. She said the permit allocation was
in place when she and her family moved to Mount Pleasant. She
understands that it worked quite well. She said the other side of
this is whether Council wishes to control the market forces. She
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said what she believes the Town has is a situation that became
almost a crisis, because infrastructure could not keep up. She
said what we have is an unusual situation where we must act.
She said Mr. Bustos’ comments were correct, because when you
get to a built-out position, impact fees will go away. She said her
biggest concern in talking to businesses that we are attempting
to recruit, including true economic development, she keeps
hearing over and over that the impact fees are so high. She said
that a permit allocation that is focused on residential building is
addressing the concern that our citizens have raised.
Mr. Santos stated that he does not believe the impact fees will
go away as we are building out, because with redevelopment,
impact fees will still be imposed.
Mr. Bustos made a motion that we direct staff to continue to
work on the permit allocation program with a view of bringing
back an update next month and that we finish it as soon as
possible; seconded by Mr. O’Rourke.
All present voted in favor.
Mr. Bustos thanked Mr. Ulma and Council as this is something
that we have been working on and appreciates their support.
2. Report
Mr. Bustos read a brief report:
In response to a Council member request, staff presented
information about the various, applicable buffer, “build to,” and
setback requirements which exist in the Zoning Code as they
relate to the placement of commercial buildings, especially
larger ones, fronting on roadways. Staff suggested that building
placement was important as it relates to extensive areas of
parking, but also shared some possible ways to address any
concerns. These included looking at strengthened architectural
requirements, potential minimum tract sizes for “big box”
developments, variable setbacks based on the length or height
of a specific structure, and greater use of 3D graphics. The
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Committee took the information under advisement and asked
staff to continue to study the matter further and bring back
additional information at a future meeting.
Comprehensive Plan update
Planning staff provided a status report, noting that the
staff/consultant team was preparing the first full draft of the
new plan. Staff confirmed that presenting and discussing the
draft document would be the subject of the next Plan Forum
meeting on September 6, 2018. Staff noted that the Forum may
need some time to review the plan before transmitting it to the
Planning Commission later in the fall.
Mr. Santos thanked Ms. Michele Canon, Principal Planner for
excellent work as well this evening.
J. Police, Judicial & Legal Committee
1. Consideration of amendments to the Town of Mount Pleasant
Code of Ordinances, Chapter 112: Towing (See Council New
Business Item XI.A.2)
2. Consideration of an Ordinance amending Title IX (General
Regulations) by adding a new Chapter 98 titled Prevention of
Discrimination in the Rental or Sale of Housing (See Council New
Business Item XI.A.3)
3. Consideration of an Ordinance amending Title IX (General
Regulations) by adding a new Chapter 99 Titled Equal Enjoyment
and Privileges to Public Accommodations (See council New
Business Item XI.A.4)
4. Report
Mayor Haynie stated that they also reviewed notices for Design
Review Board meetings and received a report from staff on how
this is handled. He said there was no action taken; however, the
purpose of this is to ensure that the citizens are aware when
there is a Design Review Board meeting and do what whatever
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we can to give notice, not just with the yellow signs, but
electronically and to push for citizens to sign up and use the
“Notify Me” App.
K. Public Services Committee
Mr. Owens read his report:
He stated that the Committee met on August 8th and approved the
minutes from the July 2, 2018 meeting.
There was one Citizen Recognition and three topics discussed.
Mr. Bruce Koedding was recognized for his efforts involving litter
control within the subdivision Rivertown on the Wando. He sets an
outstanding example of what one person can do to continue to
make the Town of Mount Pleasant a great place to live.
A presentation was given outlining the current ordinance
concerning the 40% impervious surface lot coverage requirement in
the Old Village Historic District and the Impervious Surface Lot
Coverage Overlay District. There was discussion concerning
possible amendments to the ordinance however, no action was
taken by the Committee.
There was a discussion concerning the enforcement of the rules
and regulations concerning the Town’s litter ordinance.
CDM Smith gave a presentation updating the Committee on the
stormwater study being conducted in the Hobcaw neighborhood.
L. Recreation Committee
Mr. Santos read the following report:
The Committee approved two facility rental fee waiver requests.
The Committee was given a cost comparison of construction costs
for artificial and natural turf fields at Carolina Park.
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Mr. Santos added that the Wando fields are nearing completion and
have a beautiful turf field and will be ready for their game on the 31st
of August.
The Committee discussed the Mount Pleasant Recreation
Foundation and asked staff to consider it.
The Committee was briefed on participation numbers.
M. Transportation
1. Approval of CARTA Budget (See Council New Business Item XI.A.5)
2. Approval of request to the South Carolina Department of
Transportation for the Town to accept ownership and
maintenance of a portion of Pitt Street extending from its
intersection with Venning Street to its intersection with Morrison
Street.
Mayor Haynie stated that this is the former main street of Mount
Pleasant for many years that goes in front of the Pitt Street
Pharmacy, The Post House Restaurant and other businesses that
are located on both sides of the street. He stated that the
necessity for this is due to the utilities that need to be put
underground, primarily work that needs to be accomplished by
Mount Pleasant Waterworks due to failing infrastructure. He said
the plan was to work with SCE&G to get their lines underground
as well. He said this is to keep the configuration of the street the
way it currently is, as well as the parking and not having to make
it a one-way street. He stated that he understands that SCDOT has
agreed to this.
Mr. DeMoura stated that with staff communications, SCDOT
appeared receptive to act on their request.
Mayor Haynie stated that otherwise the Town would be looking
at the possibility of a one-way street.
Mr. Owens stated that if the Town takes over the street, then it
can be kept as a two-way street.
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Mayor Haynie stated that the Committee voted unanimously to
take over the street from SCDOT.
Mayor Haynie made a motion that the Town take Pitt Street over
from the State of South Carolina and give ownership to the Town
of Mount Pleasant from Venning Street to Morrison Street;
seconded by Mr. Cunnane.
Mike Tinkey, 208 Venning Street, stated that he wanted to thank
the Committee for considering this and believes it is a commonsense approach that can be solved to maintain and enhance the
integrity of the street. He said it will improve the appearance and
provide coordination of all the utilities which was lacking. He said
that communication between all utilities will allow the citizens to
have the highest and best use of the Town’s resources. He
thanked Council for listening to both the business community as
well as the residents of the area.
Mr. Cunnane stated that this is a great way to preserve this
important section of road. He said in its current use, he believes
we need to look at this area and other areas around town.
All present voted in favor.
N. Waterworks Commission
Report
O. Water Supply Committee
Mr. Bustos read the following report:
Mount Pleasant Waterworks FY 2019-2020 Capital Projects for
Proposed SRF Funding
The Committee heard from Mount Pleasant Waterworks on four of
their capital projects that they will apply for a loan from the State
Revolving Fund (SRF) Loan Program to fund. The Committee
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approved the request and it will be sent to the September Finance
Committee meeting prior to going to the Town Council.
Mr. Brimmer stated that over the past several years, he has chaired
several different committees. He said his first committee was the
Planning Committee and during his tenure, he lost his planning
director, who was promoted. He said this year he was fortunate
enough to chair the Fire Committee and he lost his Fire Chief. He
said that this year, he was also fortunate to chair the Economic
Development Committee and has learned that his Business and
Tourism Director, Amy Livingston, will be leaving the Town for
another opportunity. He said on behalf of Town Council, he would
like to thank Ms. Livingston for her contributions to the Town, the
Economic Development Committee and all the hard work to
promote business and economic development in the Town.
X.

ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
Accommodations Tax Advisory Committee vacancy
Mr. DeMoura stated there is a vacancy on the Accommodations Tax
Advisory Committee.
Mayor Haynie called for a short break at 8:32 p.m. and reconvened the
meeting at 8:39 p.m.

XI.

COUNCIL BUSINESS
A. New Business
1. First Reading: An Ordinance to amend Chapter 154:
Development Impact Fees, of the Town of Mount Pleasant Code
of Ordinances. (Ord. No. 18068)
Mr. O’Rourke moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Owens.
All present voted in favor.
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Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
2. First Reading: An Ordinance to amend Chapter 112: Towing or
Wrecker Services of Mount Pleasant Code of Ordinances. (Ord.
No. 18069)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Owens.
All present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
3. First Reading: An Ordinance amending Title IX (General
Regulations) by adding a new Chapter 98 Titled Prevention of
Discrimination in the Rental or Sale of Housing. (Ord. No.
18044)
Ms. Whitley moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Owens.
Ms. Whitley stated that she was not finished with her motion,
because the one thing that needs to be added that is missing is
the fine amount and she would like to add the amount of $250.
Mr. Pagliarini stated that there is already an amount in the
ordinance at $500; however, if Ms. Whitley would like to amend
this at second reading, that would be the time to do so.
Ms. Whitley stated that her motion will then only be to approve.
Mr. Owens stated that he will leave his second as well.
Mayor Haynie stated that for clarification, the fine is up to $500
and not necessarily always that amount.
All present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
4. First Reading: An Ordinance amending Title IX (General
Regulations) by adding a new Chapter 99 titled Equal Enjoyment
and Privileges to Public Accommodations. (Ord. No. 18045)
Ms. Whitley moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
All present voted in favor.
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Mr. DeMoura read FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY.
5. Adoption: A Resolution authorizing and approving the CARTA
Fiscal Year 2019 Budget. (Res. R.18081)
Mr. Owens moved to approve; seconded by Mr. Brimmer.
Mr. Brimmer stated that he and Mr. Owens represent the Town
of Mount Pleasant on the CARTA Board and CARTA is asking for
the Town’s approval of their upcoming year’s budget as part of
State statute. He said that last year, this body did not approve
the CARTA budget, which was a concern of the CARTA Board, as
they would like for the Town to be an active partner. He said
that he believes there was also a recognition that CARTA was
not where the Town would like for them to be or doing the
things that that Town needed, which was reflected in the vote.
He said this year, there is an increased recognition that the
needs of the Town of Mount Pleasant for public transportation
are different from the neighboring municipalities, which may not
have been reflected in the activities of CARTA over the years. He
stated that this is an assessment year. He said there are
currently three studies being conducted on the East Cooper
Area, our needs and how we do business, and what we need
from the CARTA system. He said this is a building year and
CARTA is committed to gathering information they need to
assess the Town’s needs and move forward. He said based on
this, he would recommend that Council approve the budget. He
said next year, the Town may take steps to ensure that what I
found in those studies are actually moving forward as part of the
plan. He said there is no additional funding being requested in
the Town and they would simply like the Town to acknowledge
their efforts to move forward with East Cooper Transportation.
Mayor Haynie stated that as a member of the Committee they
viewed a report that showed CARTA is spending as much as $10
per rider per trip on one of the routes in Mount Pleasant. He
said this is not what CARTA or the Town wants to see. He plans
to support this after what he has heard, due to the studies and
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this is an evaluation year. He said that there is some effort for
CARTA to be what the Town needs them to be and if he does not
see this next year, he will not support their budget.
Mr. Owens stated that the BCDCOG (Berkeley-CharlestonDorchester Council of Government), and CARTA have been
working with the Town of Mount Pleasant staff town-wide
conducting a transit study. He said once complete, the study will
likely identify unique transit solutions for Mount Pleasant. He
said CARTA is working with Town staff in the East Cooper
Hospitality Alliance to examine a hospitality focused directionconnection to and from North Charleston. He said it currently
goes through the City of Charleston currently. He said this work
is ongoing. He said at the request of Mount Pleasant Town
Council, CARTA added a service earlier this year to the East
Cooper Medical Center. He stated that during the Wando Bridge
closure, CARTA staff worked closely with the Town and provided
extra service and were willing and ready to make the
connections for a water taxi that was established by him and Mr.
Santos. He said they are replacing an order of its entire express
bus fleet. This service is heavily utilized by Mount Pleasant
residents, primarily those commuting to MUSC and the College
of Charleston. CARTA is out of debt and operating within its
means. He said for years, the system carried approximately $6
million dollars in debt to its operations. This change was
facilitated in 2016. Operationally, CARTA has achieved an ontime performance of nearly 90% year to date. He said that
CARTA is updating the nation’s oldest fleet, adding amenities to
current services such as shelters, stop, etc., and using
technology to refine the service. According to the Transportation
Committee, Mr. Bustos stated that it is about that Mount
Pleasant have its own transit system and that the Committee
should recommend disapproval. He said that Mr. Cunnane
stated that Mount Pleasant’s having its own transit comes up all
the time and asked that staff take a look at it and investigate if it
is possible to sever ties with CARTA. He said that Mr. DeMoura
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elaborated and stated that it is a very expensive proposition for
the transit business and what saves transit agencies here in the
lowcountry, particularly Charleston, Dorchester and Berkeley
Counties is the federal contribution that it receives. He said for
this reason, he would appreciate the support of this Council to
approve this budget and its details.
Mr. Cunnane thanked Mr. Owens and said he brought some
things to the table that Council members needed to hear this
evening. He said unfortunately when CARTA showed up and he
asked what reaction they had to Town Council turning down the
budget last year and if they have changed anything that would
benefit Mount Pleasant, CARTA officials did not have much of a
response. He said it is apparent that Mr. Owens and Mr.
Brimmer have those answers, so he will support it this evening.
Mr. Bustos stated that he does believe the Town should be selfsufficient even in transportation, but it appears that Mr.
Brimmer and Mr. Owens feel that CARTA is at least attempting
to work towards doing more for Mount Pleasant. He said he will
support this in anticipation of a great year next year.
All present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read the RESOLUTION BY TITLE ONLY. This
Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
6. Adoption: A Resolution authorizing a Memorandum of
Understanding between the U.S. Marine Corps Forces, Special
Operations Command (MARSOC) and the Town of Mount
Pleasant and the Mount Pleasant Police Department for
MARSOC to conduct training in Mount Pleasant, SC. (Res.
R.18082)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Cunnane. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read the RESOLUTION BY TITLE ONLY. This
Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
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7. 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 $5,305,400. (Res.
R.18083)
Mr. Santos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Owens. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read the RESOLUTION BY TITLE ONLY. This
Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
8. Adoption: A Resolution approving a Federal Bureau of
Investigation Charleston Violent Crime Task Force Memorandum
of Understanding between the FBI and the Mount Pleasant
Police Department. (Res. R.18084)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Cunnane. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read the RESOLUTION BY TITLE ONLY. This
Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
9. Adoption: A Resolution adopting the South Carolina Statewide
Mutual Aid Agreement for Emergency Disaster
Response/Recovery. (Res. R.18085)
Mr. Cunnane moved to adopt; seconded by Mr. Bustos. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read the RESOLUTION BY TITLE ONLY. This
Resolution SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
B. Old Business
1. Final Reading: An Ordinance authorizing and approving a Grant
of Easement to South Carolina Electric & Gas Company on
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property known as the Whipple Road Tennis Center. (Ord. No.
18055)
Mr. Santos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Cunnane. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This
Ordinance SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
2. Final Reading: An Ordinance authorizing the issuance of a not
exceeding $4,000,000 Waterworks and Sewer System Revenue
Parity Bond, Series 2018A of the Town of Mount Pleasant, South
Carolina. (Ord. No. 18056)
Mr. Bustos moved for approval; seconded by Mr. Santos. All
present voted in favor.
Mr. DeMoura read FINAL READING BY TITLE ONLY. This
Ordinance SIGNED, SEALED and DELIVERED this date.
C. Executive Session
Mr. Owens moved to adjourn into executive session; seconded by
Ms. Landing. All present voted in favor.
Council adjourned into executive session at 8:54 p.m. and
reconvened at 10:42 p.m.
Mayor Haynie declared that no actions and no votes were taken.
1. Legal and Contractual
a. Legal advice pertaining to the acquisition of property for the
Shem Creek Phase III project
Mr. O’Rourke made a motion to authorize staff to take all
necessary steps to acquire easements in order to construct
the Shem Creek Phase III project; seconded by Ms. Whitley.
All present voted in favor.
b. Legal update on status of Park West v. Town of Mount
Pleasant (2015-CP-10-2751)
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c. Legal advice with regard to the Attorney General’s letter to
Mayor Haynie dated June 28, 2018.
2. Personnel
a. Consideration of applications to the Commercial Design
Review Board
b. Consideration of applications to the Accommodations Tax
Advisory Committee
D. Post Executive Session
Council may take action on any item listed on an executive session
agenda or discussed in an executive session during a properly
noticed meeting.
XII.

ADJOURN
There being no further business, meeting adjourned at 10:44 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Barbara Ashe
August 14, 2018
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