
RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL
REGULAR SESSION AGENDA

 

FEBRUARY 2, 2010

6:00 PM

 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER HONORABLE PAUL LIVINGSTON, CHAIR 
 

INVOCATION HONORABLE BILL MALINOWSKI 
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE HONORABLE BILL MALINOWSKI 
 

Citizen's Input
 

  1. For Items on the Agenda Not Requiring a Public Hearing  
 

Approval Of Minutes
 

  2. Regular Session:  January 19, 2010 [PAGES 7-17]
 

  3. Zoning Public Hearing:  January 26, 2010 [PAGES 19-20]
 

Adoption Of The Agenda
 

Report Of The Attorney For Executive Session Items
 

  

4. a.   David Adams vs. City of Columbia Firefighters Association, et. al. 
 
b.   Lower Richland Sewer Update 
 
c.   Personnel Matter 

 

Report Of The County Administrator
 

  

5.
a.   TIF Update 
 
b.   Fire Contract 
 
c.   Residential Overgrown Lots Update 
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d.   Lower Richland Sewer Update 
 
e.   Personnel Matter 
 
f.   2010 Retreat Goals 

 

Report Of The Clerk Of Council
 

Report Of The Chairman
 

  6. a.   2010 Council Committee Assignments 
 

 

Open/Close Public Hearings

  

7. a.   Ordinance Amendments Regarding Commercial Enforcement of Unlicensed Vehicles and 
Weeds and Rank Vegetation (Overgrown Lots) 
 
b.   An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Malika R. Snipe and Aramide Mitchell for a 
portion of Hunter's Road, an unpaved road in Richland County Road Maintenance System 
 
c.   An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Mount Pilgrim Baptist Church for a portion of 
the right-of-way of Pilgrim Road in exchange for a portion of Lot 63 in State Park Acres 

 

Approval Of Consent Items
 

  

8. 09-19MA 
Hock Site 
Hock Development Co. 
GC & RM-HD to GC (1.34 Acres) 
19813-06-25 
Alpine Rd. & Old Percival [THIRD READING] [PAGE 26]

 

  

9.  An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Malika R. Snipe and Aramide Mitchell for a 
portion of Hunter's Road, an unpaved road in the Richland County Road Maintenance System 
[THIRD READING] [PAGES 28-31]

 

  

10.An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Mount Pilgrim Baptist Church for a portion of 
the right-of way of Pilgrim Road in exchange for a portion of Lot 63 in State Park Acres 
[THIRD READING] [PAGES 33-40]

 

  

11. 10-01MA 
Albert E. McGee, Jr. 
RM-HD to OI (.406 Acres) 
13809-03-21 
302 South Beltline Boulevard [SECOND READING] [PAGE 42]

 

  12. Implementation of the Renaissance Plan (Decker Blvd) [PAGES 44-52]
 

  13.A Resolution to Recognize, Endorse, and Support the RC Neighborhood Council [PAGE 54]
 

  14.
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Ambulance Fee Billing Service Accounting Change [FIRST READING] [PAGES 56-60]
 

  15.City of Columbia Grant-Gills Creek Watershed [PAGES 62-63]
 

  16. Phone Tree Messaging Software Update [RECOMMENDATION TO TABLE][PAGES 65-66]
 

Third Reading Items
 

  

17.An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12, Garbage, Trash 
and Refuse; Article II, Collection and Disposal; Section 12-16, Yard Trash and Other Household 
Articles [PAGES 68-69]

 

  18. Smoking Ban Amendments [PAGES 71-74]
 

Second Reading Items
 

  

19.An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2009-2010 General Fund Annual Budget to appropriate 
$51,236 of Undesignated General Fund Balance to the Treasurer, Voter Registration, and 
Assessor Budgets for Salary Adjustments [PAGES 76-77]

 

  
20.Ordinance Amendments Regarding Commercial Enforcement of Unlicensed Vehicles and Weeds 

and Rank Vegetation (Overgrown Lots) [PAGES 79-81]
 

Report Of Administration And Finance Committee
 

  21.County Offices to be Closed the Day After Christmas [PAGES 83-86]
 

  
22.NESL agreement language and NextGen Fund Freeze [RECOMMENDATION FOR DENIAL] 

[PAGES 88-89]
 

Report Of Economic Development Committee
 

  23.Mast General Store Resolution [PAGES 91-94]
 

  24. PT-444:  Accutech {BACKUP PROVIDED UNDER SEPARATE COVER}
 

Report Of Rules And Appointments Committee
 

1. Notification Of Vacancies
   25. Planning Commission-1 (Weston Furgess, Resigned) [PAGE 97]
 

2. Notification Of Appointments
 

   26. Accommodations Tax Committee-2 [No applications were received] 
 

   27. Board of Zoning Appeals-2 [Susanne H. Cecere*, T. Ralph Meetze] [PAGES 100-103]
 

   28. Employee Grievance Committee-1 [No applications were received] 
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   29. Internal Audit Commitee-2 [Pierre E. Brunache] [PAGES 106-109]
 

3. Discussion From Rules And Appointments Committee
 

   30. Council Rules-Presentations [PAGE 111]
 

   31. Planning Commission Ordinance and motion to restructure [PAGES 113-116]
 

Other Items
 

  32. $100,000 Hospitality Tax Allocation, Public Information [PAGES 118-159]
 

  33. Fire Contract Amendments [PAGE 161]
 

  34.Resolution in support of McEntire Air National Guard F-35A [PAGE 163] 
 

  35.Adoption of 2010 Retreat Goals [PAGES 165-169]
 

Citizen's Input
 

  36.Must Pertain to Items Not on the Agenda 
 

Executive Session
 

Motion Period
 

  

37. a.   Motion to, by Ordinance, organizationally place the County Assessor and Assessor's Office 
under the County Administrator [MANNING] 
 
b.   Council consider a curfew as a means of bringing citizens and government together in an 
effort to make our neighborhoods and community safer [MANNING]

 

Adjournment
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

For Items on the Agenda Not Requiring a Public Hearing  

Item# 1
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Regular Session:  January 19, 2010 [PAGES 7-17]

Item# 2
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   MINUTES OF 
 

 
 

      RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
     REGULAR SESSION 

    TUESDAY, JANUARY 19, 2010 
      6:00 p.m. 

 
In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, a copy of the agenda was sent to 
radio and TV stations, newspapers, persons requesting notification, and was posted on 

the bulletin board located in the lobby of the County Administration Building. 
============================================================= 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 
Chair   Paul Livingston   
Vice Chair  Damon Jeter 
Member  Gwendolyn Davis Kennedy 
Member  Joyce Dickerson 
Member  Valerie Hutchinson 
Member  Norman Jackson 
Member  Bill Malinowski  
Member  Jim Manning 
Member  L. Gregory Pearce, Jr. 
Member  Kit Smith 
Member  Kelvin Washington 
 
OTHERS PRESENT – Michielle Cannon-Finch, Milton Pope, Tony McDonald, Roxanne 
Ancheta, Randy Cherry, Stephany Snowden, Jennifer Dowden, Larry Smith, Amelia 
Linder, David Adams, Daniel Driggers, David Hoops, Kevin Etheridge, Lillian McBride, 
Jim Wilson, Kyle Holsclaw, Srinivas Valavala, Anna Almeida, Pam Davis, Sandra Hayes, 
Brian Cook, John Carpenter, Carolyn Phillips, Dwight Hanna, Monique Walters, Michelle 
Onley 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 

The meeting was called to order at approximately 6:04 p.m. 
 

INVOCATION 
 

The Invocation was given by the Honorable Gwendolyn Davis Kennedy 
 
 

Attachment number 1
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Two 
 

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by the Honorable Gwendolyn Davis Kennedy 

 

PRESENTATIONS 
 

Animal Care Subcommittee Proclamation – Mr. Pope presented proclamations to the 
members of the Animal Care Subcommittee. 
 

CITIZENS’ INPUT 
 

No one signed up to speak. 
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

Regular Session:  January 5, 2010 – Mr. Manning moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, 
to approve the minutes as distributed.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA 
 

Ms. Dickerson moved, seconded by Ms. Hutchinson, to adopt the agenda as presented.  
The vote in favor was unanimous. 

 
REPORT OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION MATTERS 

 
a. TIF Update 
b. HBA Update:  Pending Litigation 
c. Personnel Matter 
d. Lease Agreement:  Legal Matter 
e. Fire Contract Update 

 
OUTSIDE COUNSEL/CONSULTANT EXECUTIVE SESSION ITEM 

 
=================================================================== 
Council went into Executive Session at approximately 6:14 p.m. and came out at 
approximately 7:02 p.m. 
=================================================================== 
 

a. TIF Update – Mr. Jeter moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to direct staff to 
draft a letter to the City of Columbia as discussed in Executive Session. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Three 

 
 

REPORT OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Audit Presentation – Mr. Tom McNeish of Elliott Davis gave a brief presentation of the 
completed audit to Council. 
 
Recognition of Finance Staff – Mr. Pope recognized the Finance Department staff for 
their hard work. 
 
TIF Update – This item was taken up during Executive Session. 
 
2010 Council Retreat – Mr. Pope stated that the agenda for the Council Retreat had 
been e-mailed out to Council. 
 
Personnel Matter – This item was taken up during Executive Session. 
 
CMRTA Progress Report – Mrs. Ancheta presented the progress report, which stated 
that the CMRTA had spoken with the union, and it appears that they may be willing to 
freeze wage rates in the event that a long term, dedicated local funding source is not 
secured in November 2010.  The CMRTA has written a formal request to the Lexington 
County Council Chair regarding county local operating subsidy funding, and has 
informed Lexington County Council that bus and DART services reductions and/or 
eliminations will take place no later than September 30, 2010 if funding is not provided 
by Lexington County. 
  
Bridge Renaming and SCDOT Reimbursement Request – Mr. Pope stated that the 
bridge renaming had been approved and a request for reimbursement of $500 for the 
fabrication and placement of dedication sign has been received from the SCDOT.  The 
$500.00 reimbursement will be provided by the Public Works fund. 
 
Lease Agreement:  Legal Matter – This item was taken up during Executive Session. 
 
Fire Contract – This item was taken up during Executive Session. 
 
Sparty Hammett Condolences – Mr. Pope stated that Mr. Hammett’s father had 
passed away and offered his condolences to the family. 

 
REPORT OF THE CLERK OF COUNCIL 

 
23rd Annual Mid-Year Conference—South Carolina Association of Counties – Ms. 
Finch stated that the 23rd Annual Mid-Year Conference will be held on February 24th and 
25th at Embassy Suites.  The Institute of Government classes will be held on Thursday, 
February 25th. 
 
2010 State of the City Address – Ms. Finch stated that Council received an invitation to 
from Mayor Coble to attend the 2010 State of the City Address on Thursday, January  
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Four 
 
 
28th at the Columbia Metropolitan Convention Center, 6 p.m. with the State of the City 
Reception immediately following. 
 
2010 Council Retreat – Ms. Finch stated that breakfast will be served from 7:30-8:30 
a.m. and the Retreat will start at 8:30 a.m. on January 21st and 22nd.   
 
F.U.N.D.S., Inc. Roast & Toast – Ms. Finch stated that Council received an invitation 
from F.U.N.D.S., Inc. to a Roast & Toast in honor of Jean Sanders-Hopkins on 
Thursday, February 4th at Special Occasions. 
 
Lifechance International Ballet Gala of the Stars – Ms. Finch stated that Council 
received an invitation to the Lifechance International Ballet Gala of the Stars on 
Saturday, January 23rd at the Koger Center, 7:30 p.m. with a silent auction at 6:30 p.m. 
 

REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN 
 

Committee Sign-Up Sheets – Mr. Livingston reminded Council members to return their 
committee sign-up sheets. 
 

OPEN/CLOSE PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 

• An Ordinance Amending Ordinance 029-07HR; so as to temporarily 
decrease the tap fees to be paid by users of the Broad River Regional 
Sewer System to Three Thousand ($3,000.00) Dollars and to implement a 
gradual increase of such fees to Four Thousand ($4,000.00) Dollars – No 
one signed up to speak. 

• Annual Financial Supplement to Chair – No one signed up to speak. 
• Smoking Ban Amendments – No one signed up to speak. 
• Stormwater Ordinance – Mr. John Grego, Ms. Tracy Swartout, Mr. William 

Dubard, Ms. Opal Brown, Mr. Bill Theus, Ms. Carol Kososki, Mr. Bob Guile, Ms. 
Jessica Artz, Ms. Ryan Nevius, Ms. Mary Nevins, Mr. Bill Flowers, Mr. Bill Dixon, 
Ms. Pamela Greenlaw 

 
Mr. Jeter moved, seconded by Mr. Manning, moved to allow Mr. Evans Bunch to 
speak regarding the bagging of leaves ordinance.  The vote in favor was 
unanimous. 

 
APPROVAL OF CONSENT ITEMS 

 
• Annual Financial Supplement to Chair [THIRD READING] 
• Ordinance to incorporate the Trenholm Acres/Newcastle Neighborhood 

Master Plan into “2009 Richland County Comprehensive Plan” [THIRD 
READING] 

• Ordinance to incorporate the Crane Creek Neighborhood Master Plan into 
the “2009 Richland County Comprehensive Plan” [THIRD READING] 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Five 

 
 

• Ordinance to allow an exemption for luminaries on outdoor athletic/sports 
fields from the requirement of being “full-cutoff certified” [THIRD 
READING] 

• An Ordinance Authorizing a quit claim-deed to Malika R. Snipe and 
Aramide Mitchell for a portion of Hunter’s Road, an unpaved road in the 
Richland County Road Maintenance System [SECOND READING] 

• An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Mount Pilgrim Baptist 
Church for a portion of the right-of-way of Pilgrim Road in exchange for a 
portion of Lot 63 in State Park Acres [SECOND READING] 

 
Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to approve the consent items.  The vote 
was in favor. 

 
THIRD READING 

 
An Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. 029-07HR; so as to temporarily decrease 
the tap fees to be paid by users of the Broad River Regional Sewer System to 
Three Thousand ($3,000.00) Dollars and to implement a gradual increase of such 
fees to Four Thousand ($4,000.00) Dollars – Mr. Jeter moved, seconded by Mr. 
Pearce, to defer this item.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Smoking Ban Amendments – Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Mr. Manning, to 
defer this item until the February 2nd Council meeting.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12, 
Garbage, Trash and Refuse; Article II, Collection and Disposal; Section 12-16, 
Yard Trash and Other Household Articles – Ms. Smith moved, seconded by Ms. 
Dickerson, to approve this item with the amendment that only properties that are less 
than one acre be affected.  A discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Washington moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to amend the ordinance to also 
include landscapers who blow leaves into the street. 
 
Mr. Jackson made a substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to strike Sec. 2(b) 
and add the requirement that leaves to be placed 10 feet from the curb or ditch.  A 
discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Manning made a second substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to defer 
this item until the February 2nd Council meeting.  The vote was in favor. 
 
Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. Washington, to hold a work session prior to this 
item being placed back on the agenda for Third Reading and request that staff provide 
alternatives.  A discussion took place. 
 
The vote was in favor. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Six 

 
 
An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 26, 
Land Development; so as to improve Richland County’s water quality, protect the  
environment, and comply with the County’s National Pollution Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements – Ms. Smith moved, seconded by 
Mr. Pearce, to adopt the Planning Commission’s version with the exceptions of the 
entitled property, perennial streams, jurisdictional intermittent stream buffers and include 
the Zoning Administrator’s recommendations.  A discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Malinowski made a substitute motion, seconded by Ms. Hutchinson, to adopt the 
roundtable’s recommendations and to send the entitled property issue back to the 
roundtable for further discussion. 
 
Ms. Hutchinson made a second substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to 
accept the roundtable’s recommendation. 
 

For  Against 
Malinowski Pearce 
Hutchinson Jackson 
Manning Jeter 
  Livingston 
  Dickerson 

   Kennedy 
   Smith 
   Washington 
 

The second substitute motion failed. 
 
The substitute motion failed. 
 
The vote was in favor of the main motion. 
 
Ms. Smith moved, seconded by Mr. Jeter, to adopt staff’s recommended version of the 
definition of entitled property. 
 
Ms. Smith made a substitute motion, seconded by Ms. Hutchinson, to adopt the 
language recommended by the roundtable.  A discussion took place. 
 

For  Against 
Hutchinson Pearce 
Manning Malinowski 
Smith  Jackson 
  Jeter 
  Livingston 

   Dickerson 
   Kennedy 
   Washington 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Seven 

 
 
Mr. Livingston moved, seconded by Mr. Manning, to amend the original motion to 
include the sunset provision in the roundtable’s recommendation. 
 

For  Against 
Pearce  Jackson 
Malinowski Jeter 
Hutchinson Dickerson 
Livingston Kennedy 
Manning Washington 
Smith 

 
The vote was in favor of the amendment. 
 

For  Against 
Pearce  Hutchinson 
Malinowski Manning 
Jackson Smith 
Jeter 
Livingston 

 Dickerson 
 Kennedy 
 Washington 

 
The vote was in favor of the main motion. 
 
Ms. Smith moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to adopt the language recommended by 
the roundtable regarding jurisdictional intermittent streams. 
 

For  Against 
Pearce  Jackson 
Malinowski Dickerson 
Hutchinson Washington 
Jeter 
Livingston 

 Manning 
 Kennedy 
 Smith 
 

The vote was in favor. 
 
Ms. Smith moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to adopt the language recommended by 
the roundtable regarding perennial streams. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Eight 

 
 

For  Against 
Pearce  Jackson 
Malinowski Dickerson 
Hutchinson Manning 
Jeter  Kennedy 
Livingston Washington 

 Smith 
 
The vote was in favor. 
 

SECOND READING 
 
Ordinance Amendments Regarding Commercial Enforcement of Unlicensed 
Vehicles and Weeds and Rank Vegetation (Overgrown Lots) – Mr. Malinowski 
moved, seconded by Ms. Hutchinson, to defer this item until the February 2nd Council 
meeting.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
09-19MA, Hock Site, Hock Development Co., GC & RM-HD to GC (1.34 Acres), 
19813-06-25, Alpine Rd. & Old Percival – Mr. Washington moved, seconded by Mr. 
Jeter, to approve this item.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 

 
REPORT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 

 
A Resolution Recognizing Industry Appreciation Week – Mr. Pearce stated that the 
committee recommended approval of this item.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

REPORT OF RULES AND APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE 
 

I. DISCUSSION FROM RULES AND APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE 
 

a. Planning Commission Ordinance and Norman Jackson’s motion to 
restructure the Planning Commission – Mr. Malinowski stated that this 
item was held in committee. 

 
OTHER ITEMS 

 
$100,000 Hospitality Tax Allocation, Public Information – Mr. Jeter moved, seconded 
by Ms. Hutchinson, to approve this item.  A discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Malinowski made a substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Pearce, to deny this item.  A 
discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Jeter made a second substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Jackson, to defer this item 
until the February 2nd Council meeting.  The vote was in favor. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Nine 

 
 
Farmers’ Market:  Pineview Property Follow-up – Mr. Jackson moved, seconded by 
Mr. Malinowski, to rescind the following November 3, 2009 action of Council:  “Council 
voted to suspend consideration of using public funds to invest in Richland County 
farmers’ market, and to work with current local market in promotional activities.”  A 
discussion took place. 
 

For  Against 
Malinowski Pearce 
Jackson Hutchinson 
Jeter  Dickerson 
Livingston Smith 

  Kennedy 
  Washington 
 
The vote was in favor to rescind. 
 
Mr. Jackson moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to refer this item back to committee.  
The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Hospitality Tax Funding Request:  Southern Intercollegiate Athletic Association 
(Benedict College) – Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to approve 
$5,000 for this item.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Request to consider salary adjustments and amendments to existing county 
policies and procedures for the following elected and appointed positions: 
 
Treasurer – Mr. Jeter moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to defer this item and take it 
up during the budget process.  The motion failed. 

 
Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to adopt the recommendation of the 
study and to implement the increase with the new fiscal year.  A discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Manning moved, seconded by Mr. Washington, to reconcile the annual salary the 
study recommended the most expediently way.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Treasurer/Voter Registration/Election Commission Salary Study – Mr. Manning 
moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to increase the Voter Registration salaries as 
indicated in the final version of the study, to increase the Director of Elections salary by 
$3,000 and to implement the increases in the most expedient way. 
 
Mr. Livingston made a substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Washington, to move forward 
with the recommendations of the study for each of the positions. 
 
 
 
 

Attachment number 1
Page 9 of 11

Item# 2

Page 15 of 171



Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Ten 

 
For  Against 
Pearce  Malinowski 
Jackson Dickerson 
Hutchinson Manning 
Jeter  Kennedy 
Livingston 

 Washington 
Smith 

 
The vote was in favor of the substitute motion. 
 
Ms. Smith moved, seconded by Mr. Washington, to give First Reading by title only to a 
budget amendment for the salary increases of the Treasurer and Board of Voter 
Registration.  The vote was in favor. 

 
CITIZEN’S INPUT 

 

Ms. Tracy McKnight spoke regarding buffer requirement enforcement. 
 
Ms. Allison Felchow spoke regarding her vehicle property taxes. 
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
=================================================================== 
Council went into Executive Session at approximately 11:18 p.m. and came out at 
approximately 11:48 p.m. 
=================================================================== 
 

a. HBA Update – This item was received as information 
 
b. Personnel Matter – This item was received as information 

 
c. Lease Agreement:  Legal Matter – This item was received as information 

 
d. Fire Contract Update – This item was received as information 

 
MOTION PERIOD 

 

A resolution to support a stronger form of city government structure, a full-time 
mayor [JACKSON] – Mr. Jackson withdrew this motion. 
 
Resolution to recognize Tanya Rodriguez Hodges from Latino Communication for 
coordinating the 1st Annual Three Kings Day Parade and Celebration [MANNING] 
– Mr. Manning moved, seconded Mr. Jeter, to adopt a resolution recognizing Ms. Tanya 
Rodriguez Hodges for coordinating the 1st Annual Three Kings Day Parade and 
Celebration.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session  
Tuesday, January 19, 2010 
Page Eleven 

 
 
Remove all parking meters from the County Administration building and if the 
County has jurisdiction remove those on the street around the building 
[JACKSON] – This item was referred to the D&S Committee. 
 
Richland County extends to Fred Kotoske economic development incentives 
immediately; like the SC Statehouse did expediently in one day, to include, but not 
limited to, an ordinance exception for a flag lot, so that he can build a new 
restaurant (Taco Bell) on Decker Blvd. seeing as no one else has expressed such 
interest in new building for a very long time [MANNING] – This item was referred to 
the Economic Development Committee. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 11:50 p.m. 
 

 
 

________________________________ 
Paul Livingston, Chair 

 
 

________________________________   _____________________________ 
Damon Jeter, Vice-Chair       Gwendolyn Davis Kennedy 
 
 
 
__________________________________  ___________________________ 
Joyce Dickerson     Valerie Hutchinson 
 
 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________ 
Norman Jackson     Bill Malinowski 
 
 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________ 
Jim Manning      L. Gregory Pearce, Jr. 
 
 
 
_________________________________  _____________________________ 
Kit Smith       Kelvin E. Washington, Sr. 
 
 
 
The minutes were transcribed by Michelle M. Onley 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Zoning Public Hearing:  January 26, 2010 [PAGES 19-20]

Item# 3
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MINUTES OF 
 

 
 

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
ZONING PUBLIC HEARING   
TUESDAY, JANUARY 26, 2010 

7:00 p.m. 
 

In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, a copy of the agenda was sent to 
radio and TV stations, newspapers, persons requesting notification, and was posted on 

the bulletin board located in the lobby of the County Administration Building. 
============================================================= 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 
Chair  Paul Livingston 
Vice-Chair Damon Jeter 
Member Gwendolyn Davis Kennedy 
Member Joyce Dickerson 
Member Valerie Hutchinson 
Member Norman Jackson  
Member Bill Malinowski 
Member L. Gregory Pearce, Jr. 
Member Kelvin E. Washington, Sr. 
 
Absent Jim Manning 
  Kit Smith 
 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Anna Almeida, Amelia Linder, Geo Price, Suzie Haynes, 
Milton Pope, Sparty Hammett, Larry Smith, Monique Walters, Michelle Onley 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 

The meeting was called to order at approximately 7:03 p.m. 
 

ADDITIONS/DELETIONS TO AGENDA 
 

There were no additions or deletions to the agenda. 
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Richland County Council  
Zoning Public Hearing   
Tuesday, January 26, 2010 
Page Two 

 
MAP AMENDMENTS 

 
10-01MA, Albert E. McGee, Jr., RM-HD to OI (.406 Acres), 13809-03-21, 302 South 
Beltline Boulevard 
 
Mr. Livingston opened the floor to the public hearing. 
 
The applicant chose not to speak at this time. 
 
The floor to the public hearing was closed. 
 
Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to give First Reading approval to this 
item.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 7:07 p.m. 
 

       Submitted respectfully by,  
 
       Paul Livingston 
       Chair 
 
 
 
The minutes were transcribed by Michelle M. Onley 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

a.   David Adams vs. City of Columbia Firefighters Association, et. al. 
 
b.   Lower Richland Sewer Update 
 
c.   Personnel Matter 

Item# 4

Page 21 of 171



Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

a.   TIF Update 
 
b.   Fire Contract 
 
c.   Residential Overgrown Lots Update 
 
d.   Lower Richland Sewer Update 
 
e.   Personnel Matter 
 
f.   2010 Retreat Goals 

Item# 5
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

a.   2010 Council Committee Assignments 

Item# 6
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

a.   Ordinance Amendments Regarding Commercial Enforcement of Unlicensed Vehicles and Weeds and Rank 
Vegetation (Overgrown Lots) 
 
b.   An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Malika R. Snipe and Aramide Mitchell for a portion of Hunter's 
Road, an unpaved road in Richland County Road Maintenance System 
 
c.   An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Mount Pilgrim Baptist Church for a portion of the right-of-way of 
Pilgrim Road in exchange for a portion of Lot 63 in State Park Acres 

Item# 7
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

09-19MA 
Hock Site 
Hock Development Co. 
GC & RM-HD to GC (1.34 Acres) 
19813-06-25 
Alpine Rd. & Old Percival [THIRD READING] [PAGE 26]

 

Notes

First Reading:   December 22, 2009 
Second Reading: 
Third Reading: 
Public Hearing:   December 22, 2009 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

 An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Malika R. Snipe and Aramide Mitchell for a portion of Hunter's Road, 
an unpaved road in the Richland County Road Maintenance System [THIRD READING] [PAGES 28-31]

 

Notes

12/22/09 - The committee recommended that Council give First Reading approval to a quit-claim deed by which 
Richland County releases its interest in part of the right-of-way for an abandoned section of Hunters Road to Malika 
R. Snipe and Aramide Mitchell.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
First Reading:   January 5, 2010 
Second Reading: 
Third Reading: 
Public Hearing: 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___-10HR 
 
AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING A QUIT-CLAIM DEED TO MALIKA R. SNIPE AND 
ARAMIDE MITCHELL FOR A PORTION OF HUNTER’S ROAD, AN UNPAVED ROAD IN 
THE RICHLAND COUNTY ROAD MAINTENANCE SYSTEM. 
 
Pursuant to the authority by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina and the General 
Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY RICHLAND COUNTY 
COUNCIL: 
 
SECTION I.  For and in consideration of the sum of $1.00, the County of Richland and its 
employees and agents are hereby authorized to grant a quit-claim deed for a certain portion of 
Hunter’s Road in Richland County, South Carolina, to MALIKA R. SNIPE AND ARAMIDE 
MITCHELL, as specifically described in the attached quit claim deed, which is incorporated 
herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, 
and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with the 
provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be enforced from and 
__________________________. 
       

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 
      By:  ________________________________ 
       Paul Livingston, Chair 
Attest this ________  day of 
 
_____________________, 2010. 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
 
First Reading:   
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:      
Third reading:     
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  ) 
      )  QUIT CLAIM DEED 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND   ) 
 
 THIS QUIT-CLAIM DEED, executed this ______ day of __________________, 
2010 by Richland County, (hereinafter “Grantor”), to Malika R. Snipe and Aramide 
Mitchell (hereinafter “Grantee”). (Wherever used herein, the terms “Grantor” and 
“Grantee” shall include singular and plural, heirs, successors, assigns, legal 
representatives and corporations wherever the context so permits or requires). 
 

WITNESSETH, that the said Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of One 
Dollar ($1.00), in hand paid by the grantee, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledge, 
does hereby remise, release, and quit-claim unto the Grantee, their heirs, successors, and 
assigns, forever, all their right, title, interest, claim and demand which Grantor has in and 
to the following described lot, piece, or parcel of land, situate, lying and being in the 
County of Richland, State of South Carolina, to wit: 

 
See Attached “Exhibit A” 

 
This being the same property which was previously deeded to Richland County 
on September 28, 1987 as part of Quail Creek, Phase 2B, Section One.  
 
Grantee’s Address: Aramide Mitchell   Malika R. Snipe 
          2500 Partridge Dr. South   2420 Partridge Dr. South 
          Hopkins, SC 29061   Hopkins, SC  29061 
 

TOGETHER with all and singular, the Rights, Members, Hereditaments and 
Appurtenances to the said premises belonging, or in anywise incident or appertaining. 
 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular the remises before mentioned unto 
the said Grantee, their heirs, successors and assigns forever so that neither the said 
Grantors nor their heirs successors, or assigns nor any other person or persons, claiming 
under their heirs, successors, or assigns, predecessors, or them, shall at any time 
hereafter, by any way or means, have claim or demand any right or title to the aforesaid 
premises or appurtenances, or any part of parcel thereof, forever. 

 
WITNESS the hand(s) and seal(s) of the Grantor(s) this            day of _________, 

2010. 

WITNESSES:     RICHLAND COUNTY (Grantor) 
 
                                                   By   ________________________________ 
(Witness #1)     Its: ________________________________ 
 
________________________ 
(Witness #2) 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
             )   PROBATE 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND          )    (Grantor)  
 
 
 PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness, who after being 
duly sworn, deposes and says that s/he saw the within named Grantor, Richland County, 
by _______________________________, its_________________________________, 
sign, seal and as her/his act and deed, deliver the within written deed for the uses and 
purposes therein mentioned, and that s/he with the other witness whose name appears 
above, witnessed the execution thereof. 
 
 
       _____________________________ 
 
 
SWORN to before me 
This         day of ____________, 2010. 
 
___________________________________ 
Notary Public for South Carolina 
My Commission Expires: ______________ 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

An Ordinance Authorizing a quit-claim deed to Mount Pilgrim Baptist Church for a portion of the right-of way of 
Pilgrim Road in exchange for a portion of Lot 63 in State Park Acres [THIRD READING] [PAGES 33-40]

 

Notes

12/22/09 - The committee recommended that Council give First Reading approval to a quit claim deed by which 
Richland County releases its interest in part of the right-of-way for Pilgrim Road in exchange for a portion of Lot 63 
State Park Acres.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
First Reading:   January 5, 2010 
Second Reading: 
Third Reading: 
Public Hearing: 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___-10HR 
 
AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING A QUIT-CLAIM DEED TO MOUNT PILGRIM BAPTIST 
CHURCH FOR A PORTION OF THE RIGHT-OF WAY OF PILGRIM ROAD IN 
EXCHANGE FOR A PORTION OF LOT 63 IN STATE PARK ACRES.  
 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina and the 
General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY RICHLAND COUNTY 
COUNCIL: 
 
SECTION I.  For and in consideration of the sum of $1.00, and the granting to Richland County 
by Mount Pilgrim Baptist Church of Lot 63 in State Park Acres, the County of Richland and its 
employees and agents are hereby authorized to grant a quit-claim deed for a certain portion of 
land totaling 18 one-hundreths (.18) acres of Pilgrim Church Road, Richland County, South 
Carolina, to MOUNT PILGRIM BAPTIST CHURCH, as specifically described in the attached 
quit claim deed, which is incorporated herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, 
and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with the 
provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be enforced from and after 
_________________________________. 
       

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 
      By:  ________________________________ 
       Paul Livingston, Chair 
Attest this ________  day of 
 
_____________________, 2010. 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
 
First Reading:   
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:   
Third reading:     
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

10-01MA 
Albert E. McGee, Jr. 
RM-HD to OI (.406 Acres) 
13809-03-21 
302 South Beltline Boulevard [SECOND READING] [PAGE 42]
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Implementation of the Renaissance Plan (Decker Blvd) [PAGES 44-52]

 

Notes

12/22/09 - The committee recommended that Council move forward with Mr. Manning's amendment and point out 
the fiscal impact of the costs associated with this plan.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
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MEMORANDUM 
TO:   Richland County Development & Services Committee  

FROM:   Erica Hink, Planning Department 

DATE:   December 10, 2009 

RE:   Update:  Implementation of The Renaissance Plan (Decker Blvd)  

At the July 7, 2009 County Council meeting, the Honorable Jim Manning made the following motion: 
 
“Motion to direct staff to establish specific plans of action and associated target dates for the Project 
Tasks listed in the Implementation Strategies Section of The Renaissance Plan for Decker Boulevard / 
Woodfield Park Area for which the County is referenced in the column entitled:  Implemented By on 
pages 52, 53 & 54 of the Neighborhood / Community Master Plan and report back to Council within 2 
months of this date.  Manning]: Referred to the D&S Committee.  ACTION:  ADMINISTRATION, 
PLANNING” 
 
Based on the above referenced motion, the Planning Department offers the following memo as an 
update to the implementation of The Renaissance Plan, which is intended to revitalize the Decker 
Boulevard Corridor and the Woodfield Park community.  All of the implementation strategies listed 
below are outlined specifically in The Renaissance Plan (adopted June 19, 2007) as a tool for 
implementing this master plan.  Each project/task has an identified implementation time frame.  
 
 
PUBLIC/PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS 
Many of the projects below require the successful execution of public-private or public-public 
partnerships.  Endeavors of this nature require full commitment by all parties involved.  Other than the 
on-site retention project and the Jackson Creek wetlands & Floodway project, NIP has not received 
tremendous interest from investors for Decker implementation strategies to date.  We hope interests  
increase with the revival of our economic climate and the community support for improvement 
projects.   
 
FUNDING MECHANISMS 
Costs to complete the major capital improvement projects far exceed the fiscal abilities of NIP.  
However, there are alternative means to generating funds for capital improvement projects.  Staff is 
currently exploring best practices utilized by other local governments to finance projects of this nature.  
If interested, we are happy to present our findings to County Council.       
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IMPLEMENTATION COMPLETE  
 
PROJECT/TASK: Develop new use & development standards for Redevelopment Overlay District 
(RD) Zoning. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  This project is complete.  The Corridor Redevelopment District (CRD) overlay for the 
Decker Blvd. corridor was adopted by County Council on March 18, 2008.  The Decker 
Blvd/Woodfield Park (DBWP) overlay was adopted by Council on February 19, 2009.  They are 
currently being utilized as optional overlays. 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Apply the RD zoning overlay. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS: This project is complete.  The Corridor Redevelopment District (CRD) overlay for the 
Decker Blvd. corridor was adopted by County Council on March 18, 2008.  The Decker 
Blvd/Woodfield Park (DBWP) overlay was adopted by Council on February 19, 2009.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Develop marketing/branding campaign. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  This project is complete.  Decker Blvd has been branded Richland County’s International 
Corridor.  This brand has been placed on banners, which were placed on selected light poles along 
Decker creating an identity among the community.   
 
CURRENT PROJECTS/TASKS BEING PURSUED 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Support planning efforts for a commuter rail/mass transit station near Decker 
corridor. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  The Central Midlands Council of Governments (CMCOG) is currently working on several 
feasibility studies for light rail in the Midlands.  The NIP staff is involved in this process.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Reclaim developed areas of Jackson Creek wetlands & Floodway. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  The Planning Department is currently working with Richland County Soil & Water 
Conservation developing a mitigation plan for parcels along Jackson Creek.  We have made contact 
with the owner of several parcels along the Creek.   
 
• On October 12, 2009, the Department sent a letter to Mr. Ken Rentiers, Deputy Director, Land, 

Water and Conservation, S.C. Department of Natural Resources, formally requesting floodplain 
restoration funding.  The Department identified a property being offered for sale, and suggested the 
County & DNR purchase the site, demolish the former restaurant, remove the asphalt parking lot, 
and restore the site to its natural condition so it can again act as a part of the Colonel’s Creek 
floodplain.  Mr Rentiers is scheduling a follow-up meeting for continued discussion. 
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PROJECT/TASK:  Gateway treatments at key intersections. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  Three intersections along the Decker corridor are currently being considered for gateway 
signage:  Percival, Two Notch, & Trenholm Road Extension. We have acquired estimates for gateway 
enhancements and determined this is a feasible project for NIP to fund.  However, installation of the 
entrance signs on Decker Blvd requires agreements between Richland County, landowners and 
SCDOT.  We are currently investigating the best approach to move this project forward.     
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Install pedestrian scale lighting. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  SCE&G conducted a lighting study of Decker Blvd and Greater/Woodfield Park.  Below 
are the findings.   
 
Decker: Commercial portion 

1. Currently there is no lighting on Decker.  There are opportunities to add lights to existing poles. 
2. There is good pole distribution on Decker, SCANA will provide the exact pole count.  All poles 

are on the west side of the road. 
3. Overhead lights can be placed on these poles and light the street and the sidewalk.  SCANA 

recommended the Cobra as it casts the most light.   
4. SCANA will install these lights for free.  
5. Potential Problem:  The individual property owner would have to pay the monthly light bill 

even though the light is facing the street and is not really intended to light their parking lot or 
building.   

6. The business/property owner must agree to a 5 year lease on the light.  If they cancel prior to 
the 5 years, they have to pay a $75 cancellation fee. 

7. Decorative lighting would light only the sidewalk, not the street and would be very costly 
(potentially $80-$90k per mile – Decker is 2 miles) 

  
Woodfield Park:  Residential 

1. Lighting is needed in this area.  
2. There are currently lights in the neighborhood, but they are sporadic and paid for by random 

property owners (ex:  3 owners share the cost of 1 light).   
3. The best solution here is installing the needed lights in the community and convincing all 

neighbors to pay the same rate (some neighbors pay nothing now, but they have no lighting) 
4. There are currently 125 lights.  SCANA is recommending an additional 132 (for a total of 257 

lights for 1029 lots).  Each resident would be billed approximately $4.00 per month.   
5. This would require a petition to be signed by 75% of the residents.   
6. There is opportunity to adjust some of the lights, turning them towards the street rather than the 

yard/house.   
 
NIP received the findings and forwarded to the Woodfield Neighborhood Association and the Decker 
Business Coalition.   
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PROJECT/TASK:  Promote the recent SC Retail Facilities Revitalization Act to owners of vacant 
retail property. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  Information on the SC Retail Facilities Revitalization act has been distributed to property 
owners along the Decker corridor.  NIP needs direction from Council to move forward with the 25% 
credit against real property tax.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Demonstration projects for on-site retention in area parking lots. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  2-5 years. 
STATUS:  The Department negotiated with a property owner to collaborate on a landscaped bio-
retention rain garden for their commercial site on Decker Blvd.  The landscaping will enhance the 
aesthetics of Decker while capturing and cleaning stormwater before water reaches Jackson Creek.  We 
are currently working out the legal issues with this proposal:  easements and approval of adjacent 
properties, liability and maintenance agreements.   
 
Due to the nature of this project, NIP recommends the using a design-build process to implement this 
project.  NIP will need Council approval to move forward.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Develop park/greenway/natural areas in reclaimed Jackson Creek wetlands 
floodway. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  2-5 years. 
STATUS:  The Planning Department is currently working with Richland County Soil & Water 
Conservation developing a mitigation plan for parcels along Jackson Creek.  We have made contact 
with the owner of several parcels along the Creek.  A greenway is being explored in conjunction with 
the mitigation of Jackson Creek. 
 
The Department has initiated discussion with a property owner of a closed commercial site, discussing 
redevelopment of ½ of the site and restoring the natural floodplain on the other ½ of the site.  Although 
the property owner is intrigued at the flexibility of the CRD regulations and financial benefits of 
mitigation credits, the property owner has not formally committed to redeveloping the site. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION TIMELINE:  1-5 YEARS 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Rezone commercial parcels between Faraway and Percival to Neighborhood 
Commercial. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  Property owners have not requested rezoning.  Therefore, this is not being pursued.  
However, this task can quickly be initiated at the direction of County Council.  
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PROJECT/TASK:  Develop signed bicycle routes. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  Decker Blvd is a state roadway; no roadway improvements are currently planned.  If/when 
the SCDOT installs bike lanes along Decker, signage will be included.  
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Develop plans for reuse of Decker Mall site as a festival market place. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  The implementation of this task is the responsibility of private property owners.  The 
Decker Boulevard Business Coalition (DBBC) President, Sylvia Hanna, is spearheading this event and 
confirmed that this event is scheduled to take place in spring of 2010.  These are the only details 
provided to NIP at this time.     
 
PROJECT/TASK: Improve pedestrian/bicycle access to schools. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS: Due to the current economic climate and budget constraints, this project is not currently 
being pursued.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Remove free flow right turn lane at northwest corner of Trenholm Road/Decker 
intersection. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS: This is the jurisdiction of SCDOT.  Due to the current economic climate and budget 
constraints, no roadway improvements are currently planned.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Decker Blvd proposed street design (planning, design, and construction). 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS: Decker Blvd is the jurisdiction of SCDOT.  Due to the current economic climate and budget 
constraints, no roadway improvements are currently planned.   
 
With Council approval NIP could fund the preparation of engineered plans for future street design, 
specifically streetscaping, for the Decker Blvd corridor.  Engineered plans would enhance the 
feasibility of grant funding to implement roadway improvements. 
  
PROJECT/TASK:  Brookfield Rd. proposed street design (planning, design, construction) 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:   Due to the current economic climate and budget constraints, no roadway improvements 
are currently planned.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Proposed intersection improvements along Decker (Trenholm, O’Neil Ct, 
Brookfield, Faraway, Percival) 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS: This is the jurisdiction of SCDOT.  Due to the current economic climate and budget 
constraints, no roadway improvements are currently planned.   
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PROJECT/TASK:  Access management recommendations for Decker. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS: Controlled access must be addressed for eliminating the plethora of curb cuts along Decker.  
However, this will take coordination with the SCDOT (this is a state road) and a great deal of 
commitment from the public and private sector to eliminate/close existing curb cuts and focus on  
 
shared access. NIP is preparing to fund the preparation of engineered plans, which may include access 
management recommendations.   Specific projects have yet to be selected.  Due to budget constraints 
within the Department, NIP cannot fund engineered plans for all projects listed.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Develop local Community Development Corporation. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-5 years. 
STATUS:  CDCs are nonprofit organizations that require staff and 501 c3 status. At the request of 
County Council the NIP will explore this option. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION TIMELINE:  2-5 YEARS 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Develop joint use park/school playing fields on school district owned land across 
for Richland Northeast High School. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  2-5 years. 
STATUS: The NIP program has notified the Richland Two School district, identifying this project as a 
component of the Decker Master Plan.  The School District has not formally committed to this project. 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Purchase lake front property from East Richland Sewer District for a lake front 
park. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  2-5 years. 
STATUS: Due to the current economic climate and budget constraints, this project is not currently 
being pursued.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Construct midblock crossings, pedestrian refuge islands on Decker. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  2-5 years. 
STATUS:  This is the jurisdiction of the SCDOT.  Given the extensive road backlog with the SCDOT, 
it is unlikely that these non-vehicular improvements will be implemented.  (Decker Blvd is not 
currently listed in the 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan or the Transportation Improvement Plan 
(10/1/09 - 9/31/15)).  If the County wishes these amenities, the County will need to fully fund these 
enhancements.  A possible funding source, federal transportation grants, require fully engineered 
construction plans as a condition of grant funding.  If the County wishes to proceed with Decker Blvd 
enhancements, we should prepare an RFP, hire an engineering consultant and prepare construction 
plans for these improvements.  Due to the cost of sidewalk installation, the Department is not currently 
pursuing this option.  However, we are considering the use of NIP monies to fund the preparation of 
engineered plans for future sidewalks.  Specific projects have yet to be selected.  Due to budget 
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constraints within the Department, NIP cannot fund engineered plans for all projects listed in the 
master plan.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Install bicycle lanes at identified locations. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  2-5 years. 
STATUS: Given the extensive road backlog with the SCDOT, it is unlikely that these non-vehicular 
improvements will be implemented.  (Decker Blvd is not currently listed in the 2035 Long Range 
Transportation Plan or the Transportation Improvement Plan (10/1/09 - 9/31/15)).  If the County 
wishes these amenities, the County will need to fully fund these enhancements.  A possible funding 
source, federal transportation grants, require fully engineered construction plans as a condition of grant 
funding.  If the County wishes to proceed with Decker Blvd enhancements, we should prepare an RFP, 
hire an engineering consultant and prepare construction plans for these improvements.   
 
IMPLEMENTATION TIMELINE:  1-10 YEARS 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Develop new street and bike/ped connections. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-10 years. 
STATUS:  Given the extensive road backlog with the SCDOT, it is unlikely that these non-vehicular 
improvements will be implemented.  (Decker Blvd is not currently listed in the 2035 Long Range 
Transportation Plan or the Transportation Improvement Plan (10/1/09 - 9/31/15)).  If the County 
wishes these amenities, the County will need to fully fund these enhancements.  A possible funding 
source, federal transportation grants, require fully engineered construction plans as a condition of grant 
funding.  If the County wishes to proceed with Decker Blvd enhancements, we should prepare an RFP, 
hire an engineering consultant and prepare construction plans for these improvements. 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Construct sidewalks in priority locations. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-10 years. 
STATUS:  This is the jurisdiction of the SCDOT.  Given the extensive road backlog with the SCDOT, 
it is unlikely that these non-vehicular improvements will be implemented.  (Decker Blvd is not 
currently listed in the 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan or the Transportation Improvement Plan 
(10/1/09 - 9/31/15)).  If the County wishes these amenities, the County will need to fully fund these 
enhancements.  A possible funding source, federal transportation grants, require fully engineered 
construction plans as a condition of grant funding.  If the County wishes to proceed with Decker Blvd 
enhancements, we should prepare an RFP, hire an engineering consultant and prepare construction 
plans for these improvements.  Due to the cost of sidewalk installation, the Department is not currently 
pursuing this option.  However, we are considering the use of NIP monies to fund the preparation of 
engineered plans for future sidewalks.  Specific projects have yet to be selected.  Due to budget 
constraints, NIP cannot fund engineered plans for all projects listed.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Traffic calming on neighborhood streets. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-10 years. 
STATUS:  Due to the current economic climate and budget constraints, this project is not currently 
being pursued.  The NIP office is currently working with Public Works to install traffic calming 
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measures in Candlewood (another master plan area).  The successful implementation of this pilot 
project will result in discussions with DPW for initial installation of some speed bumps for areas 
meeting installation requirements by 2015.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Market the area to potential homebuyers and commercial tenants/investors. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  1-10 years. 
STATUS: This is the responsibility of the private land owner.  However the Department is very 
willing to work with private developers to enhance their properties.  In addition, the Department is 
considering public-private partnerships for façade, stormwater, and landscaping improvements along 
Decker. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION TIMELINE:  WITHIN 10+ YEARS 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Plant street trees. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  Within 10+ years. 
STATUS:  NIP is preparing to use monies to fund the preparation of engineered plans for future street 
design, specifically streetscaping, for the Decker Blvd corridor.  Specific projects have yet to be 
selected.  Due to budget constraints within the Department, NIP cannot fund engineered plans for all 
projects listed.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Plan redevelopment options for Bi-Lo shopping center.   
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  Within 10+ years. 
STATUS:  This is the responsibility of the private land owner.  However the Department is very 
willing to work with private developers to enhance their properties.  In addition, the Department is 
considering public-private partnerships for façade, stormwater, and landscaping improvements along 
Decker. 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Promote & facilitate neighborhood infill development concepts. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  Within 10+ years. 
STATUS: This is the responsibility of the private land owner.  However the Department is currently 
working to educate landowners in the master plan area on the incentives of the optional CRD & 
DBWP overlays.  NIP is hopeful that this will promote and facilitate infill and redevelopment.   
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Work with area partners to fund new housing development and housing 
programs. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  Within 10+ years. 
STATUS:  This project is not currently being pursued.  However, the 2009 Comprehensive Plan 
focuses heavily on infill and redevelopment.  As we move forward with master plan implementation, it 
is the intent of NIP to work closely with Richland County Community Development on this task.    
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Consolidate properties at Trenholm/Decker intersection to create opportunities for 
retail development. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  Within 10+ years. 
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9 

STATUS: The implementation of this task depends on investment and commitment from private 
property owners.  Due to the current economic climate and budget constraints, this project is not 
currently being pursued.  However, the Neighborhood Improvement Program (NIP) has been 
investigating possibilities for commercial demolition of unsafe structures along the Decker corridor.   
 
IMPLEMENTATION TIMELINE:  5-10+ YEARS 
 
PROJECT/TASK:  Underground/relocate overhead utility lines. 
IMPLEMENTATION TIME FRAME:  5-10+ years. 
STATUS:  This project is extremely costly.  Due to budget constraints, it is not currently being 
pursued. 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

A Resolution to Recognize, Endorse, and Support the RC Neighborhood Council [PAGE 54]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )     A RESOLUTION OF THE  
     )         RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND  )  
 
 
A RESOLUTION TO ENDORSE AND SUPPORT A “RICHLAND COUNTY 
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL”; A NON-PARTISAN BODY THAT OFFERS 
MEMBERSHIP TO ALL NEIGHBORHOODS/COMMUNITIES IN THE COUNTY FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF EDUCATING RESIDENTS, EXCHANGING INFORMATION, AND 
ACTIVELY ADDRESSING MATTERS OF THE COMMUNITY.    
 

WHEREAS:  Richland County Government is dedicated to providing services that are 
accessible to all residents and improve the quality of life in our community: and 

 
WHEREAS, a well performing democracy encourages participation and involvement 

from all its citizens to bring citizens and government together; and 
 

WHEREAS, neighborhoods/communities contain a diverse population of citizens and 
serve as immediate access points for confronting a wide range of public problems and leveraging 
a host of neighborhood/community assets; and 
 

WHEREAS, the fundamental principles of democracy will be enhanced by a mechanism 
that connects neighborhood/community structures with the local policymaking process; and  
 

WHEREAS, this mechanism should be an arena where citizens can bring concerns, build 
on neighborhood/community assets, affect policy decisions, and work with government and with 
one another; and 
 

WHEREAS, governments and other public service organizations must also comply with 
all applicable laws, regulations, policies, and procedures while exercising good judgment in the 
stewardship of finite resources.    
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Richland County Council does 
hereby recognize, endorse, and support the Richland County Neighborhood Council as a non-
partisan body that offers membership to all neighborhoods/communities in the County for the 
purpose of furthering the work of the Planning Department by educating residents, exchanging 
information, and actively addressing matters of the greater community.  

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this recognition, endorsement, and support will 

continue for as long as the Richland County Neighborhood Council exists as a viable 
organization; does not violate local, state, or federal laws; engage in discriminatory activities 
based on race, ethnicity, or religions; or engage in unethical activities (i.e. bribery, forgery, 
misrepresentation, etc.).  

 
ADOPTED THIS the ____ day of March, 2009. 

 
 
 

__________________________________ 
Paul Livingston, Chair 
Richland County Council 

 
 
 
ATTEST this ___ day of March, 2010 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Ambulance Fee Billing Service Accounting Change [FIRST READING] [PAGES 56-60]
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Ambulance Fee Billing Service Accounting Change  
 

A. Purpose 
 

County Council is requested to approve the funding associated with the new process 
regarding payment to the billing service company for the collection of ambulance fees. 
 

 
B. Background / Discussion 
 

Effective July 1, 2009, Richland County began contracting with a new billing service 
company, EMSMC, for ambulance fee collection. While the previous billing service vendor 
provided the county with net payments (i.e. total revenue less the company collection fee), 
EMSMC provides the county with gross payments.  Richland County is now responsible for 
remitting a payment for the collection fee back to the company. Therefore, the Finance 
Department needs to increase the expenditure budget to pay the collection fees.  This 
accounting change will have a net effect of zero on the County budget. 

 
C. Financial Impact 
 

No financial impact. This is an accounting change only.  
 
D. Alternatives 
 

1. Approve the increase to the revenue and expenditure budgets to allow for the 
appropriate accounting of the EMSMC collection processes. 

 
2. Alternative (1) is the only viable option. If alternative (1) is not approved, the County 

will not be able to work within the parameters of EMSMC’s procedures. 
 
E. Recommendation 
 

It is recommended that County Council approve alternative (1). 
 
Recommended by: Daniel Driggers Date: January 10, 2010 
 

F. Reviews 
(Please SIGN your name, ü the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing.  Thank 
you!) 
 

Finance 
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date: 1/13/10     

 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  
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Legal 

Reviewed by: Larry Smith   Date: 
 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  
 

Administration 
Reviewed by: Tony McDonald   Date: 1/13/10 

 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. __-10HR 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2009-2010 GENERAL 
FUND ANNUAL BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $500,000 OF ADDITIONAL 
REVENUE AND EXPENDITURES TO THE NON-DEPARTMENTAL BUDGET 
DUE TO NEW ACCOUNTING PROCEDURES ASSOCIATED WITH 
AMBULANCE FEE COLLECTIONS. 

 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 
South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND 
COUNTY: 
 

SECTION I.  That the amount of five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) be appropriated to 
the Fiscal Year 2009-2010 General Fund revenue and non-departmental expenditure budget due 
to new accounting procedures associated with ambulance fee collections.  Therefore, the Fiscal 
Year 2009-2010 General Fund Annual Budget is hereby amended as follows:  

 
REVENUE 

 

Revenue appropriated July 1, 2009 as amended: $ 136,187,861 
 
Appropriation of General Fund additional revenue: $  500,000 
 
Total General Fund Revenue as Amended: $ 136,687,861 
 
 
EXPENDITURES 
 

Expenditures appropriated July 1, 2009 as amended: $ 136,187,861 
  
Increase to non-departmental budget: $ 500,000 
 
Total General Fund Expenditures as Amended: $ 136,687,861 
 
SECTION II.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 
subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after _____________, 
2009.    
 
 

Attachment number 1
Page 4 of 5

Item# 14

Page 59 of 171



Page 5 of 5 

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

 
    BY:__________________________ 

           Paul Livingston, Chair 
 

 
 
 
 
ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 
 
OF_________________, 2009 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only. 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content. 
 
 
 
First Reading: 
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:  
Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

City of Columbia Grant-Gills Creek Watershed [PAGES 62-63]
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 
Subject: City of Columbia Grant – Gills Creek Watershed Management Plan Implementation/No 

Personnel/Match 
 

A. Purpose 
 

County Council is requested to approve the grant that was received by Richland County 
Stormwater Management in the amount of $80,000 from the City of Columbia/Gills Creek 
Watershed Association for the implementation of part of Gills Creek Watershed Management 
Plan. County Council is being requested to approve grant monies since the grant proposal was 
not part of Grant Budget Request for 2009-2010. 

 
B. Background / Discussion 
 

Richland County Stormwater Management is an active and vocal participant in Gills Creek 
Watershed Association (GCWA). The Gills Creek Watershed Association in connection with 
Richland County Stormwater Management had applied for a $100,000 grant from the City of 
Columbia to assist funding the restoration projects in Gills Creek Watershed. A $100,000 grant 
was approved by City of Columbia and $80,000 of that grant money is identified to be utilized 
for Devils Ditch capital improvement project (CIP). The project site is both in City and County 
jurisdictions. Devil’s Ditch CIP is a well coordinated effort of GCWA, Richland County and 
City of Columbia and will be designed and constructed with Richland County Stormwater 
Manager as project manager. The matching money (100%) for the grant was funded in FY 10 
Stormwater Division Budget and is available for encumbrance. There is no approval for 
additional funds required other than project management and grant monies management by 
Stormwater Manager. 

 
C. Financial Impact 
 

The total grant approved is $80,000 with 100% match from Stormwater Management Division 
Budget 
 

Grant Program Costs 
  
City of Columbia Grant  $80,000 
Stormwater Budget $80,000 
Total Project Approval Cost $160,000 

 
D. Alternatives 
 

1. Approve the grant and project to assist GCWA and Stormwater Management with the 
implementation of Watershed Management Plan. 

 
2. Do not approve, forfeit funds, and decrease likelihood for future funding. This impacts the 

initiatives of Stormwater Management. 
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E. Recommendation 
 

It is recommended that Council approve the City of Columbia Grant for assisting GCWA and 
Richland County Stormwater Management with Gills Creek Watershed Management Plan 
Project. 
 
Recommended by:  Department:   Date: 

  Srinivas Valavala   Department of Public Works   November 12, 2009 
 

David Hoops   Department of Public Works   November 12, 2009 
 
 
F. Reviews 
(Please SIGN your name, ü the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing.  Thank you!) 
 

Finance 
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:     

 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  
 

 
Grants 

Reviewed by:  Sara Salley   Date:1/14/10 
 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  
 

Legal 
Reviewed by:  Larry Smith   Date: 

 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  

 
Administration 

Reviewed by:  Tony McDonald   Date:  1/19/10 
 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Phone Tree Messaging Software Update [RECOMMENDATION TO TABLE][PAGES 65-66]
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From: DALE WELCH  
Sent: Tuesday, November 24, 2009 12:35 PM 
To: ROXANNE ANCHETA 
Cc: JANET CLAGGETT 
Subject: Phonetree update and my talking points for A&F 
 
With the help of Phonetree support IT spent approximately 55 hours over 6 weeks 
working with 2 separate Phonetree callback systems trying to get them to work 
properly.  
There were 2 problems:               1. Loud humming sound in the background 
                                                                2. The recording would frequently get cut 
off while the called party was listening.  
Neither of these problems could be resolved and it was concluded that the 
system had a compatibility problem with our fully VoIP (Voice over Internet 
Protocol) county-wide phone system. The Phonetree system was sent back 
before the 30 day trial was up and we are awaiting a $1600 refund. 
 
IT has been looking into other phone callback systems since Phonetree didn’t 
work properly. In trying to keep costs down we settled on hardware based 
systems housed locally versus web based hosted systems. The hardware systems 
had an upfront cost plus a cost based on the volume of calls. The web based 
systems charge per call only and there is no hardware needed however the cost 
was substantially higher than the hardware based system and would cost much 
more per year to use. 
 
 2 systems have been reviewed so far: Synrevoice, and Spitfire. We participated 
in online demos for both systems.  
 
Synrevoice Cost $8495 for the entry level system (which is similar to the 
capabilities of the Phonetree system we tested at $1600). If configured similar to 
Phonetree with capacity to call the majority of households in the county within 4 
days the Synrevoice system would cost $41,600 versus $14,100 for Phonetree. 
Synrevoice has an annual maintenance fee of $3,600 
 
Spitfire cost $1,600 for the entry level system, same as Phonetree. Configured 
similar to Phonetree with capacity to call the majority of households in the 
county within 4 days the Spitfire system would cost $9,500, well under the $14,100 
for Phonetree. Spitfire does not have an annual maintenance program. Service 
hours would be purchased on an as needed basis.  
 
When we contacted both vendors about a 30 day trial period neither of them 
offered it. When we asked what our recourse was if their system did not work with 
our VoIP system we received the following response: 

o Spitfire (they would not give a yes or no answer): 
§ We will work with you until we get it to work,  
§ We have thousands of these systems running all over 

the world. 
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§ We will go through a pre-install with you before we ship 
to make sure everything will work,  

§ Then we will walk you through the setup, remote install 
& training (all included with the price) 

o Synrevoice 
§ Has a satisfaction guarantee 

 We have been unable to locate another vendor that will allow us a 30 day trial 
period. We will need direction from Council on how to proceed.  
 
Note: School District One uses a callback phone system called “School 
Messenger” and it is a web based system. They can contact 12,000 students per 
day and cost them approximately $40,000 annually.  
 
Dale Welch 
Network/Telecom Div Chief 
Richland County IT Dept 
803-576-2017 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12, Garbage, Trash and Refuse; Article II, 
Collection and Disposal; Section 12-16, Yard Trash and Other Household Articles [PAGES 68-69]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO.  ___–10HR 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES; 
CHAPTER 12, GARBAGE, TRASH AND REFUSE; ARTICLE II, COLLECTION AND 
DISPOSAL; SECTION 12-16, YARD TRASH AND OTHER HOUSHOLD ARTICLES. 
 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 
South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND 
COUNTY: 
 
SECTION I.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12, Garbage, Trash and Refuse; 
Article II, Collection and Disposal; Section 12-16; is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Sec. 12-16. Same – Yard trash and other household/business articles. 
 

(a) Refuse shall be collected only by collectors who are franchised by the county. 
 

(b) Yard trash and other household articles shall be collected in the entire unincorporated 
portion of the county under the following conditions: 

 
(1) Yard trash, including all bagged or boxed trash and the equivalent of two (2) roll 

carts of loose trash, placed at curbside of the nearest public road, shall be 
collected once each week. This article does not intend to require that yard trash 
be bagged, boxed or bundled; however, such practice will be encouraged. 

 
(2) Yard trash and other household articles not suitable for placement in a roll cart, 

plastic bag or trash container sack may be placed for collection as follows: 
 

a. Tree branches and heavy brush which do not exceed four (4) inches in 
diameter shall be cut in lengths not exceeding four (4) feet in length and 
stacked in a compact pile in front of the residence adjacent to the curb, but 
such piles shall not extend into the streets; 

 
b. Sticks, hedge clippings, small brush, and leaves shall be placed in neat piles 

at curbside; provided, however, for properties in residentially zoned 
districts with one (1) acre or less, leaves and/or grass clippings shall be 
placed in thirty (30) to fifty (50)-gallon biodegradable/compostable bags or 
in thirty (30)-gallon unlined garbage cans that are clearly marked “YARD 
WASTE” and placed at curbside. The bags or cans shall be procured by the 
residents at their own cost. 

 
(3) Within one (1) week of each month, contractors shall remove all household 

furnishings, appliances, large yard toys and other large household articles, when 
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placed in front of the residence at the nearest public road. All large appliances 
shall have doors removed prior to placement at the curb. 

 
SECTION II.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 
subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective from and after 
______________. 
 
 
 

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 
       BY:___________________________ 
               Paul Livingston, Chair 
ATTEST THIS THE ______ DAY 
 
OF _______________, 2010 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content 
 
 
 
 
 
First Reading:  October 7, 2008 
Second Reading: December 16, 2008 
Public Hearing: February 3, 2009 
Third Reading: January 19, 2010 (tentative)  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Smoking Ban Amendments [PAGES 71-74]

 

Notes

First Reading:   December 15, 2009 
Second Reading:   January 5, 2010 
Third Reading: 
Public Hearing: 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ____-10HR 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF 
ORDINANCES; CHAPTER 18, OFFENSES; SECTION 18-6, 
SMOKING OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS; SO AS TO CLARIFY THE 
ENFORCEMENT AND PENALTIES.  

 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina 

and the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY 
RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL: 
 
SECTION I. The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 18, Offenses; Section 
18-6. Smoking of Tobacco Products; Subsection (f); is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 
 
 (f)  Posting of Signs.  The owner, manager or person in control of a Workplace 

shall post a conspicuous sign at the main entrance to the Workplace, which shall 
contain the words “No Smoking" and the universal symbol for no smoking.  Signs 
shall be no smaller than 3 ½ inches by 3 ½ inches. 

 
SECTION II. The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 18, Offenses; Section 
18-6. Smoking of Tobacco Products; Subsection (h); is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 
 

(h)  Jurisdiction, Enforcement and Penalties. 
   
1) A person who owns, manages, operates, or otherwise controls a 

Workplace or Work Space and who fails to comply with the provisions of this Section 
shall be deemed guilty of an infraction. 

 
2) A person smoking or possessing a lighted tobacco product in any Work 

Space or Workplace shall be guilty of an infraction. 
 
(3) An infraction is punishable by a fine of twenty-five dollars ($25). Each 

day on which a violation of this Section occurs incidence of violation of this Section, 
whether by an individual or by a business, shall be considered a separate and distinct 
infraction. A violation of this Section is furthermore declared to be a public nuisance.  All 
infractions punished according to this Section shall be adjudicated through the State’s 
normal magisterial judicial process, culmination in the collection of any fines levied.  

 
4)       (a) If three or more infractions occur within a six-month period, except as 

set forth below, the business shall be deemed a public nuisance and shall have its 
business license revoked, if already issued, or its business license application denied, if a 
business license has not been issued.   
 
                 (b)  If, after investigation, it is determined the business cited for a 
violation has not made proper efforts (defined as posting as required and, when 
necessary, having employees verbally advise customers to not smoke in the business) to 
enforce the smoking ban ordinance, they shall be cited as being in violation and charged 
with one of the three required citations toward starting the process of a business license 
revocation or denial of application.  Otherwise only a citation for a fine will be issued, 
and the violation will not be counted as one of the three violations necessary to begin the 
process of business license revocation or denying a business license application of the 
business.  
 
SECTION III.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall 
be deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining 
sections, subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
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SECTION IV.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION V.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after 
_______________________. 
 
      RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 
      BY:______________________________ 

         Paul Livingston, Chair 
 
ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 
 
OF_________________, 2010 
 
_________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content 
 
  
First Reading:    
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:  
Third Reading:  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ____-10HR 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF 
ORDINANCES; CHAPTER 18, OFFENSES; SECTION 18-6, 
SMOKING OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS; SO AS TO CLARIFY THE 
ENFORCEMENT AND PENALTIES.  

 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina 

and the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY 
RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL: 
 
SECTION I. The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 18, Offenses; Section 
18-6. Smoking of Tobacco Products; Subsection (f); is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 
 

(f)  Posting of Signs.  The owner, manager or person in control of a Workplace shall 
post a conspicuous sign at the main entrance to the Workplace, which shall contain the 
universal symbol for no smoking.  Signs shall be no smaller than 3 ½ inches by 3 ½ 
inches. 
 
SECTION II. The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 18, Offenses; Section 
18-6. Smoking of Tobacco Products; Subsection (h); is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 
 

(h) Jurisdiction, Enforcement and Penalties. 
   

(1) A person who owns, manages, operates, or otherwise controls a 
Workplace or Work Space and who fails to comply with the provisions 
of this Section shall be deemed guilty of an infraction. 

 
(2) A person smoking or possessing a lighted tobacco product in any Work 

Space or Workplace shall be guilty of an infraction. 
 

(3) Penalties. 
 

a. An infraction is punishable by a fine of twenty-five dollars ($25). 
Each incidence of violation of this Section, whether by an 
individual or by an owner, manager or person in control of a 
Workplace or Workspace, shall be considered a separate and 
distinct infraction. A violation of this Section is furthermore 
declared to be a public nuisance.  All infractions punished 
according to this Section shall be adjudicated through the State’s 
normal magisterial judicial process, culmination in the collection 
of any fines levied.  

 
b. If an owner, manager or person in control of a Workplace or 

Workspace is cited for three (3) or more infractions occurring 
within such Workplace or Workplace within a six (6) month 
period, the Workplace shall be deemed a public nuisance and shall 
have its business license revoked, if already issued, or its business 
license application denied, if a business license has not been 
issued; provided, however, that this subparagraph b. shall not apply 
if, after investigation, the Business Service Center Director 
determines that the following conditions have been met by the 
Workplace: 

 
i. The postings required in subsection (f) above are 

present and in compliance with this section; and 
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ii. The owner, manager, person in control and/or 

employees of the Workspace consistently verbally 
advise those customers or patrons in violation of 
this section to stop smoking or otherwise comply 
with these regulations.   

 
Such determination may be reconsidered as often as is deemed 
necessary by the Business Service Center Director. 

 
SECTION III.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall 
be deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining 
sections, subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION IV.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION V.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after 
_______________________. 
 
      RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 
      BY:______________________________ 

         Paul Livingston, Chair 
 
ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 
 
OF_________________, 2010 
 
_________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content 
 
  
First Reading:    
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:  
Third Reading:  

Attachment number 2
Page 2 of 2

Item# 18

Page 74 of 171



Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2009-2010 General Fund Annual Budget to appropriate $51,236 of 
Undesignated General Fund Balance to the Treasurer, Voter Registration, and Assessor Budgets for Salary 
Adjustments [PAGES 76-77]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 
ORDINANCE NO. __-10HR 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2009-2010 GENERAL 
FUND ANNUAL BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $51,236 OF UNDESIGNATED 
GENERAL FUND BALANCE TO THE TREASURER, VOTER REGISTRATION, 
AND ASSESSOR BUDGETS FOR SALARY ADJUSTMENTS. 

 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 
South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND 
COUNTY: 
 

SECTION I.  That the amount of fifty one thousand two hundred thirty six dollars ($51,236) be 
appropriated to the Fiscal Year 2009-2010 Treasurer, Voter Registration, and Assessor budgets 
for salary adjustments.  Therefore, the Fiscal Year 2009-2010 General Fund Annual Budget is 
hereby amended as follows:  

 
REVENUE 

 

Revenue appropriated July 1, 2009 as amended: $ 136,687,861 
 
Appropriation of General Fund additional revenue: $  51,236 
 
Total General Fund Revenue as Amended: $ 136,739,097 
 
 

EXPENDITURES 
 

Expenditures appropriated July 1, 2009 as amended: $ 136,687,861 
  
Increase to Treasurer, Voter Registration, & Assessor budget: $ 51,236 
 
Total General Fund Expenditures as Amended: $ 136,739,097 
 
SECTION II.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 
subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after _____________, 
2010.    
 
 

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
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    BY:__________________________ 

           Paul Livingston, Chair 
 

 
 
 
 
ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 
 
OF_________________, 2010 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only. 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content. 
 
 
 
First Reading: 
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:  
Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Ordinance Amendments Regarding Commercial Enforcement of Unlicensed Vehicles and Weeds and Rank Vegetation 
(Overgrown Lots) [PAGES 79-81]

 

Notes

12/22/09 - The committee recommended that Council give First Reading approval to the ordinance, and that Council 
amend the ordinance to reflect that the owner of an abandoned vehicle located on commercial property be 
responsible for that vehicle.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
First Reading:   January 5, 2010 
Second Reading: 
Third Reading: 
Public Hearing: 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO.  ____-10HR 
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF 
ORDINANCES; CHAPTER 17, MOTOR VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC; ARTICLE II, 
GENERAL TRAFFIC AND PARKING REGULATIONS; SECTION 17-10, PARKING 
IN RESIDENTIAL ZONES; SO AS TO INCLUDE ENFORCEMENT IN 
COMMERCIAL AREAS.  
 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the 
State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR 
RICHLAND COUNTY: 
 
SECTION I.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 17, Motor vehicles and 
traffic; Article II, General traffic and parking regulations; Section 17-10 is hereby amended 
to read as follows:   

 Sec. 17-10.  Parking in residential and commercial zones of the county. 

     (a)     It shall be unlawful for a truck tractor, a semi-trailer having more than two (2) 
axles, or a trailer having more than two (2) axles to be parked on any public street, road, 
right-of-way or as otherwise prohibited by the Richland County Code of Ordinances in the 
unincorporated portions of the county which are or hereafter shall be designated as Rural 
Residential, Single-Family Residential, Manufactured Home, or General Residential under 
the Richland County Zoning Ordinance and the "Zoning Map of Unincorporated Richland 
County", as amended. For the purpose of this paragraph, the following definitions shall 
apply: 

          (1)     Truck tractor means every motor vehicle designed and used primarily for 
drawing other vehicles, and not so constructed as to carry a load other than a part of the 
weight of the vehicle and the load so drawn. 

          (2)     Semi-trailer means every vehicle having more than two (2) axles, with or 
without motive power, other than a pole trailer, designed for carrying persons or property 
and for being drawn by a motor vehicle, and so constructed that some part of its weight 
and that of its load rests upon or is carried by another vehicle. 

          (3)     Trailer means every vehicle having more than two (2) axles, with or without 
motive power, other than a pole trailer, designed for carrying persons or property and for 
being drawn by a motor vehicle, and so constructed that no part of its weight rests upon the 
towing vehicle. 

     (b)     It shall be unlawful for an automobile, motor vehicle, or wheeled conveyance of 
any kind required by law to be licensed that is unlicenced, or is displaying an expired or 
invalid licenses to be parked on any public street, road, or right-of-way or as otherwise 
prohibited by the Richland County Code of Ordinances in the unincorporated portions of 
the county which are or hereafter shall be designated as Rural Residential, Single-Family 
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Residential, Manufactured Home, or Multi-Family Residential under the Richland County 
Zoning Ordinance and the "Zoning Map of Unincorporated Richland County," as 
amended. 

     (c)     All motor vehicles and/or trailers without a valid state-issued license plate 
permitting operation on public roads and highways, which are stored, parked or located on 
a lot in any zoning district in the unincorporated areas of the county, except for those 
parcels that are five (5) acres or greater in the (RU) Rural zoning district, are required to be 
kept in a garage, carport, or protected from the elements by a fitted cover; provided, 
however, in the case of a vehicle protected from the elements by a cover, such vehicle shall 
not be visible from the public right-of-way. Licensed automobile dealerships, persons 
licensed to conduct businesses involving storage and sale of junk and scrap, trailers 
utilized as temporary structures in conjunction with construction activities, and vehicles 
used in agricultural operations and which are not operated on the public roads and 
highways are exempt. 

     (d)     Any motor vehicle and/or trailer that is not capable of operating in accordance 
with South Carolina law and/or capable of moving under its own power (even if it has a 
valid state-issued license plate permitting operation on public roads and highways) shall 
not be stored, parked, or located on a lot in any residential or commercial zoning district in 
the unincorporated areas of the county (except for those parcels that are five (5) acres of 
greater in the (RU) Rural zoning district) for more than a single period of thirty (30) 
consecutive days during any calendar year unless it is kept in an enclosed garage, in a 
carport attached to the residence, or protected from the elements by a fitted cover; 
provided, however, in the case of a vehicle protected from the elements by a cover, such 
vehicle shall not be visible from the public right-of-way. 

     (e)     Penalties.  Unless otherwise prescribed by law, any owner and/or operator of a 
motor vehicle and/or trailer violating the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor. In addition, any owner and/or occupant of the residential or commercial 
property on which a motor vehicle and/or trailer is parked in violation of this section shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. 

     (f)     Administration and enforcement. The Sheriff of the county shall be authorized to 
enforce the provisions of this section and to engage a towing service to remove any vehicle 
parked in violation of these regulations, provided the cost of towing services shall be 
charged to the registered owner of any vehicle so removed. 

 
SECTION II.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 
subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective from and after 
_________________. 
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RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 
 
       BY:_________________________ 
              Paul Livingston, Chair 
ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 
 
OF _______________, 2010 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
First Reading:   
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:  
Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

County Offices to be Closed the Day After Christmas [PAGES 83-86]
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Observed Christmas Holidays Consistent with State Government 
 

A. Purpose 
 
County Offices will usually close the day after Christmas to coincide with South 
Carolina’s State Government and the neighboring Counties of Lexington and Fairfield and 
the City of Columbia. 
 
B. Background / Discussion 
 
Origin of Issue: 
County Council 
Lead Department: 
Human Resources 
 
What are the Key Issues (Precipitation of Project): 
Richland County consistency of observed Christmas Holiday with State Government 
and other local Governments in the Midlands. 
 
Date Ready for Implementation: 
Upon Council approval 
 
Multiple Year Project: 
No 
 
Estimated Work Hours for Completion 
 Approximately $250,000 for holiday pay. 15 hours to develop plans for 
implementation, change current policies, holiday calendars, Employee Handbooks, and 
HR Guidelines and communicate to employees. 
 
Process to Date: 
Research has been completed to confirm consistency with other local governments in the 
Midlands and State Government holidays.  
 
Process Plan for Future Action: 
Develop communication plans, change existing policies, holiday calendars, Employee 
Handbooks, and HR Guidelines on holidays. 
 
Reference: 
South Carolina’s State Government and some neighboring Midlands Counties of 
Lexington, Kershaw, and Fairfield are usually closed for three days (including the day 
after Christmas).  In addition, the city of Columbia observes Christmas holidays 
consistent with SC State Government.  All other holidays for these Counties coincide 
with those of Richland County.  
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C. Financial Impact 
 

1. TBD 
 
D. Alternatives 
 

1. Approve the additional requested observed Holiday 
2. Do not approve the additional requested observed Holiday 

 
 
E. Recommendation 

 
Human Resources prepared this action at the request of County Administration. 

 
 
 

F. Reviews 
(Please SIGN your name, ü the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing.  Thank you!) 
 

Finance 
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  1/15/10     

  Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation: No recommendation.  This is a policy decision 
for Council. 

 
Human Resources 
       Reviewed by: Dwight Hanna   Date: 
 q Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: Human Resources prepared ROA at the direction 
of County Administration. 

Legal 
Reviewed by:  Larry Smith   Date: 

 ü Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  

 
Administration 

Reviewed by: Tony McDonald   Date:  1/19/10 
 q Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  This is a policy question and left, therefore, to 
the Council’s discretion.  If the Council elects to go forward with this motion, it should 
be noted that the cost of adding a day to the existing list of holidays is approximately 
$250,000 in terms of compensation, as stated above. 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

NESL agreement language and NextGen Fund Freeze [RECOMMENDATION FOR DENIAL] [PAGES 88-89]
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Richland County Council Request for Action 
 

Subject:     NESL settlement agreeement language and NextGen fund freeze 
 
A. Purpose 
County Council is requested, per Mr. Malinowski’s motion, to require the County Legal 
Department to meet with the attorneys who drafted the NESL Settlement Agreement to 
determine the meaning of the language due to a potential breach of the Agreement and to freeze 
all tranfer of funds to NextGen until an audit can be performed. 

 
B. Background / Discussion 
 
Richland County signed a Settlement Agreement with the Northeast Sanitary Landfill whereby 
the County would act as a conduit for $1,000,000 to be paid by NESL to a newly formed 
community development corporation chosen by Richland County. 
 
There is at present a question as to what a portion of the settlement language means.  Mr. 
Malinowski requests that Council require the Richland County legal department to meet with 
the attorneys who created the settlement agreement to determine the meaning of the language 
due to a potential breach in the agreement.  In addition, a freeze should be placed on any funds 
forwarded to NEXTGEN until an audit can determine that the funds are being spent in 
accordance with the agreement, which will only be determined after a meeting with the parties 
who created the agreement and a determination that the agreement is correct according to what 
council’s original intentions were. 
 

C. Financial Impact 
 
There is no known financial impact associated with this request beyond attorney’s fees to the 
outside counsel who drafted the agreemnt on the County’s bahalf. 

 
D. Alternatives 
 
1. Approve the request. 
2. Do not approve the request. 
 
E. Recommendation 
 
Council discretion. 
   
Recommended by: Elizabeth A. McLean  Department: Legal Date: 1/12/10 
 
 
 

F. Reviews 
(Please SIGN your name, ü the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before 
routing.  Thank you!) 
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Finance 
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  1/13/10    

 q Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation: Council discretion 
 

Legal 
Reviewed by: Larry Smith   Date: 

 q Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation: Council discretion 
 

 
Administration 
Reviewed by: Milton Pope   Date: 1-13-10 

 q Recommend Council approval q Recommend Council denial 
       Comments regarding recommendation:  Council descretion 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Mast General Store Resolution [PAGES 91-94]
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NPCOL1:1885213.9-TBF-(SSC) 900000-00165  

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
        )  A  RESOLUTION 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND     ) 
 

A RESOLUTION (1) AFFIRMING THE DESIGNATION OF THE AREA WITHIN THE 
COUNTY LOCATED AT 1601 MAIN STREET, COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 
(THE “CITY”) AS PART OF A RECOVERY ZONE WITHIN THE MEANING OF 
SECTION 1400U-1 OF THE AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT OF 
2009 (THE “ARRA”) BY VIRTUE OF THE LOCATION OF SUCH PROPERTY 
WITHIN THE COLUMBIA/SUMTER SC  EMPOWERMENT ZONE; (2) 
ALLOCATING $1,027,000 OF  RECOVERY ZONE FACILITY BOND ALLOCATION 
RECEIVED BY THE COUNTY PURSUANT TO THE ARRA TO MAST GENERAL 
STORE, INC., AS THE ULTIMATE BENEFICIARY OF THE PROPOSED BOND 
(“MAST’); (3) AUTHORIZING MAST AS ULTIMATE BENEFICIARY TO MAKE 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE ISSUANCE OF RECOVERY ZONE FACILITY BONDS, 
AS DEFINED IN THE ARRA, BY ANY ELIGIBLE ISSUER WITHIN THE MEANING 
OF THE ARRA, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION THE STATE OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA OR ANY AGENCY THEREOF OR THE CITY OF COLUMBIA, SOUTH 
CAROLINA; AND (4) OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO. 

WHEREAS, the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (the “ARRA”) 
authorizes certain counties and municipalities to designate areas within their jurisdictions as 
“recovery zones” and to designate certain bonds as “recovery zone facility bonds” within the 
meaning of the ARRA, the interest on such recovery zone facility bonds being excluded from 
taxation for federal income tax purposes; and 

WHEREAS, Richland County, South Carolina (the “County”), received an allocation of 
$2,204,000 pursuant to the ARRA for recovery zone facility bonds and has not to date 
designated any portion of such allocation to any recovery zone facility bonds or ultimate 
beneficiaries pursuant to the ARRA; and  

WHEREAS, Mast General Store, Inc., a corporation organized and existing under the 
laws of the State of North Carolina (“Mast”), has requested the County to facilitate the issuance 
on its behalf of recovery zone facility bonds to finance a portion of the cost of acquiring by 
construction and/or purchase certain land, a building or buildings and other improvements and all 
machinery, apparatus, equipment, office facilities and furnishings to be installed therein, for the 
purpose of establishing a commercial retail facility within the County (the “Project”) by 
affirming the designation of the site where the Project is to be located as part of a recovery zone 
within the meaning of the ARRA and by authorizing allocation to any eligible issuer as defined 
in the ARRA and to be determined to benefit Mast, as the ultimate beneficiary of the proposed 
recovery zone facility bonds, $1,027,000 from the County’s allocation for recovery zone facility 
bonds; and 
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WHEREAS, the City of Columbia, South Carolina (the “City”) has also agreed to 
facilitate the issuance on behalf of Mast of recovery zone facility bonds to finance a portion of 
the cost of the Project by either authorizing allocation to any eligible issuer as defined in the 
ARRA and to be determined to benefit Mast, as the ultimate beneficiary of the proposed 
recovery zone facility bonds, $973,000 from the City’s allocation for recovery zone facility 
bonds under the ARRA, or by serving as the issuer of recovery zone facility bonds to benefit 
Mast; and 

WHEREAS, the County has determined, based upon information provided by Mast, that 
the Project will benefit the general welfare of the County by providing employment, additions to 
the tax base and services not generally available in the area of the County in which the Project is 
located and, as a result, wishes to take such steps as may be necessary to facilitate the issuance of 
recovery zone facility bonds within the meaning of the ARRA as set forth in more detail 
hereinbelow;  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the County Council on behalf of the 
County as follows: 

Section 1. It is hereby found, determined and declared as follows: 

(a) Based upon information provided by Mast, the County anticipates that the cost of 
the Project will be not less than $4,000,000 and that such investment will enhance the tax base of 
the County and other governmental entities having jurisdiction over the Project.  The County 
further anticipates, based upon information provided by Mast, that the Project will benefit the 
general public welfare of the County by providing employment for those engaged in construction 
of the Project, and by creating approximately 16 full-time jobs and 22 part-time jobs for people 
from the County and adjacent areas when the Project is placed in full operation with a resulting 
alleviation of unemployment and a substantial increase in payrolls and other public benefits 
incident to the conduct of commercial operations not otherwise provided locally in the area in 
which the Project is located. 

(b) Neither the Project, the Bonds proposed to be issued on behalf of Mast to fund a 
portion of the cost of the Project, nor any documents or agreements entered into by the County in 
connection therewith will constitute or give rise to a pecuniary liability of the County or a charge 
against its general credit or taxing power. 

(c) The allocation by the County of  $1,027,000 from its recovery zone facility bond 
allocation pursuant to the ARRA will be required to facilitate the issuance of the Bonds to defray 
a portion of the cost of the Project. 

Section 2.  

(a) Mast is hereby authorized to arrange for the issuance of recovery zone facility 
bonds (the “Bonds”), as defined in the ARRA, by any eligible issuer within the meaning 
of the ARRA, including without limitation, the State or any agency thereof or the City.  
In order to facilitate the issuance of such Bonds, the County hereby authorizes the Chair 
or the County Administrator to allocate  $1,027,000 of its recovery zone facility bond 
allocation to such eligible issuer to benefit Mast, as the ultimate beneficiary of the 
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proposed Bonds, the proceeds of which will be used to defray a portion of the cost of the 
Project, all in accordance with the provision of Section 5.04 of Notice 2009-50 by the 
U.S. Dept. of the Treasury (“Notice 2009-50”); provided, however, that such allocation 
shall expire and revert to the County, without further action or notice, if Mast has not 
arranged for the Bonds to be issued on or before June 30, 2010, or Mast indicates in 
writing its desire to release such allocation prior to such date.     

(b) In accordance with Section 5.06 of Notice 2009-50, the County, hereby affirms 
and approves the designation of the area of the County located at 1601 Main Street, 
Columbia, South Carolina, at which address the Project is located, as part of a recovery 
zone within the meaning of the ARRA due to the fact that such area is part of  the 
Columbia/Sumter SC Empowerment Zone, such empowerment zone having become a 
recovery zone pursuant to Section 1400U-1(b) of the ARRA upon enactment of the 
ARRA. 

Section 3. The Chairman of the County Council is hereby authorized and directed to 
execute and deliver such documents reflecting the approvals granted herein and as may be 
deemed appropriate by the Chairman, upon the advice of counsel, and the Clerk of the County 
Council is hereby authorized and directed to affix thereto the seal of the County Council and to 
attest the same. 

Section 4. All orders, resolutions, and parts thereof in conflict herewith are to the extent 
of such conflict hereby repealed. This resolution shall take effect and be in full force from and 
after its passage by the County Council. 

 
 

[End of Resolution] 
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Done in meeting duly assembled this 2nd day of February, 2010. 

 RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 

 By:________________________________________ 
        Paul Livingston, Chairman, County Council of 
        Richland County, South Carolina 

(SEAL) 

ATTEST: 

By:____________________________________________ 
 Michielle Cannon-Finch, Clerk of the County Council 

of Richland County, South Carolina 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

PT-444:  Accutech {BACKUP PROVIDED UNDER SEPARATE COVER}
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Planning Commission-1 (Weston Furgess, Resigned) [PAGE 97]

Item# 25
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Accommodations Tax Committee-2 [No applications were received] 

Item# 26
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Board of Zoning Appeals-2 [Susanne H. Cecere*, T. Ralph Meetze] [PAGES 100-103]

Item# 27
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Employee Grievance Committee-1 [No applications were received] 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Internal Audit Commitee-2 [Pierre E. Brunache] [PAGES 106-109]

Item# 29
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Council Rules-Presentations [PAGE 111]
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9) Presentations:  Except by leave of Council for time exigency or other good 
cause shown, anyone desiring to make a presentation to Council shall 
make a request on a form provided by the Clerk’s Office for inclusion in 
Council’s agenda at least one meeting prior to the meeting wherein the 
presentation is sought to be made.  The party requesting to make the 
presentation shall set forth 1) the name of the person, group, association or 
entity making the presentation, 2) the name and contact information for 
the presenter(s) of spokesperson(s) thereof, and 3) the substance of the 
presentation.  Absent unusual circumstances, the request should be no 
more than one page in length and should be timely submitted (i.e., in 
advance of the agenda deadline for the meeting wherein the matter is 
intended to appear as a presentation “request”) to the Clerk’s Office.  No 
more than two presentations shall be on the agenda, unless by unanimous 
consent Council allows for more than two. Presentations shall be limited 
to five (5) minutes per presentation, and shall be heard on the third 
Tuesday of the month.  Presentations of time sensitive matters, as 
determined by the Chair or Vice-Chair in his absence, of Council may be 
heard at any regular of special called meeting of Council.  All 
presentation, regardless of topic, shall be approved by the Chair before 
placement on any Council agenda.  No presentation shall be heard which 
is not on the Council agenda prior to the start of the meeting.  No more 
than three presentations will be allowed at each meeting.  The purpose of 
this rule is so that Council may plan its meetings accordingly, given the 
variety of presentations and lengths thereof, and to assess the merits of a 
given presentation.  Presentations shall not be used to request funding or 
resources support from the County.  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Planning Commission Ordinance and motion to restructure [PAGES 113-116]

Item# 31

Page 112 of 171



  DRAFT 

ARL/1-6-10  

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___-10HR 
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES, 
CHAPTER 2, ADMINISTRATION; ARTICLE VII, BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND 
COMMITTEES; SECTION 2-326, BOARDS AND COMMISSION CREATED AND 
RECOGNIZED; SUBSECTION (B), THE RICHLAND COUNTY PLANNING 
COMMISSION; SO AS TO SPECIFY THE BACKGROUND REQUIREMENTS FOR 
CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION. 
 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina and the 
General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY 
COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY: 
 
SECTION I. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 2, Administration; Article VII, 
Boards, Commissions and Committees; Section 2-326, Boards and commissions created and 
recognized; Subsection (b), The  Richland County Planning Commission; is hereby reorganized 
and amended as follows: 
 

(b) The Richland County Planning Commission. 
 

(1) The commission shall consist of not less than five (5) or more than nine (9) 
eleven (11) members, appointed by the council for a term of four (4) years. 
Each member of Richland County Council shall appoint one (1) person to 
represent their respective Council district, and the term of the member of the 
commission shall be coterminous with the term of the appointing Council 
member. Provided, however, that if a vacancy shall occur on Council, the 
member of the commission appointed by the vacating Council member shall 
complete his/her term. In addition, no more than two (2) members shall be 
appointed from the building industry and no more than two (2) members shall 
be appointed from the environmental community. Commission members may 
live in either the incorporated or unincorporated area of the County. Any 
person who is appointed to the commission after September 1, 2006 must 
reside in Richland County. In appointing members to the commission, council 
shall give due consideration as to whether applicants live in an incorporated or 
unincorporated area of the County. 

 
(2) In addition, council may also consider an applicant’s professional expertise, 

knowledge of the community, and his or her concern for the future welfare of 
the total community and its citizens. No member of the planning commission 
shall hold an elected public office in the county. 

 
(23) The commission shall perform all duties provided by law.   
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  DRAFT 

ARL/1-6-10  

SECTION II.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this Ordinance shall be held 
by a court of competent jurisdiction to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such finding 
shall not affect the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, and clauses of this Ordinance.  
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be effective from and after ___________, 
2010. 

 
RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 
 

BY: _____________________________ 
         Paul Livingston, Chair 

ATTEST this the _____ day of 
 
________________, 2009 
 
  
_______________________________ 
Michielle R. Cannon-Finch 
Clerk of Council 
 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content 
 
 
 
First Reading:         January 19, 2010 (tentative) 
Second Reading:     
Third Reading:        
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I believe the language should read that all appointees must live in 
unincorporated Richland County. The purpose of this commission is to act on 
matters that come about in unincorporated Richland County so why should 
persons from within incorporated areas have a say? They can elect to get on 
those boards in those municipalities if they want to serve.  
 
We also need to further define what constitutes “building industry” and 
“environmental community”. A few words that came to mind and can possibly 
be used for a starting point are as follows: 
 
“An individual who currently works for or has any interest or ties to the building 
industry or environmental community may apply but will be restricted from 
serving based on the current make-up of the Planning Commission as shown 
above. The building industry and environmental community shall include persons 
involved in development, real estate, conservation, environmental or financial 
businesses related to those areas. (We can add more for specificity if we want) 
 Having an interest will be defined as serving on a board for, having an 
immediate relative employed there or standing to gain economically or in some 
personal way from decisions made relating to those areas that come before the 
Planning Commission. Richland County Council will have the final say in 
determining if an individual falls into one of these categories. “ 
 
Bill 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

$100,000 Hospitality Tax Allocation, Public Information [PAGES 118-159]

 

Notes

12/22/09 - The committee recommended that Council approve a recommended Hospitality Tax allocation for 
$100,000 for the marketing and promotion of tourist-related activities in unincorporated Richland County.  It is 
requested that Council members forward their questions regarding this item to staff in advance of the 1/05/10 
Council meeting so that those issues may be addressed.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Fire Contract Amendments [PAGE 161]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
     ) UNIFIED FIRE SERVICE AGREEMENT 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND     )        (Second Extension Addendum) 

 
 
THIS SECOND EXTENSION ADDENDUM (“Addendum”) is made this ________ day of 

___________, 2010, by and between Richland County and the City of Columbia, parties to a 
Unified Fire Service Agreement dated January 19, 2005 (the “Agreement”) and a Unified Fire 
Service Agreement (Extension Agreement) dated June 29, 2009 (the “Extension”), and hereby 
modifies and extends the Agreement and Extension only in the ways provided in this Addendum, 
in consideration of the mutual covenants in the Agreement, Extension and this Addendum. 
 

Pursuant to the Extension and paragraph 16 of the Agreement, the parties desire to and 
hereby do extend the Agreement for a period of twelve (12) months, such that the Agreement 
now shall expire on June 30, 2011. 
 

During the first six (6) months of the period of this extension, the parties shall work 
together to determine whether or not to further extend, renew, modify or continue the 
Agreement, and may further extend, renew, modify or continue the Agreement only in writing 
signed by their authorized representatives. 
 

All other provisions of the Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Second Extension 
Addendum this _____ day of ___________, 2010. 
 
 
WITNESSES:     RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
_________________________  ________________________________ 
      By:   J. Milton Pope 
_________________________  Its:    County Administrator 
 
 
 
WITNESSES:     CITY OF COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
_________________________  ________________________________ 
      By: _____________________________ 
_________________________  Its: _____________________________ 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Resolution in support of McEntire Air National Guard F-35A [PAGE 163] 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Adoption of 2010 Retreat Goals [PAGES 165-169]
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2010 Goals 
 

Strategic Planning 
Goal:  Comprehensive Plan slogan 
Council Directives:  Develop a slogan for the Comprehensive Plan. 
Timeline:  April 2010 
 

Strategic Planning 
Goal:  Fiscal Impact Statement 
Council Directives:  Tie strategic plan items to the budget.   
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process.   
 

Strategic Planning 
Goal:  Implement a comprehensive incentive plan for blighted 

corridors / brownfields 
Council Directives:  Staff develop incentives proposals and bring to 

Council for action.   
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process 
 
Strategic Planning 
Goal: More new jobs for Richland County citizens. 
Council Directives:  Incentivize companies to hire Richland County 

residents.   
Timeline:  Ongoing 
 

Strategic Plan 
Goal:  Limit residential encroachment on commercial corridors 
Council Directives:  Incorporate this goal into the Comprehensive 

Planning process.   
Timeline:  Ongoing 
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Strategic Plan 
Goal:  Strengthen Mental Health component at ASGDC. 
Council Directives:  Provide more mental health services to 

detainees.   
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process 
 

Strategic Plan 
Goal:  Create Richland County Department of Economic 

Development 
Council Directives:  Provide information to Council regarding start 

up and staffing costs during the budget process.   
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process 
 

FY 11 Budget 
Goal:  Approve a responsible budget.  
Council Directives:  Present two scenarios to Council:  no tax 

increase and responsible budget. 
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process 
 

Fire Contract 
Goal:  Determine whether to continue unified partnership 
Council Directives:   

a. Review of fire operations. 
b. Review of volunteer fire fighter program – recruitment, retention, 

and concerns of the volunteers. 
c. Audit of funds sent to the City for County operations. 
d. Audit of equipment purchased by the City with County funds. 
e. Audit of vehicles purchased by the City with County funds. 
f. Audit of assignments of personnel funded by the County. 
g. Designing a plan for the County to begin overseeing fire operations. 
h. Seeking an extension of the current contract to allow time for the 

review process.  (June 30, 2011 extension) 
i. Begin the process to draft a long term contract to address all of the 

County’s concerns and issues.  This will run concurrent with all other 
actions. 
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j. Determine a plan to address the GASB 45 requirement for fire 
fighters.   

Timeline:  June 30, 2011 (Periodic updates to Council) 
 

Carryover Policy 
Goal:  Pursue “Add Carryover” option in FY 11 Budget Process  
Council Directives:  Explore trending 
Timeline: FY 11 Budget Process 
 

Transportation  
Goal:  Determine long term funding mechanism 
Council Directives:  Complete transportation study revision.   
Timeline:  July 2010 
 

Planning 
Goal:  Develop consensus on strategies to manage sustainable 

growth.  Then incorporate in Strategic Planning document.   
Council Directives:  Verify list below to ensure consensus.  (Red = 

consensus.) 
•       Determine targeted areas of the County where 

growth should (or could) occur, incentivize infill 
development. 

•       Support existing neighborhoods.  Implement 
neighborhood plans.   

•       Infrastructure in place prior to growth. 
•       Impact fees. 
•       Agreement on agreed upon growth policies. 
•       Preserve environment / growth balance. 
•       Clear process for developers to navigate and 

understand. 
•       Make zoning decisions consistent with plans. 
•       Develop citizen-driven shared vision for future. 
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•       Incentivize development in neighborhoods / 
communities on transportation corridors, declining 
neighborhoods, brownfields, etc.  (TIFs) 

•       Improve multi modal transit in the County. (Transit 
oriented development.) 

•       Provide water and sewer services in targeted areas.  
•       Hire qualified Planning and Development Services 

Manager. 
Timeline:  April 2010. 
 

Planning 
Goal:  Determine long term funding option for implementation of 

approved neighborhood plans.   
Council Directives:  Staff provide options to Council for action.   
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process 
 

Leaf Bagging 
Goal:  Develop a pilot project requiring bagging of leaves with the 

County purchasing the containers.   
Council Directives:  Staff will provide recommendations to Council 

for action.   
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process / Implementation in FY 11 
 

Impact Fees for New Development 
Goal:  Make determination regarding Impact Fees 
Council Directives:  Staff provide Resolution to Council for 

adoption of Impact Fees.   
Timeline:  2nd Council Meeting in February 
 

Capital Needs 
Goal:  Potential Bond Issuance 
Council Directives:  Staff will bring recommendations to Council in 

budget process.   
Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process. 
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Regional Sports Complex 
Goal:  Complete Phase I of Study; Determine next steps 
Council Directives:  Staff provide updates to Council as Phase I 

progresses.   
Timeline:  Phase I completed in 90 days of NTP. 
 

NPDES 
Goal:  Expand public information component 
Council Directives:  Staff develop PR initiatives to promote 

NPDES program  
Timeline:  Ongoing 
 

Mitigation Bank 
Goal:  Continue to support adopted pilot programs 
Council Directives:  Staff provide periodic updates to Council.   
Timeline:  Ongoing 
 

Mitigation Bank 
Goal:  Provide conceptual plan to Council 
Council Directives:  Conservation Commission develop and present 

to Council 
Timeline:  March 2010 
 

Internal Audit 
Goal:  Perform X#  Audits in FY 11 
Council Directives:  Staff bring audit and funding recommendations 

to Council for action.  Number and types of audits to be 
determined in budget process.   

Timeline:  FY 11 Budget Process 
 

Sewer Extension  
Goal:  Proceed with Hybrid Option (# 6) 
Council Directives:  Staff bring recommendations to Council. 
Timeline:  June 30, 2011 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

Must Pertain to Items Not on the Agenda 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 
 

Subject

a.   Motion to, by Ordinance, organizationally place the County Assessor and Assessor's Office under the County 
Administrator [MANNING] 
 
b.   Council consider a curfew as a means of bringing citizens and government together in an effort to make our 
neighborhoods and community safer [MANNING]
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