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CITY CENTER - COUNCIL CHA! RS
324 WEST EVANS STREET

FLORENCE, SOUTH CAROLINA

This meeting will be conducted through Zoom Video Conferencing.

CALL TO ORDER
INVOCATION
Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
October 12, 2020 — Regular Meeting

ORI NANCES IN POSITIO

a. Bill No. 2020-36 — Second Rea ng
An ordinance to annex property owned by The Grove at Ebenezer LLC,
specifically a 17-acre portion of Tax Map Number 00075-01-221.

INTRODUC1T DN OF OF NANCES

a. Bill No. 2020-37 — First Reading
An Ordinance to grant Florence County a permanent right-of-way easement on
Dargan Street for the construction of a sidewalk.

b. Bill No. 2020-38 — First Reading
An Ordinance to annex and zone 2 acres on Jody Road, identified as TMNs
00123-01-152 and 00123-01-R/W, and portions of Tax Map Numbers 00123-01-
005 and 00123-01-006.



VIIL.

VIIIL.

IX.

IN

Bi No. 2020-39 — First Rea ng
An Ordinance to annex and zone 3553 Texas Road, identified as TMN 00741-01-
007, and 695 Florida Drive, identified as TMN 00741-01-008.

Bill No. 2020-40 — First Rea ng
An Ordinance to annex and zone 234 Shenandoah Lane, identified as TMN
90113-01-120.

Bill No. 2020-4 - First Reading
An Ordinance to rezone from NC-15 to NC-10 a parcel located on Marion
Avenue, identified as TMN 90067-03-014.

ROI CTION OF RESOLUTIONS

Resolution No. 2020-21
A Resolution pursuant to Section L., II., and III. of Ordinance No. 2020-28 to

extend the emergency term and the application of said ordinance by an additional
sixty (60) days.

Resolution No. 2020-22
A Resolution designating Friday, December 4, 2020 as Arbor Day in the City of
Florence.

Resolution No. 2 !0-23
A Resolution to adopt the COVID-19 CARES Act Budget of $312,331.

REPORTS TO COUNCIL

a.

Appointments to Boards and Commissions

EXECUTIV SESSION

a.

Discussion of negotiations incident to proposed contractual arrangements
[30-4- 70(a)(2)].

(Note: After returning to open session, Council may take action on matters
discussed in Executive Session.)

ADJOURN
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¥ M ERSPRESENT

Mayor Stephen J. Wukela, Mayor Pro tem Frank J. “Buddy” Brand, Councilman George Jebaily,
Councilwoman Teresa M. Ervin, Councilman Glynn F. Willis, Councilwoman Octavia Williams-Blake
and Councilwoman Pat Gibson-Hye Moore.

ALSO PRESENT

Mr. Randall S. Osterman, City Manager; Mr. James W. Peterson, Jr., City Attorney; Mrs. Amanda P.
Pope, Municipal Clerk; Mr. Scotty Davis, Deputy City Manager; Mr. Clint Moore, Assistant City
Manager of Development; Mr. Kevin Yokim, Assistant City Manager of Administration/Finance; Chief
Allen Heidler, Florence Police Department; Chief Shannon Tanner, Florence Fire Department; Mr.
Michael Hemingway, Director of Utilities; Mr. Chuck Pope, Director of Public Works; and Mr. Jerry
Dudley, Director of Planning.

MEDIA PF INT

Notices of this regular meeting of City Council were provided to the media and individuals requesting a
copy of the agenda informing them of the date, location and time of the meeting.

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Wukela called the October 12, 2020 regular meeting of Florence City Council to order at 1:19 p.m.

INVOCATION

Councilwoman Teresa Myers Ervin gave the invocation for the meeting. The pledge of allegiance to the
American Flag followed the invocation,

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mayor Pro tem Brand made a motion to adopt the minutes of the September 14, 2020 Regular City
Council meeting, and Special City Council Meetings on September 21, 2020 and September 29, 2020,
and Councilwoman Ervin seconded the motion. The minutes were unanimously adopted.

API ARANCES BEFORE COUNC

Mr. John Brewer appeared before City Council to discuss property he owns at 1111 Cox Street and ensure
he maintains access to the property. He was concerned that a closure of the street would eliminate access
to his property.
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Mayor Wukela explained this property is located over near McLeod Hospital, and that sometimes
McLeod will request the city to abandon a roadway when they are developing property. Mr. Brewer is
expressing his concern because if Cox Street were abandoned, he would not have any access to his-
property. Mayor Wukela explained that the city has no intention to abandon Cox Street as it is a state
street but even if it were a city street the city’s development code would not allow the city to abandon a
street if it isolated a property such that it could not be accessed.

Mr. Brewer was relieved to hear that this section of Cox Street will remain open.

Councilwoman Moore requested that city staff provide Mr. Brewer with something in writing to reflect
that the City has no plans of abandoning Cox Street or to deny access to his property at 1111 Cox Street.

ORI VYANCES IN POSITION

Bill No. 2020-30 — Second R~~~
An ordinance submission approving the construction of capit: improvement projects including the
repair and retrofitting of the stormwater system to minimize damage to public and private

property.

Mayor Pro tem Brand made a motion to pass Bill No. 2020-30 on second reading and Councilwoman
Ervin seconded the motion.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to pass Bill No. 2020-30.

DN~ 2)20-31 — Second Reading

An ordinance to amend the budget for the City of Florence, South Carolina, for the fiscal year
beginning July 1, 2020, and ending June 30, 2021 to reappropriate FY2019/20 funds for
uncompleted projects and purchases.

Mayor Pro tem Brand made a motion to pass Bill No. 2020-31 on first reading and Councilwoman Ervin
seconded the motion.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to pass Bill No. 2020-31.

Bill No. 2020-32 — Second Reading
An ordinance to amend the budget for the City of Florence, South Carolina, for the fiscal year
beginning July 1, 2020, and ending June 30, 2021 to appropriate funds from excess fun balance.

Mayor Pro tem made a motion to pass Bill No. 2020-32 on second reading and Councilwoman Ervin
seconded the motion.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to pass Bill No. 2020-32.

Bill No. 2020-33 — Second ®~~-"-~
An ordinance to amen the Ummied = :velopment Ordinance to add conditions for brew pubs,
micro-breweries, and micro-distilleries.
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Mayor Pro tem Brand made a motion to pass Bill No. 2020-33 on second reading and Councilwoman
Moore seconded the motion.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to pass Bill No. 2020-33.
Bill No. 2020-34 — Second Reading

An ordinance to annex and zone RG-3 and CG, 88 acres located along Freedom Boulevard,
identified as TMN 00179-01-014.

Councilwoman Moore made a motion to pass Bill No. 2020-34 on second reading and Councilwoman
Williams-Blake seconded the motion.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to pass Bill No. 2020-34.

Bill No. 2020-35 — Second R~~“‘ng
An Ordinance to amend Section 4 of the City of Florence Code of Ordinances ir the addition of a
Single amily and Multi-Family Resi 'ntial ental Housing Registration.

APPEARANCES BEFORE COUN( .

Gar— ™-""ea

Mr. Finklea said that he appreciates all the receptiveness of city staff and City Council for the
suggestions that he and other stakeholders have had in this Ordinance. Mr. Finklea has spent a
lot of time with city staff and Council members discussing issues and provisions. There are
some issues where we disagree that are a subjective matter; however, he thinks his suggestions
will help as it relates to procedure and creating a better Ordinance. He has one additional request
to clarify the Ordinance and he just e-mailed that to everyone. He has other issues with the
Ordinance, but since he knows they won’t be accepted there is no reason to discuss. One last
change is to verify that the Landlord can seek relief from property damage by the responsible
party. Mr. Finklea does not support the concept of the Ordinance and he does have grave
concern of how this will change the rental business in the future. He is concerned about the
unintended consequences that this Ordinance may have. Once this is adopted, he feels the next
consideration will be how to eliminate some of the unintended consequences such as the lack of
affordable housing or the increase of rent. Mr. Finklea encouraged City Council to think about
these potential consequences over the next year. Joey McMillan made a recommendation that
the fees collected be used to provide grants possibly to some landlords to rehabilitate property
and the other part of this would be for rent to be stabilized for a certain number of years so that
there is not an increase to rent. Mr. Finklea wanted to caution city staff and Council that the
International Property Maintenance Code (IPMC) and the Unified Development Ordinance
(UDO) not only applies to rental housing but to owner-occupied housing. While he understands
some of the issues from “hot spots” displayed at an earlier meeting, he thinks we will also need
to look at those who own their homes. Mr. Finklea did agree that the Ordinance is as good as we
can get it at this point and thanked Council for allowing the input.

Councilman Jebaily thanked Mr. Finklea for the proposed revision of the Ordinance which is

identified as Section 4 - 904.4. Looking at the amended Ordinance that City Attorney Jim
Peterson sent, Councilman Jebaily believes it should be 904.3. City Attorney Peterson verified
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that the proposed change that Mr. Finklea sent would be to Section 4 - 904.3. Councilman
Jebaily, while not sure procedurally how to move forward, requested of Mayor Wukela that the
City Attorney comment on his thoughts on the proposed changes recommended by Mr. Finklea.

Mayor Wukela thinks procedurally that it is fine for Mr. Peterson to respond to questions. As far
as votes, at the conclusion of presentations by the public, we will have a motion and second to
the Ordinance as it was passed at the last meeting. Then, before entertaining a vote on that
motion, he believes the procedure would be by Robert’s Rules of Order, that we would then take
motions for amendments. Ultimately there would be a vote on the Ordinance as amended or as
not amended at the conclusion of those amendments.

City Attorney Jim Peterson advised that the addition that Mr. Finklea has recommended does
nothing other than clarify what we have stated as our purpose for this section. The addition that
he is proposing adds to the section in the latest version a sentence, “Nothing herein precludes any
party from seeking damages or indemnification from another party based on contract, statute, or
common law.” This is the proposed addition and Mr. Peterson explained he believes this is
consistent with what we are trying to do with the section. From an attorney standpoint, Mr.
Peterson has no objection to this additional language. This section is designed to make it clear
that even if damage to a residential rental unit has been done by a tenant, for example, and there
might be a lease or contract that states that the repair can be made by the tenant if they are
responsible for the damage. In reality a lease can, as specified in the Landlord Tenant Act for
SC, state that all repairs are the responsibility of a tenant under certain circumstances. If the unit
is not repaired, the city will look to the owner and/or responsible representative and if it is not
repaired and a notice of violation issued and the property is not in compliance, ultimately the
permit for this property could be removed regardless of whose responsibility it was to pay for the
repairs. Mr. Finklea’s recommendation just makes it clear that ultimately the responsibility,
from a permitting standpoint, doesn’t change the law applicable by contract or state statute with
respect to who ultimately might be paying for these repairs. The City, from a permitting
standpoint, will ultimately be looking to the owner or responsible representative.

Councilman Jebaily also inquired about another significant issue that Mr. Finklea presented and
was incorporated which dealt with the criminal aspect and how it is now limited to a failure to
maintain the permitting. Councilman Jebaily asked that Mr. Peterson address this change.

Mayor Wukela wanted to clarify prior to leaving the previous issue that regardless if any change
is made to the Ordinance that was passed last month, the law is that the property owner can
always go after any responsible property.

Councilman Jebaily suggested that the amended Ordinance that we are voting on include the
changes that Mr. Finklea just provided to us for section 4-904.3 and asked if procedurally what
we will be voting on will include this change. Mayor Wukela said his expectation was, at the
conclusion of the public comment time, we’ll take motions on the Ordinance passed last time and
any amendments that anyone wants to offer in any form.
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City Attorney Jim Peterson advised on Councilman Jebaily’s question regarding the criminal
aspect, that in the version sent out this morning in section 4-905.3, the change was designed to
address concerns that this Ordinance, like others, allows the city to issue a summons and take
someone to Municipal Court for a criminal violation of the Ordinance. There was concern
because this Ordinance also sets up a notice of violation procedure that we are all on board on
and is set out in other sections of the Ordinance. There was some concern expressed that there
were two different enforcement mechanisms with one being a criminal enforcement mechanism
and one being a criminal or administrative approach to enforcement. The main concern for the
city which could have the potential for criminal enforcement is when someone is operating a
residential rental unit without a permit where either the permit has been revoked or they never
obtained the required permit. The change in Section 4-905.3 was designed to make it clear that
the criminal violation under this Ordinance is only for operating a residential rental unit without
a permit. The other violations of this Ordinance would be handled by going through the notice
of violation process which is set forth in Section 4-906. The reason we wanted to separate it out
is because from the notice of violation procedure, the ultimate enforcement mechanism is the
revocation of the rental permit. If someone is operating a rental unit without the permit there is
nothing to revoke. This is the reason we chose to separate out this particular violation and made
it clear that it could remain a criminal violation.

Councilman Jebaily asked Mr. Finklea if he had reviewed everything in the most recent version
of the Ordinance, with the inclusion of the language he provided and asked if his questions had
been addressed. Mr. Finklea acknowledged that his questions had been addressed. He said there
may be some substantive issues, but as far as the Ordinance goes and some of the procedural
hurdles, he believes it has been cleaned up and a better Ordinance for everyone. Councilman
Jebaily thanked Mr. Finklea for the time and effort he put into developing a compromise for the
Ordinance that works well for everyone.

Ms. Tr 1y Neibert

Ms. Neibert shared concerns that she is the only person speaking up for tenants. She is a
homeowner now, but when she was a tenant, she was very lucky to have good landlords. She is
in favor of a rental registry but feels that the current Ordinance is not at all for tenants but
weighted heavily toward landlords. After reviewing the Ordinance, Ms. Neibert still has lots of
concerns. She received a letter in the mail about a week and a half ago which was a scare letter
regarding the rental registry. The letter indicated that the rental registry would force rents to go
up and would be bad for the city. She attempted investigating to determine the sender, but after
much research was unable to determine the sender of the letter. She indicated the sender of this
letter is definitely trying to undermine the city’s efforts.

Ms. Neibert inquired about inspections. After reviewing similar Ordinances in other
municipalities, she believes it is necessary to conduct initial inspections and they should be
conducted by a third party. Another concern was regarding grandfathered properties and she
doesn’t understand how this will work. She was also concerned about Section 4-901.5 regarding
groups of dwellings, using townhouses as an example, and that if one passed, they didn’t all have
to pass inspections. Ms. Neibert asked for an explanation of the number of inspections that will
occur.
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Mayor Wukela first addressed her questions based on the Ordinance that passed last meeting but
thinks his response is still true even with amendments. The way the Ordinance is drafted,
inspections are not conducted every time a permit is issued, nor if a property turns over
ownership. As a practical matter, the city does not have the manpower to conduct these type
inspections; however, this is not to say that inspections will not be conducted. Inspections will
be conducted based on complaints. If the inspection reveals a violation, then action will be taken
by the city, and prior to re-permitting an inspection would occur. If we only inspected the
properties that we have received complaints on in the past year, Codes Enforcement would be
very busy.

Mayor Wukela addressed Ms. Neibert’s inquiry about the effect of one property permit to that of
others owned by the same property owner. The way the Ordinance is drafted, a property owner
who owns ten properties, and a permit is lost on one of the properties, it does not affect the other
properties but rather, only the one in violation. Each property must follow the law, but if one
fails it does not impact the permits of the other properties.

Ms. Neibert referenced a section (4-901.5) which talked about groupings. She asked if this
meant a row of townhouses would only have one permit. Mr. Clint Moore, Assistant City
Manager of Development, explained that it could if the property owner chose to permit it this
way. If the houses were grouped together on one permit, and one unit has a violation, then the
permit would be lost for all units on that permit. Ms. Neibert explained that language in the
Ordinance was not clear.

Mayor Wukela also addressed Ms. Neibert’s concern regarding grandfathering. He went on to
explain that nothing in the Ordinance addresses standards. For example, nothing in the
Ordinance states that the landlord must provide electricity or hot water. The reason for this is
that these requirements already exist in laws that are already on the books in the city. If you
went and looked at City Code, or the International Property Maintenance Code (IPMC) that the
city adopted, you would find regulations that address habitability issues for properties. It isn’t
recited in this Ordinance, because it is already included elsewhere. The purpose of this
Ordinance is to allow us the ability to enforce the standards that already exist. Mayor Wukela
explained the difficulties the city has locating the owner of a property. Ms. Neibert explained
she is surrounded by rentals and what an issue that it is for her. Mayor Wukela explained that
the registry will provide the ability to contact and serve the owner to address these issues. The
concern about grandfathering provisions, the IPMC, like other building codes has previsions that
if a property was compliant when it was constructed with the building code, it is grandfathered in
and new building codes, which require stricter standards, don’t apply to that property unless the
property is renovated to a certain degree or torn down or rebuilt. Grandfather clauses as included
in these codes don’t deal with health and safety issues or habitability issues.

Ms. Neibert is also concerned about communication to the tenant of what is required by a
landlord. She thinks most people renting in the city are not familiar with required standards, and
she is concerned for those without the ability to understand these Codes. She is also concerned
about the city’s ability to enforce the code without adequate staff. Mayor Wukela elaborated on
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some of the financial constraints of the city, but he still believes this Ordinance will improve the
current situation. Ms. Neibert said the city must be able to enforce the new rules or there is no
point in having them. She said there are currently two Codes Enforcement officers. The Mayor
explained we would have to hire additional staff. Ms. Neibert’s biggest concern is that the
tenants have been left out of the conversation.

City Manager Randy Osterman stated that the City does plan to add staff. Possibly 2-3 new hires
will be added to assist with enforcement. He stated that the city will maintain an adequate staff
for enforcement.

Councilman Jebaily thanked Ms. Neibert and addressed her concern about tenant issues. The
driving force and motivation of this Ordinance is due to the concerns of many about rental
properties and their disrepair. The fees generated will help to hire the additional people that we
need as the City Manager explained.

Mr. Gary Dauksch

Mr. Dauksch stated he is a realtor and a rental property owner, and he is against the Ordinance.
He feels it is an unnecessary interference by the city into private business. Specifically, he is
against the Business License fee and thinks it is just another tax to raise money for the city. It is
frustrating when you see the city spending millions of dollars downtown buying property and
giving out-of-town investors incentives. Those that have been developing here for years are
being taxed to death. The timing is unfortunate and politically timed and rushed during COVID
while we are prevented from meeting in person. He feels it would be easier to dismiss callers on
a Zoom call than a room full of people in person at the meeting. He would prefer it be postponed
and that public meetings would be held. As a rental property owner, he feels he is already
paying a large amount of property tax and this should be taken into consideration. As a property
owner and rental property developer, he thinks the city and the county considers this a
bottomless trough of money to pull funds from and now it’s getting difficult to make a profit in
this business. Ultimately, he feels there is no way if this Ordinance passes that rent will not go
up and be passed to the tenants.

Mayor Wukela discussed the procedure moving forward. First reading on the Ordinance was
held in September. The Mayor asked first if there was a motion and second on the September
version. Then, if we do receive motions, then proceed to accept motions on any amendments.
Then at the concluding determinations of any amendments, we’ll have a reading on passage of
the Ordinance as amended or not amended.

Councilwoman Moore made a motion to pass Bill No. 2020-35 on second reading and Councilwoman
Ervin seconded the motion.

Mayor Wukela explained that there are amendments before Council. A draft of an amendment was

ared with City Council by City Attorney Jim Peterson in response to concerns expressed by Gary
Finklea at the September meeting and before the September meeting which was the first draft amendment
and was distributed on the Monday following the September Council meeting, Monday, October 5, 2020.
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The Mayor made a motion that Council amend the Ordinance passed on first reading at the September
meeting to the document that Council received on October 5, 2020. Councilwoman Ervin seconded the
motion.

Councilman Jebaily made a motion that Council amend the Ordinance passed on first reading at the
September meeting to the most recent amended version that City Attorney Jim Peterson provided to City
Council today to include the language presented by Gary Finklea speaking specifically to Section 4-904.3.
Councilwoman Moore seconded the motion.

Mayor Wukela requested advice from City Attorney Jim Peterson on how to proceed given that there
were two motions on the floor. Mr. Peterson explained there is currently a motion to amend on the floor
and a motion to amend the amendment. Once the motions are finished then you take them in reverse
order.

The motion to amend the amendment (the version sent to City Council today by City Attorney Jim
Peterson), to include the most recent recommendation by Gary Finklea for language changes to Section 4-
904.3 made by Councilman Jebaily and seconded by Councilwoman Moore is currently before City
Council for a vote. Councilwoman Moore took back her second because she understood this was a
motion on the amended Ordinance sent out on Friday, October 9, 2020, not the version that was
distributed today.

Councilman Jebaily and Councilwoman Moore requested that Mr. Peterson clarify the changes with the
version distributed today. Mr. Peterson highlighted the proposed changes. The first recommended
change is in Section 4-904, “Responsibilities of Property Owner/Responsible Local Representative”, and
the words “and occupant” were removed because the responsibilities of the occupant were moved to a
later section. The next change was the paragraph, 4-904.2, which dealt with occupancy violations and
this has been stricken from this version and moved to a later section. The next change is the added
language that Councilman Jebaily referenced that will go at the end of Section 4-904.3. This additional
language that was discussed earlier, that was recommended by Mr. Finklea, will be added at the end of
this paragraph. The next change is in Section 4-905.3 and this is the one that Mr. Peterson referred to
earlier that makes it clear that the only criminal violation of this particular ordinance would be operating a
residential rental unit as defined in this ordinance without the required rental permit. It takes all the other
sections of the ordinance out of the criminal enforcement, but it specifically leaves as criminal
enforcement the operation of a rental unit without the required permit. With this change the subparagraph
4 was stricken because it also referenced criminal activity. The biggest change from the standpoint of
number of words is under subparagraph 8 in that same section. This is where we pick up occupancy
violations. Mr. Peterson provided an example of the zoning laws applicable to where a unit is located
which does not allow more than 5 unrelated people within the residence, this would be a zoning
occupancy violation if someone was violating it. The new Section 8 says “both the Unified Development
Ordinance and the International Property Maintenance Code address occupancy and use limitations.
Occupants are directly responsible for occupant violations. Responsible representatives and owners are
secondary responsible for occupancy violations. In the event of an occupancy violation, the City will
follow the Notice of Violation procedure set out in Section 4-906 by serving both occupants and the
owner or responsible representative. If the occupancy violation is not resolved, pursuant to the notice of
violation with the occupants, the City of Florence shall then serve the owner or responsible representative
with a second Notice of Violation of occupancy violation and provide the appropriate information
confirming the violation in order to provide the owner/responsible representative the opportunity to
resolve the matter.” That’s additional language which is setting up a procedure that if an occupancy
violation occurs, we send a Notice of Violation to both the tenants and the owner/responsible
representative. If it is not resolved, we then notify the owner/responsible representative that it is not
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resolved. An occupancy violation is normally a violation by tenants. This gives them the opportunity to
correct it, but if it is not then the owner/responsible property has the opportunity to correct it, and only at
that point do we proceed with the procedure set forth in the Ordinance for when a violation has not been
corrected.

Mayor Wukela explained that the amendment Councilman Jebaily has offered differs from the
amendment he has offered. It limits the criminal responsibility of the owner and it increases the service
requirements under certain circumstances.

Mayor Wukela brought Councilman Jebaily’s motion back to the floor and asked if there was a second to
the motion. There was no second, so the motion to amend by Councilman Jebaily failed.

Councilwoman Williams-Blake requested clarification on the amendment presented by Mr. Finklea.
There is a Friday version and a version presented today. She understands the amendment presented today
is what Mr. Finklea presented on behalf of his organization. Mr. Peterson explained that Mr. Finklea sent
some proposed changes, some of which staff agreed to and some of which staff could not agree to. He
explained all of this occurred 30-40 minutes prior to today’s Council meeting. As Mr. Peterson was
leaving his office, he asked that the latest amendment be forwarded to City Council members, and a
printed version was handed out to staff at the City Center. He did say that some of the Council members
may not have this last version it being the version that includes staff’s reaction to the recommendations by
Mr. Finklea. Mr. Peterson offered to scan and send this last version for review now. The changes that
Mr. Peterson went over are the only changes that were made to the revision that City Council received on
Friday, October 9, 2020.

BRIEF ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Jebaily made a motion for a recess to allow Mr. Peterson the time to send this information to
Council members so that everyone has the opportunity to review the proposed changes to the latest
amendment to the Ordinance. Councilwoman Williams-Blake seconded the motion. Mayor Wukela
stated that without objection, we would take a 10-minute recess.

The meeting was adjourned at 3:20pm.

Mayor Wukela reconvened the regular meeting at 3:59pm. Mayor Wukela apologized for the technical
delay that extended the recess.

Mayor Wukela started by explaining that at the September meeting, City Council passed first reading of
the rental registry Ordinance. At that time, Mr. Finklea, and several other interested individuals had
provided Council with a variety of comments on the ordinance and a request for changes. Mr. Peterson
and city staff worked on a proposed amendment to be recommended to Council. At that point it wasn’t
ready for the September meeting, but Mayor Wukela asked Council to passed the ordinance as it stood
with the expectation and anticipation that their work would be completed and they could offer a draft to
Council that was their recommendation for an amendment. Mr. Peterson and City staff, on Monday,
October 5, 2020, provided a copy of a draft of a proposed amendment. That is the draft Mayor Wukela
moved that this Council adopt as the amendment and it’s been seconded. Since that time, Mr. Finklea has
continued to make recommendations including sending more today. Mr. Peterson, at the request of
Council, included these recommendations and forwarded to Council. Mayor Wukela explained that any
member of Council can offer any recommendations for an amendment that they will. The amendment
that Mayor Wukela offered that is before Council now which has been seconded, is that amendment that
was the product of city staff and Mr. Peterson that was sent out on October 5, 2020. Mayor Wukela does
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not support any amendments after that date because he feels it adds more confusion to the Ordinance than
quality. The October 5, 2020 amendment is what is before this Council and it has been seconded.

Councilman Jebaily asked Mr. Peterson about additional improvements that he worked with staff on that
were included in the amendment that was sent out on October 9, 2020. Mr. Peterson explained that the
amendment that went out on October 5, 2020 was in response to the first comments made by Mr. Finklea.
After it was sent out on October 5", additional comments were received from Mr. Finklea. The October
9™ version attempted to consider the additional comments provided by Mr. Finklea. This morning,
additional comments were received from Mr. Finklea regarding the October 9" version of & amendment.
The one that City Council has now (the most recent version) was in reaction to the most recent received
comments. Councilman Jebaily clarified that some of the recommendations that city staff and Mr.
Peterson did not think were appropriate were not included in any of the revisions, and that the most recent
version incorporates modifications that city staff and Mr. Peterson feel are appropriate and keep things as
intended and designed to streamline and clarify the process. Mr. Peterson acknowledged that there were
requests that he and city staff felt could not be incorporated into the document and remain purposeful to
what we were trying to accomplish with the document. The changes that were made by City Attorney
and city staff were changes they thought could be made and meet Council’s wishes and remain honest and
purposeful to the goals of the Ordinance. Mr. Peterson explained the most recent version which included
changes to the October 9™ version that we felt comfortable in incorporating and tracks/markings are
included in the document to show any changes. Councilman Jebaily explained that we have been moving
very quickly with this Ordinance for something that is so comprehensive and during COVID, and he said
he appreciated the input of Council, staff, and citizens during this process. He thinks that normally we
would have more time to address concerns and thinks this is one of the concerns that has been raised, but
he thinks there has been a great effort by Mr. Peterson and city staff to improve the Ordinance.
Councilman Jebaily asked if there was anything in the most recent version of the Ordinance that Mr.
Peterson or city staff are objecting to or that is inappropriate.

Mayor Wukela interjected that this points to the issue and be careful to not put administration and staff in
the position where we are asking policy views or their vote on a policy for City Council. There are policy
choices and drafting choices. The amendment the Mayor supports reflects his policy choices. Those who
have different policy views, this is what it is about, to present those policy views. It is inappropriate to put
city staff in a position where because they draft something, you are asking their policy view. This is not
fair to staff, because they cannot be even-handed to Council if they are asked to choose or express policy
views. Councilman Jebaily said this was not what he was asking, he is asking if there is anything in the
most recent version that anyone objects to. He said because we have not had the opportunity to dialogue
this issue at length, and in a rushed environment and in COVID, he just wants to ensure there is nothing
in the versions that is objectionable. Mayor Wukela explained the most recent version includes limited
criminal liability for landowners and the Mayor objects to this and he is a policy maker, and this is why
he does not support it, but is not certain how the rest of Council feels about it. Councilman Jebaily
understands that but still wanted the opinion of staff and Mr. Peterson.

Mr. Peterson explained his position as city attorney is to look at a document and try to draft it to
accomplish the goals of Council based on provided instructions. He explained that he and staff tried to
take the comments and incorporate them; firstly to ensure there were no legal objections and secondly,
based on our understanding the big picture of what Council was trying to accomplish with the Ordinance,
which is why we clarified the changes that were made. The changes of criminal liability to non-criminal
liability are issues that are policy decisions which city staff and he do not make. Mr. Peterson and staff
did not want to ignore comments as they worked through them. He explained our effort was to determine
if we could lawfully do this and we tried to make changes that would accomplish the goal so that City
Council could ultimately make the decisions. Councilman Jebaily clarified that the change Mr. Peterson
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was referring to regarding criminal liability was in the most recent change and not in the October 9™
version of the ordinance. Councilman Jebaily also stated that the October 9™ did not include the
occupancy piece. Councilman Jebaily asked that Mr. Peterson address the occupancy piece and the
rationale of pulling it out and using different language. Mr. Peterson explained our understanding is the
objection of Mr. Finklea and others is that we had occupancy violations included in the list of violations
with all the others, which meant if there was an occupancy violation we would do a Notice of Violation,
and the owner/responsible representative would have an opportunity to correct the issue and if not
corrected then it could move through the administrative process and could potentially result in the
revocation of the permit. The change that was recommended as we understood that occupancy violations
from Mr. Finklea’s viewpoint are typically things that are done by the tenant. Mr. Finklea suggested, and
we incorporated one additional step that was an initial Notice of Violation that goes to the occupants and
the owner/responsible representative. Under this notice, the tenants are made aware and have an
opportunity to correct the problem, and if not corrected, the additional step is that an additional Notice of
Violation will go to the owner/responsible representative, which basically notifies them that it has not
been corrected and they must take action. Councilman Jebaily again clarified at these two changes are
what are different from the October 9" version and the version of the amended ordinance received today.
Mr. Peterson agreed, and explained there were additional small changes throughout the ordinance that
carried these two out, but they were all related to these two changes.

Councilwoman Williams-Blake asked Mr. Peterson for clarification that there are no major substantive
changes between the October 5" and the October 9™ versions. Mr. Peterson explained that there were
other changes between the 5" and the 9™ and these changes were made in response to the second set of
comments that were received from Mr. Finklea. The changes Mr. Peterson just discussed with
Councilman Jebaily were those that occurred between October 9% and today. Councilwoman Williams-
Blake requested an understanding of the changes that occurred between October 5* and October 9. Mr.
Peterson explained that the October 9" version that was sent to City Council tracks all the changes that
were made. Mr. Peterson agreed that most of the changes were not substantive but more clarifications.
Mr. Peterson gave an example from 4-901.6 where we changed the structure, but it didn’t change the
number of days, but it broke them up into a 90-day period and a 30-day period. Councilwoman Williams-
Blake wanted to make certain that we have listed to comments from the public and tried to incorporate
their concerns in the revisions. Mr. Peterson explained that the original comments provided by Mr.
Finklea were considered to draft the October 5™ version, and then there were additional comments which
were included in the October 9™ version.

Councilwoman Moore asked, unless it was a city-owned property, if we have a contract with tenants or
only landlords. Mr. Peterson acknowledged that this was correct. Councilwoman Moore does not think if
there is not a contract with the tenant, then the Notice of Violation should not be issued to the tenant but
to the landlord and they issue to the tenant since we have no rights to the property. Mr. Peterson said that
this could be a policy decision made by Council. For example, if there was criminal activity in the unit,
the city would have the authority to put both the tenant and the owner on notice. We could also take the
approach to put the owner on notice and leave it up to them to communicate with the tenant.
Councilwoman Williams-Blake knows that the Ordinance cannot touch every step that staff can take but
we are trying to provide the broad policy for the rental registry program, and whether they send a letter to
the tenant or the owner can be included in the process that the city implements. Councilwoman Moore
wants to ensure that we not only protect the landlord, but also the tenant. Councilwoman Williams-Blake
supports this but thinks it can be sent to both or just the owner and that this is not a debate for the actual
ordinance. Councilwoman Moore likes the wording from the October 5" version better because it leaves
the responsibility on the owner except for a criminal violation.
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Councilman Jebaily made a motion to amend the amended motion made by Mayor Wukela to approve the
October 9, 2020 version of the amended ordinance and it was seconded by Councilman Willis as a matter
of discussion.

Mayor Wukela, for the record, stated that he opposed the October 9% version for the reasons that
Councilwoman Moore has already mentioned, and the comments raised by Councilwoman Williams-
Blake. He thinks that the October 5% version represents our effort to incorporate the concerns of Mr.
Finklea and he thinks adding the other elements in the October 9" version are unnecessary and confusing.

Councilman Jebaily explained that Mr. Peterson verified that the October 9™ version did not include any
substantive changes but only clarifications such as in Section 901.3 where compliance in applicable codes
are grandfathered in due to their age or reason so if someone has a property that is 30 years old, it
obviously doesn’t meet current codes, it simply clarifies that meeting code means code applied at the time
and the property was grandfathered in. Councilman Jebaily asked that Mr. Peterson once again address
City Council regarding the clarifications that were made. Mr. Peterson reviewed some changes and
explained the substance was not changed but we moved some of the items or adjusted language to clarify
and answer in writing questions that were being posed and make them clearer than what we were already
stating. One thing that was added was in the Notice of Violation process that is found in Section 4-904.6
where we added a new section “1.e.” that said the notice will include a right to request an informal
conference with the Building Official or city designee to discuss the Notice of Violation for purposes of
resolving the conditions giving rise to the notice. While we always anticipated that this would occur, that
a landlord would contact the city and request a meeting, this formalized it because the question was being
asked. The next change in 4-904.8 as a result of this meeting, we extended the period for someone to
appeal by 10 days with the understanding that the informal meeting may take some time. Of course, the
request for the informal meeting had to occur prior to the deadline. These are the type changes that were
made and there were clarification changes. In summary, Councilman Jebaily reiterated that the changes
that occurred were clarifications and not substantive. Mr. Peterson explained that the only substantive
change was the point about the addition of the informal process in the Notice of Violation process and if
you asked for this informal meeting the addition of 10 days to the deadline. This step did not exist before.

Mayor Wukela reminded Council there was a motion and a second for Councilman Jebaily’s amendment
to the October 9, 2020 version. Ultimately, Mayor Wukela explained that his objection to it is he offered
an October 5™ version that included recommendations from the landlords and Mr. Finklea and requests
have continued for the October 9™ version and today and Mayor Wukela expects the requests will
continue. Mayor Wukela thinks the October 5" version is well-reasoned and a fair compromise.

There has been a motion and a second on Councilman Jebaily’s motion, Mayor Wukela called for a vote.
In favor of the version were: Jebaily Opposed: Wukela, Moore, Ervin, Williams-Blake. Councilman
Jebaily’s motion failed.

The October 5" amendment to the Ordinance remains which Mayor Wukela offered. The Mayor called
for a vote.

Councilman Willis requested to make an amendment. He understands his opinion is in the minority, but
from conversations today, he thinks there is more work to be done on this Ordinance. He thinks this is a
critical matter for this city. He would like to amend the motion to suspend action at this time until the
local economy stabilizes for both residences and business owners which will allow more discussion time
to occur. We are currently debating between the first and the last revision and he does not understand
why we are rushing this through. He believes we are forgetting about those who rent properties and they
will be affected, and he believes this is our responsibility if people cannot pay their rent and are evicted.
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He cannot stay silent and asked that Council think about those who will be impacted, and this troubles
him.

Councilman Willis’ suggestion was to table the motion. Mayor Pro tem Brand seconded the motion for
discussion.

Councilwoman Moore said if we continue to table motions and don’t make a decision, tenants in the City
of Florence will continue to live in squalor. Those that are currently living in houses that are
uninhabitable will continue to live in these conditions. We’ve been tabling this for years; it even came up
when Robinson and Williams were on Council. What happens to the tenants who need our help?
Landlords are using this ordinance as an opportunity to raise rent and take advantage of people. Greed is
what is raising the rents. Some have raised rents already and we haven’t even passed an ordinance.

Councilman Willis requested to amend his motion to defer a decision on the Ordinance. He suggests that
we take the time so that we don’t impact those who could be hurt by this decision. If not us, allow a
future Council to study this ordinance and take time to make a decision that is best for everyone.

Councilwoman Williams-Blake explained that she and Councilman Willis live in the same neighborhood
and have had discussion regarding rentals before to include short-term rentals and how people should be
held accountable. She asked Councilman Willis when his opinion changed regarding this matter.
Councilman Willis explained his opinion had not changed but he feels it is being pushed through before
the Council body changes. While he would like to see changes, he has been on Council 8 years and has
never seen legislation pushed through this fast. He is not totally opposed to it, but he is opposed to the
way we as a Council is doing business right now. He doesn’t think we are considering all aspects of our
decision. He has not changed his opinion about short-term rentals and how it impacts the neighborhood,
but he is concerned about the constituents he represents. He is certainly not trying to protect landlords; he
thinks we can do both.

Councilman Brand thanked Mr. Peterson and city staff for their hard work and time on preparing the
Ordinance. He explained he has heard this for years and we have never come to a resolution on it. He
thinks this is as close as we have come to a final document and thinks it is an outstanding effort, but
thinks we need more community involvement. He went on to explain he is not a fan of Zoom and thinks
face-to-face is always better. He just thinks it is a great work in progress that needs a little more time.

Mayor Wukela stated that this is the end of his 12 years on City Council. He does want to acknowledge
his friends on Council. He and Councilman Brand commented at the last meeting about how long it had
been since they have disagreed on an issue. He thinks this is a testament of the collegiate nature of this
group with the friendships and trusts that exist. This is frankly more important than anything we will do
today or have done in the past. Hopefully, this will be the legacy of this Council, that we haven’t shied
away from difficult issues even when there have been situations when we have disagreed. Together we
have done what we thought was best for this city and together, he thinks, we have improved this city.
Mayor Wukela recalled a time early in his time as Mayor that a young lady came before Council to talk
about problems with landlords and slumlords in North West Florence and Councilwoman Ervin who has
been on Council for more than 10 years was here too. It has taken a long time to address this issue and it
is an issue that has plagued our community for a very long time. He agrees that Zoom is not an enjoyable
way to conduct business, but he also is persuaded by what Councilwoman Moore discussed. When you
are living in a house without flooring and ceiling that functions and when you are heating with an oven,
which is a violation of the current ordinance but there is nothing the city can do because the owner lives
out of town and we have no way to serve them. This is just not good enough and believes we must take
action. Respectfully, Mayor Wukela explained he must oppose his friend, Councilman Willis’ motion to
defer with friendship and respect.
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Mayor Wukela reminded everyone that there is a motion pending to defer made by Councilman Willis
and seconded by Councilman Brand.

The motion fails (5-2) with Willis and Brand in favor and Wukela, Jebaily, Ervin, Moore, and Williams-
Blake opposed.

The motion remaining is the October 5, 2020 version which amends the Ordinance which was passed on
first reading in September.

The Mayor explained Council must still take action on the principle Ordinance now having been
amended.

A vote was taken, but was not clear; therefore, Mr. Peterson asked that Mayor Wukela do a recount of
votes with a show of hands as he heard a “nay” come in at the end that he wasn’t sure about. When City
Council was polled, and explained that this was the passing of the October 5™ version of the Ordinance,
the vote, by show of hands, was as follows:

After a showing of hands, those in favor of passing the Ordinance on second reading are: Wukela,
Jebaily, Williams-Blake, Ervin, and Moore and opposed are Willis and Brand.

Mayor Wukela thanked everyone for their hard work on this effort.

INTRODUCTION OF ORDINANCES

Bill No. 2020-36 — First Reading
An ordinance to annex property owned by The Grove at Ebenezer, LLC, located as an extension of
Sunflower Bluff Drive and being a portion of TMN 00075-01-221.

Mayor Pro tem Brand made a motion to pass Bill No. 2020-36 on first reading and Councilman Willis
seconded the motion.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to pass Bill No. 2020-36 on first reading.

REPORTS TO COUNCIL

Appropriation of Accommodations Tax funds for FY 2020-21

(Item handled earlier during meeting but listed on agenda in “Reports to Council™)

Chad Patterson, Chair, presented on behalf of the Accommodations Tax Committee and provided the
recommendation of the Committee for distribution of Accommodations Tax funds for FY 2020-21. He
explained that members of this Committee are appointed by City Council and takes this responsibility
very seriously. The Committee is tasked with the responsibility of recommending the expenditure of the
65% of the Accommodations Tax funds that are received by the state. These funds are estimated to be
$587,100 this year and are available to be distributed for tourism promotion. Based on state laws and city
guidelines, the Committee reviewed proposals from 23 organizations and their events based on their past,
present, and future ability to bring tourists to our community and increase the overall quality of life for
the citizens of Florence. The Committee was able to fund approximately 77% of the $764,600 in requests
and the Committee is confident that the allocations recommended are fiscally responsible investments
back into our community.
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Mayor Wukela commented that this year the Accommodations tax funding was substantially lower than
in past years. It is his impression that this is a result of a decrease in Accommodations Tax revenues due
to the pandemic. The recommendation mirrors the distribution from previous years but is significantly
lower than in the past.

Mayor Pro tem Brand made a motion to approve the recommendation of the Accommodations Tax
Committee and Councilwoman Ervin seconded the motion.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to adopt the recommendation of the Committee.

Appointments to Boards and ommissions

Mayor Wukela exj ined that of the appointments that remain, Mayor Pro tem Brand has an appointment
to the Civic Center Commission.

Mayor Pro tem Brand would like to appoint Allen Griffin, a good banker with First Citizens Bank. He is
a commercial loan officer. He has over 30 years banking experience and a graduate of Davidson College.
Councilman Willis seconded.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to appointment Allen Griffin to the Civic Center Commission.

Mayor Wukela had the next appointment which is an appointment to the Design Review Board. Mayor
Wukela would like to appointment Mr. Mike Padgett whose information was included in the Council
packet. He is an engineer with Padgett Engineering & Construction. The motion was seconded by
Councilwoman Ervin and Mayor Pro tem Brand.

Council voted unanimously (7-0) to appointment Mr. Mike Padgett to the Design Review Board.

Mayor Wukela explained there are two other appointments that remain which we do not have applicants
to fill these vacancies. Mayor Wukela and Councilwoman Ervin both have appointments one to the
Design Review Board and the position requires a Landscape Architect and the other is an appointment to
the Construction and Maintenance Board of Appeals and the position is an at-large position.

Mayor Wukela encouraged those at home to apply as we do need qualified applicants for these boards.
Councilman Jebaily stated that he is very pleased that we passed the Rental Registry Ordinance and feels
it is very important. He does feel that there are clarifications that could have improved the document, but
these are relatively minor. The substance, which addresses critical needs in our community has been a
long time coming and he believes that Council should be proud as it moves our community forward.
ADJOURN

Without objection, the egular meeting of City Council was adjourned at 5:03 p.m.

Dated this 12 day of October 2020.

Amanda P. Pope, Municipal Clerk Stephen J. Wukela, Mayor
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FLORENCE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

DA E: October 12, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: An Ordinance to Annex property owned by The Grove at Ebenezer,
LLC, located as an extension of Sunflower Bluff Drive and being a

portion of TMN 00075-01-221.

DEPARTMENT/DIVISION: Department of Planning Research & Development

L ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Request to annex a 17 acre portion of Tax Map Number 00075-01-221 into the City of Florence
and zone to Planned Development District (PDD). The request is being made by the property
owner, The Grove at Ebenezer, LLC.

II. CURRENT STATUS REVIOUS ACTION TAKEN:
(1) On May 9, 2016, City Council adopted Ordinance 2016-17 entering into a development
agreement (signed by all parties August 23, 2016) with the developer of “The Grove at
Ebenezer” and established the zoning of the property as PDD, pending annexation. The
development agreement requires annexation of property prior to develc ment activity.
(2) Public hearings were held on April 12, 2016 and May 9, 2016 regarding the zoning and
development agreement.

IIL. OINTS TO CONSIDER:

(1) This request is being considered for first reading.

(2) The lot is currently vacant.

(3) City water and sewer services are currently available and will be extended by the developer
from the adjacent parcels per the approved development agreement dated August 23, 2016.

(4) Subdivision of the property into fifty single family residential lots is currently proposed; the
developer is required to meet land and subdivision regulations of the PDD to include but not
limited to: sketch plan review, development plan review, and installation of necessary
infrastructure to facilitate the subdivision of the property.

(5) City staff recommends annexation and zoning of the property to Planned Development District
d D).

Iv. PERSONAL NOTES:

V. A 1 ] VMENTS:
A. Ordinance
B. Location Map of Proposed Annexation
C. Plat of Parcel
D. Petition for Annexation

Planning Director LlILy vianager



ORDINANCE NO. 2020

AN ORDINANCE TO ANNEX PROPERTY OWNED BY THE GROVE AT EBENEZI LLC,
SPECIFICALLY A 17 ACRE C TION OF TAX MAP NUMBER 00075-01-221

WHEREAS, a Public Hearing was held in the Council Chambers on April 12, 2016 at 6:00 P.M.
before the City of Florence Planning Commission and notice of said hearing was duly
given;

WHEREAS, the second of two Public Hearings was held in the Council Chambers on May 9, 2016 at
1:00 P.M. before the City of Florence City Council and notice of said hearing was duly
given;

WHEREAS, application by The Grove at Ebenezer, LLC, owner of TMN 00075-01-221, was
presented requesting an amendment to the City of Florence Zoning Atlas that the
aforesaid property be incorporated into the city limits of the City of Florence under the
provisions of Section 5-3-150(3) of the 1976 Code of Laws of South Carolina and
adding the zoning district classification of PDD Planned Development District:

The property requesting annexation shown more specifically as a portion of Florence
County Tax Map 00075, block 01, parcel 221 (17 acres).

Any portions of public rights-of-way abutting the: ove described property will be included in the
annexation.

WHEREAS, Florence City Council concurs in the aforesaid application, findings and
recommendations:

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY CC NCILOF THE ¢ Y OF
FLORENCE IN MEETING DULY ASSEMBLED A} BY THE AUT. DJRITY THEREOF:

1. That an Ordinance is hereby adopted annexing into the City Limits of the City of
Florence the aforesaid property and amending the Zoning Atlas to the aforesaid zoning
classificatic

2. 7 at this Ordinance shall become effective seven days upon its approval and adoption

by the City Council of the City of Florence and posting of this amendment in the official
Zoning Atlas.

EXECUTED ON ONE (1) ADDITIONAL PAGE
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ADOPTED THIS

Approved as to form:

James W. Peterson, Jr.

City Attorney

DAY OF

, 2020

Stephen J. Wukela,
Mayor

Attest:

manda P. Pope
M cipal Clerk












FLORENCE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

DATE: November 9, 2020

AGENDA ITEM: An Ordinance to grant Florence County a permanent right-
of-way easement specifically at tax parcel 90100-13-010 for
the construction of a sidewalk.

DEPZA TMENT/DIVISTON: Citv Manaoer

I. ISSUE UNDI .CONSIDERATION:

After due consideration, the City has concluded that the land designated as the portion of
Florence County tax parcel 90100-13-010 that extends parallel with the existing right-of-
way 50 feet in length and 5 feet in width from the property line of tax parcel 90100-13-010
shall be hereby assigned a permanent easement to Florence County and;

II. CURRENT S ATUS/PREV JUS ACTION TAKEN:
None

. POINTS TO CONSIDER:

(1) Florence County has requested the permanent easement for the construction of a
sidewalk on North Dargan Street.

(2) The portion of tax map 90100-13-010 to be conveyed is 250 square feet or .006 acres.

(3) This easement is subject to a right of reversion to the City of Florence if the North
Dargan Street Sidewalk project is not completed by Florence County.

IV. PE SON2 NO1 S:

V. ATTACHMEN S:
(1) Ordinance
(2) Location Map

Deputy City Manager City Manager



C DINANC NO. 20 -

AN ORDINANCE TO GRANT FLORENCE COUNTY A PERMANENT
RIGHT-OF-WAY EASEMENT SPEC FfIt LY AT TAX PARCEL 90100-13-
010 FOR THE CONSTRUCTIONOF AS  WALK.

WHEREAS, after due consideration, the City has concluded that the land designated
as the portion of Florence County tax parcel 90100-13-010 that extends parallel with
the existing right-of-way 50 feet in length and 5 feet in width from the property line
of tax parcel 90100-13-010 shall be hereby assigned a permanent easement to Florence
County and;

WHEREAS, said portion of Florence County tax parcel 90100-13-010 will be used
by Florence County for the construction, improvement, operation, and maintenance of
a public road known as S-354 (North Dargan Street) and;

'"HEREAS, this easement is subject to a right of reversion to the City of Florence if
the North Dargan Street Sidewalk project is not completed by Florence County.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Florence in
meeting duly assembled and by the authority thereof:

1. That, pursuant to §5-7-260(6) of the South Carolina Code of Laws, as
amended, and §2-26(8) of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Florence, the City
Manager of the City of Florence is hereby authorized to execute the necessary
documentation in order to convey a permanent easement to the property described
above to Florence County.

2. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon its approval and
adoption by the City Council of the City of Florence, South Carolina.

ADOPTED THIS DAY OF November, 2020.

STEPHEN J. WUKELA

Mayor
Approved as to form: Attest:
JAMES W. PETERSON, JR. AMANDA POPE

City Attorney Municipal Clerk






FLORENCE CITY COUNCIL I TING

DATE: November 9, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: Ordinance To Annex And Zone Properties Owned By the City of Florence, S & W

Manufacturing, Inc., and ASOP, LLC; TMNs 00123-01-152, 00123-01-R/W, and
Portions of TMNs 00123-01-005 and 00123-01-006.

DEPARTMENT/DIVISION: Department of Plannino Recearch & Nevelanment

I. ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
Request to annex property located on Jody Road, Tax Map Numbers 00123-01-152 and 00123-01-
R/W, 00123-001-006 (portion); and on West Darlington Street, Tax Map Number 00123-01-005
(portion) into the City of Florence and zone to AC, Activity Center District. The request is being
made by the property owners.

II. CURRENT STATUS/PREVIOUS ACTION TAKEN:
On October 13, 2020, Planning Commission held a public hearing on this matter, and voted
unanimously, 7-0, to recommend the zoning request of AC, Activity Center District.

IoI. POIN STO CONS ER:

(1) Request is being considered for first reading.

(2) The site is being developed as a City of Florence fire station. The portions of the lots are to
provide contiguity to existing City limits.

(3) City water and sewer services are currently available; there is no cost to extend utility services.

(4) A Public Hearing for zoning was held at the October 13, 2020 Planning Commission meeting.

(5) City staff recommends annexation and concurs with Planning Commission’s recommendation
to zone the property AC, Activity Center District.

/. 1 RSONZ4 NOTES:

V. ATTACHMENTS:
(1) Ordinance
(2) Location Map
(3) Summary Plat
(4) Annexation Petition

J
Plannin g Director CILY Lvlauapot



C DINANCE NO. 2020

AN ORDINANCE TO ANNEX AND ZONE 1 OPERTIES OWNED BY THE CITY OF
FLORENCE, S & W MANUFACTU ING, INC., AND ASOP, LL.C; TMNs 00123-01-152, 00123-01-
R/W, AND PORTIONS OF TMNs 00123-01-005 AND 00123-01-006.

WHEREAS, a Public Hearing was held in the Council Chambers on October 13, 2020 at 6:00 P.M.
before the City of Florence Planning Commission via Zoom, and notice of said hearing
was duly given;

WHEREAS, application by the City of Florence, owner of TMNs 000123-01-152 and 00123-01-R/W;
ASOP, LLC, owner of TMN 00123-01-005; and S & W Manufacturing, Inc., owner of
TMN 00123-01-006; was presented requesting an amendment to the City of Florence
Zoning Atlas that the aforesaid properties be incorporated in the city limits of the City of
Florence under the provisions of Section 5-3-150(3) of the 1976 Code of Laws of South
Carolina and given the zoning district classification of AC, Activity Center:

The properties requesting annexation are shown more specifically on 1 irence County Tax
Map 00123, block 01, parcel 152 (1.0 acre); parcel R/'W (0.86 acre); parcel 005 (0.332 acre);
id parc 006 (0.013 acre).

Any portions of public rights-of-way abutting the above described property will be also included in
the annexation.

WHEREAS, Florence City Council concurs in the aforesaid application, findings and recommendations:

NOVW, THEREFOF E [ ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF TE CITY OF
FLORENCE IN MEETING DULY ASSEMI ED AND BY THE AUTHOR] Y THEREOF:

1. That an Ordinance is hereby adopted annexing into the City Limits of the City of Florence
the aforesaid property and amending the Z~=i=~ A#-5 to the aforesaid zoning
classifications.

2. That this O1 nance shall become effective seven days upon its approval and adoption by

the City Council of the City of Florence and posting of this amendment in the official
Zoning Atlas.

EXECUTED ON ONE (1) ADDITIONAL PAGE
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ADOPTED THIS DAY OF

Approved as to form:

James W. Peterson, Jr.
City Attorney

, 2020

Stephen Wukela,
Mayor

Attest:

Amanda P. Pope
Municipal Clerk















DATE:

T AMENCE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

November 9, 2020

AGENDA ITEM: Ordinance To Annex and Zone 3553 Texas Road, TMN 00741-01-007; and 695

Florida Drive, TMN 00741-01-008.

DEPARTMENT/DIVISION: Department of Planning, Research & Development

J

L

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Request to annex property located at 3553 Texas Road, Tax Map Number 00741-01-007; and 695
Florida Drive, Tax Map Number 00741-01-008 into the City of Florence and zone to NC-6.1,
Neighborhood Conservation 6.1. The request is being made by the property owners.

CURRENT STATUS/PREVIOUS ACTION TAKEN:
On October 13, 2020, Planning Commission held a public hearing on this matter, a  voted
unanimously, 7-0, to recommend the zoning request of NC-6.1, Neighborhood Conservation 6.1.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

(1) Request is being considered for first reading.

(2) 3553 Texas Road is immediately adjacent to existing City limits. It provides contiguity to 695
Florida Drive.

(3) City water and sewer services are currently available; there is no cost to extend utility services.

(4) A Public Hearing for zoning was held at the October 13, 2020 Planning Commission meeting.

(5) City staff recommends annexation and concurs with Planning Commission’s recommendation
to zone the properties NC-6.1 Neighborhood Conservation 6.1.

PERSONAL NOTES:

ATT C MENTS:

(1) Ordinance

(2) Vicinity Map

(3) Annexation Petitions

Planning Director iy imanaga
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ADOPTED THIS DAY OF

Approved as to form:

James . Peterson, Jr.
City Attorney

, 2020

Stephen J. Wuk

1 yor

Attest:

ly

pe
rk












DATE:

FLORENCE CITY C(C LETING

November 9, 2020

AGENDA ITEM: Ordinance To Annex and Zone 234 East Shenandoah Lane, TMN 90113-01-120.

DEPARTMEN] )epartment of Plannino Recearch & Development

J

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Request to annex property located at 234 East Shenandoah Lane, Tax Map Number 90113-01-120,
into the City of Florence and zone to NC-6.1, Neighborhood Conservation 6.1. The request is being
ma : by the property owner.

CURRENT STATUS REVIOUS ACTION TAKEN:
On October 13, 2020, Planning Commission held a public hearing on this matter, and voted
unanimously, 7-0, to recommend the zoning request of NC-6.1, Neighborhood Conservation 6.1.

. POINTS 0O CONSIDER:

(1) Request is being considered for first reading.

(2) City water and sewer services are currently available; there is no cost to extend utility services.

(3) A Public Hearing for zoning was held at the October 13, 2020 Planning Commission meeting.

(4) City staff recommends annexation and concurs with Planning Commission’s recommendation
to zone the property NC-6.1 Neighborhood Conservation 6.1.

. PERSONZ NOTES:

ATTAC MENTS:
(1) Ordinance

(2) Vicinity Map

(3) Annexation Petition

Planning Director City Manager
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ADOPTED THIS DAY OF

Approved as to form:

James W. Peterson, Jr.
City Attorney

, 2020

Stephen  Wukela,
ayor

Aman









DATE:

LORENCE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

November 9, 2020

AGENDA ITEM: Ordinance to rezone from Neighborhood Conservation 15 (NC-15) to

Neighborhood Conservation 10 (NC-10) a parcel located on Marion
Avenue, Tax Map Number 90067-03-014.

DEPAR MENT/L /ISTON: DNenartment of Planning, Research & Nevelopment

I

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:

Request to rezone from NC-15 to NC-10 1.67 acres located on Marion Avenue, specifically
identified as Florence County Tax Map Number 90067-03-014. The request is being made by the
property owner, Louie Hopkins.

CURRENT STATUS/PREVIOUS ACTION TAKEN:

(1) On October 13, 2020 Planning Commission held a public hearing on this matter, and voted
unanimously, 7-0 to recommend the rezoning request of NC-10, Neighborhood Conservation
Housing District.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

(1) Request is being considered for first reading.

(2) The proposed zoning is Neighborhood Conservation 10 (NC-10), which is characterized by
single-family detached development and requires minimum lot areas of 10,000 square feet and
minimum lot widths of 80 ft.

(3) The parcel is currently zoned NC-15, which is characterized by single-family detached
development with 15,000 square feet minimum lot areas and 100 ft minimum lot widths.

(4) Adjacent developed properties to the South, East, and West are zoned NC-15; property to the
North is zoned OSR.

(5) The Future Land Use Plan designates the properties as Neighborhood Conservation.

(6) The 1.67 acre lot borders Jeffries Creek and partially lies within the Special Flood Hazard Area
(SFHA). Any development within the SFHA would be regulated per FEMA and local
requirements for floodplain development.

(7) The purpose for the rezoning is to allow the subdivision of the property into three lots for the
development of two single-family detached homes, with the possibility of a third in the future.
This could result in two smaller lots outside of the regulated SFHA and a third larger lot that
would be subject to floodplain development regulations.

(8) The adjacent developed lots are characterized by single-family detached homes with varying
lot widths ranging from 90’ up to 150’ and varying lot areas ranging from approximately 11,000
square feet to approximately 22,000 square feet. The average lot width for the homes along
Marion Avenue is approximately 130’ and the average lot area is approximately .442 acres or
19,254 square feet.



IV. PERSONAL NOTES:

V. ATTACHMENTS:
A. Ordinance
B. Location Map
C. Current Zoning Map
D. Future Land Use Map

J

]. ARG, L/ 1LV LUL VALY 1viallagcl



ORDINANCE NO. 2020-

AN OF INANCE TO REZOM I OPF TY IDENTIFIED AS TAX MAP M MBI .
90067-03-( 1+ LOCATED _ONG MARION AV NUE FROM NC-15 NEIGHBORHOOD
CONSI VATION-15 ZONING DISTRICT TO NC-10 NEIGHBORHOOD
CONSE VATION-. ZONING DISTRICT

WHE EAS, a Public Hearing was held in City Council Chambers on October 13, 2020 at 6:00
P.M. before the City of Florence Planning Commission and notice of said hearing was duly given;

WHEREAS, Louie Hopkins made application to rezone from NC-15, Neighborhood
Conservation-15 District to NC-10, Neighborhood Conservation-10 District;

WHEREAS, Florence City Council concurs in the aforesaid application, findings and
recommendations:

NOW, THEF FORE BE IT ¢  AINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FLORENCE IN MEETING DULY ASSEMBLED AND BY THE AUTHORITY
THEREC

1. That an Ordinance is hereby adopted by amending the oning Atlas of the City of
Florence for the aforesaid property to NC-10 Neighborhood Conservation-10 District;

2. That this Ordinance shall become effective seven days upon its approval and adoption
by the City Council of the City of Florence and posting of this amendment in the official

Zoning Afl~-

EXECUTE 'ONONE (1) ADI TNTONAL PAGE



Ordinance No. 2020-
Page 2

ADOPTED THIS DAY OF , 2020

A] roved as to form:

James W. Peterson, Jr. §épnen J. Wukela
City Attorney Mayor
Attest:

Amanda P. Pope
[unic al Clerk












FLORENCE CITY COUNCIL MEE™ \G

DATE: November 9, 2020
AGEM Al M: Report to Council
DEPARTN NT/DIVISION: City Council

l. ISSUE UNL R CONSIDERATION

A Resolution pursuant to Section I., Il., and Ill. of Ordinance No. 2020-28, to extend the
emergency term and the application of said Ordinance by an additional sixty (60) days.

Il. CURRENT STATUS/PREVIOUS ACTION TAKEN

A. On September 14, 2020 City Council adopted Emergency Ordinance to extend
emergency measures put in place previously by Emergency Ordinances No. 2020-20,
2020-12, and 2020-13 to include the requirement established that individuals wear face
coverings in establishments open to the public and foodservice establishments, and
other matters related in response to the COVID-19 emergency.

lll. POINTS O CONSIL R
A. The City has determined that conducting meetings in the ordinary course and in the
usual manner would create a public health hazard by involving a gathering in which
minimum social distancing could not be reliably observed.
B. The Resolution will extend the term of Ordinance No. 2020-28 by an additional 60 days.
IV. ATTACHMENTS

A. Proposed Resolution



RESOLUTION NO. 2020-21

A RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO SECTION Lb, ILb. and III OF ORDINANCE NO.
2020-28 TO EXTEND THE EME 5SENCY TER! AND THE Al LICATION OF SAID
ORDINANCE BY AN ADDITIONAL SIXTY (60) DAYS.

1. Incident to adoption of the Resolution, City Council (“Council”) reiterates and adopts
the findings of fact set out in Ordinance No. 2020-28 and specifically finds that the

emergency situation created by the 2019 Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic
situation continues to exist.

2. City Council adopts this Resolution authorizing the extension of the emergency term
and the provisions established by Ordinance No. 2020-28.

NOW, THEREFORE, ASED UPON HE FINDINGS OF FACT REl RENCED AND
S  OUT ABOVE, ITISHI EBY RESOLVE YTE MAYC (AN CITY COUNCIL
( [HE CITY OF FLORENCE, SOUT [ CAROLINA AS FOLLOWS:

a. The City hereby declares that the emergency situation created by the 2019 Novel
Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic situation continues to exist, and, therefore, hereby
extends the Emergency Term established by Ordinance No. 2020-28 for an additional
sixty (60) days with the new expiration date now being January 11, 2021.

ANDITISSOF SOLVI ' THIS 9™ DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2020.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
JAMES W. PETERSON, . STEPHEN J. WUKELA
City Attorney Mayor

ATTEST:

AMANDA P. POPE
Municipal Clerk



EMERGENCY ORDINANCE NO. 2020- 24

AN EMERGENCY ORDINANCE TO EXTEND EMERGENCY MEASURES PUT IN
PLACE REVIOUSLY Y EMERGENCY C DINANCES NO. 2020-20, 2020-12, AND
2020-13 TO INCLUDE THE EQU REMENT ESTABLISHED THAT INDIV. UALS
WEAR FAC COVERINGS IN ESTABLISHMENTS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AND
FOODSERVICE ESTABLISHMENTS, AND OTHER MATTERS RELATED IN
RESPONSE TO THE COY D-19 EMERGENCY.

WHEREAS, the 2019 Novel Coronavirus (“COVID-19”) is a respiratory disease that can result
in serious illness or death by the SARS-CoV-2 virus, which is a new strain of coronavirus
previously unidentified in humans and which can spread from person to person;

WHEREAS, the World Health Organization declared COVID-19 a Public Health Emergency of
International Concern on January 30, 2020;

WHEREAS, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (the “CDC”) has warned of the high
public health threat posed by COVID-19 globally and in the United States;

WHEREAS, on January 31, 2020, the United States Department of Health and Human Services

Secretary declared a public health emergency in the United States for COVID-19 under Section
391 of the Public Health Service Act;

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2020, the President of the United States declared that the COVID-19
outbreak in the United States constitutes a national emergency, which began on March 1, 2020;

WHEREAS, also on March 13, 2020, the Governor of the State of South Carolina (the “State™)
issued Executive Order 2020-08, declaring a State of Emergency based on a determination that the
COVID-19 poses an actual or imminent public health emergency for the State;

WHEREAS, the Governor of the State has subsequently declared a continued State of Emergency
in Executive Orders 2020-15 (March 28, 2020), and it has been repeatedly extended with the latest
being Executive Order 2020-56 issued on August 25, 2020;

WHEREAS, the State and the Florence area have continued to experience an increase in the
number of identified new COVID-19 cases, and the South Carolina Department of Health and
Environmental Control (“DHEC”) has reported that the continuation of emergency measures to

include face covering requirements is making a significant impact on slowing the spread of
COVID-19 cases;

WHEREAS, health authorities, including the CDC, the Surgeon General of the United States, and

DHEC have recommended the use of face coverings as a means of preventing the spread of
COVID-19;



WHEREAS, the South Carolina Attorney General, on June 25, 2020, issued a public statement

that enacting local mask requirements is within the police power of municipalities and is not
preempted by State law;

WHEREAS, the Florence City Council has previously unanimously adopted Emergency
Ordinances designed to properly react to the emergency presented by the pandemic including, but
not limited to Emergency Ordinance No. 2020-20, Emergency Ordinance 2020-13, and
Emergency Ordinance 2020-12;

WHEREAS, it has been determined by the City Council that the extension of the Emergency
Ordinances is in the best interest of the City of Florence and its citizens;

WHEREAS, S.C. Code § 5-7-250(d) provides that “[t]Jo meet public emergencies affecting life,
health, safety or the property of the people, council may adopt emergency ordinances; but such
ordinances shall not levy taxes, grant, renew or extend a franchise or impose or change a service
rate. Every emergency ordinance shall be enacted by the affirmative vote of at least two-thirds of
the members of council present. An emergency ordinance is effective immediately upon its
enactment without regard to any reading, public hearing, publication requirements, or public notice
requirements. Emergency ordinances shall expire automatically as of the sixty-first day following
the date of enactment;” and

WHEREAS, this Ordinance has been approved by at least two-thirds of the Councilmembers
present at the meeting in which it was considered;

NOW, 1 [EF FORE, it is hereby ordained by the City Council of the City of Florence as
follows:

Extension of Emergency Ordinance No. 2020-20

(a) The City hereby declares that the emergency situation created by the 2019 Novel
Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic situation continues to exist, and, therefore, all
of the provisions contained in Emergency Ordinance No. 2020-020 previously
adopted are hereby extended for an additional sixty (60) days as fully as if set forth
verbatim herein.

) This Ordinance shall expire automatically at Midnight on November 11, 2020
unless its Term is extended by City Council by resolution for one or more additional
terms, each such term for no more than sixty days, provided that the aggregate term
of the Emergency Term, including all such extensions, does not exceed six months.

IL. Extension of rovisions in Emergency Ordinances No. 2020-12
(a) The City hereby declares that the emergency situation created by the 2019 Novel

Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic situation continues to exist, and, therefore, all
of the provisions contained in Emergency Ordinance No. 2020-012 previously

Page 2 of 3



adopted are hereby extended for an additional sixty (60) days as fully as if set forth
verbatim herein.

This Ordinance shall expire automatically at Midnight on November 11, 2020
unless its Term is extended by City Council by resolution for one or more additional
terms, each such term for no more than sixty days, provided that the aggregate term
of the Emergency Term, including all such extensions, does not exceed six months.

III. Extension of Provisions in Emergency Ordinances No. 2020-13

(2)

(b)

The City hereby declares that the emergency situation created by the 2019 Novel
Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic situation continues to exist, and, therefore, all
of the provisions contained in Emergency Ordinance No. 2020-013 previously
adopted are hereby extended for an additional sixty (60) days as fully as if set forth
verbatim herein.

This Ordinance shall expire automatically at Midnight on November 11, 2020
unless its Term is extended by City Council by resolution for one or more additional
terms, each such term for no more than sixty days, provided that the aggregate term
of the Emergency Term, including all such extensions, does not exceed six months.

IV. Effective Date and Time. This Emergency Ordinance shall take immediately upon its
adoption by at least two-thirds of the Councilmembers present.

ADOPTED THIS |57 day of September, 2020.

Ap

orm:

1ES W. PETERSON, VR, STEPHEN J
ity Attorney

Mayor

Attest: \

Ananda Pope
Municip: Clerk
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RESOLUTION NO. 2020-19

A RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO SEC1 ON 3 OF ORDINANCE NO. 2020-13 TO
XTEND THE EMERGENCY TERM AND THE APPLICATION OF SAID ORDINANCE
BY AN ADDITIONAL SIXTY (60) DAYS.

1.. Incident ) adoption of the Resolution, City Council (“Council”) reiterates and adopts
the findings of fact set out in Ordinance No. 2020-13 and specifically finds that the
emergency situation created by the 2( 9 Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic
situation continues to exist.

2. City Council adopts this Resolution authorizing the extension of the emergency term
and the provisions established by Ordinance No. 2020-13.

NOW, THEREFORE, BASE  PON THE FINDINGS OF FACT REFERENCED AND
SET OU 2 OVE,ITIS HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AN CITY COUNCIL
OF T i CITY OF FLORENCE, SOUTH CAROLINA AS FOLLOWS:

a. The City hereby declares that the emergency situation created by the 2019 Novel
Coronavirus (COVID-19) pan mic situation continues to exist, and, therefore, hereby
extends the Emergency Term established by Ordinance No. 2020-13 for an additional
sixty (60) days with the new expiration date now being October 11, 2020.

AND IT IS SO RESOLVED THIS 10™ DAY OF AUGUST, 2020.

.; A
ATTEST:

Municipal Clerk

APPROY D AS TO FORM:

—

J?VMES W. PETERSON,

STEPHE

City A )rney Mayor \



FLOF NCE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

DATE: November 9, 2020
AGEM AT M: Report to Council
DEPARTMENT/DIVIS DN: City Council

Iv.

ISSUE U R CONSIL RATION

A request to proclaim Friday, December 4, 2020 as Arbor Day in the City of Florence.

. CURRENT STATUS/PREVIOUS ACTION TAKEN

The City of Florence began its Tree City USA program in 1980 and the Growth Award
program in 2005. City Council has previously designated the first Friday in the month of
December each year as Arbor Day in the City of Florence.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

1. In order for the City to be eligible for the Tree City USA award, the National Arbor Day
Foundation requires that the City sponsor an Arbor Day Celebration.

2. The Tree City USA program, sponsored by the Arbor Day Foundation in cooperation
with the USDA Forest Service and the National Association of State Foresters, provides
direction, technical assistance, public attention, and national recognition for urban and
community forestry programs in thousands of cities.

3. The City of Florence has been recognized by the National Arbor Day Foundation as a
Tree City USA for 40 consecutive years.

STAFF RECOMMEN ATION:

1. Staff recommends City Council approve the Resolution and proclaim Friday, December
4, 2020 as Arbor Day in the City of Florence.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution Number 2020-22

(/llal 1T 1ve L UPU, Jia

City Manager Public Works Director



(STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA)

(

(CITY OF

)
FLORENCE)

RESOLUTION NO. 2020-22

A RESOLUTION PROCLAIMING FRIDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2020 AS ARBOR DAY IN THE

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

( Y OF FLORENCE

In 1872 the first Arbor Day was observed with the planting of more than a million trees in
Nebraska;

Arbor Day is now observed throughout the nation and the world; and

trees can reduce erosion, moderate the temperature, clean the air, produce oxygen and
provide habitat for wildlife; and

trees are a renewable resource giving us paper, wood for our homes, fuel for our fires and
countless other wood products; and

trees in our city increase property values, enhance the economic vitality of business areas,
and beautify our community; and

trees are a source of joy and spiritual renewal; and

Florence has been recognized as a Tree City USA by the National A or Day Foundation and
desires to continue its tree planting ways.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Florence, South Carolina, hereby
declares December 4, 2020 as

ARBOR DAY

in the City of Florence, and all citizens are urged to support efforts to care for our trees and woodlands and to
support our City’s community forestry program.

AND IT IS SO RESOLVED, this 9t day of November, 2020.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

JAMES W. PETERSON, JR. STEPHEN J. WUKELA
CITY ATTORNEY MAYOR
ATTEST:

AMANDA P. POPE
MUNICIPAL CLERK



DATE:

FLORENCE CITY CcOr™* T ETING

November 9, 2020

AGENDA ITEM: A Resolution to adopt the COVID-19 CARES Act Budget of $312,331

DEPARTMENT/DIVISION: Department of Planning, Research & Development

I

ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION:
A resolution to adopt the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (CARES Act)
budget for the additional allocation of funds totaling $312,331 for fiscal year 2020-2021.

CURRENT STATUS/PREVIOUS ACTION TAKEN:

(1) On May 11, 2020 the City of Florence adopted a Community Development Block Grant
budget for the initial allocation of Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act
(CARES Act) funds totaling $161,263 for fiscal year 2020-2021.

(2) On September 11, 2020, the City of Florence was allocated an additional $312,331 focusing
on communities with higher risk of eviction.

POINTS TO CONSIDER:

(1) On March 27, 2020, the president signed the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security
Act (CARES Act). The $2 trillion aid package provides financial aid to families and
businesses impacted by the COVID-19 coronavirus pandemic.

(2) September 11, 2020, the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development
Secretary announced the allocation of the remaining $1.98 billion in CARES Act funding, of
which, the City of Florence has been allocated an additional $312,331.

(3) According to SCDHEC, there have been 5,527 positive cases of COVID-19 in Florence
County (as of November 3, 2020).

(4) From March 15, 2020 through October 29, 2020, there were 20,643 initial claims for
unemployment benefits in Florence County.

(5) The City of Florence conducted a public hearing on November 4, 2020 to gather input on the
use of the CARES Act funding,.

(6) Staff recommends the approval and adoption of the budget for the additional funds
($312,331) as presented.

ATTACHMENTS:

Resolution to adopt the COVID-19 CARES Act Budget of $312,331

Planning Director City Manager



Resolution No. 2020

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF FLORENCE, SOUTH CAROLINA

WHEREAS, the City of Florence is an Entitlement City as defined by the United States
Department of Housing and Urban Development; and

WHEREAS, on March 27, 2020, the president signed the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and
Economic Security Act (CARES Act). The $2 trillion aid package provides financial aid
to families and businesses impacted by the COVID-19 coronavirus pandemic; and

WHEREAS, on May 11, 2020 the City of Florence adopted a Community Development
Block Grant budget for the initial allocation of Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic
Security Act (CARES Act) funds totaling $161,263 for fiscal year 2020-2021; and

WHEREAS, on September 11, 2020, the United States Department of Housing and
Urban Development Secretary announced the allocation of the remaining $1.98 billion in
Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (CARES Act) funding, of which,
the City of Florence has been allocated an additional $312,331; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Florence is required by the United States Department of
Housing and Urban Development to approve and adopt a Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and
Economic Security Act (CARES Act) budget.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Florence,
South Carolina in a meeting duly assembled do hereby adopt the following Community
Development Block Grant budget for the additional allocation of funds totaling $312,331
for fiscal year 2020-2021:

Lighthouse Ministries $ 1 2331
Harvest Hope Food Bank $ 50,000
Manna House $ 50,000
Meals on Wheels $ 50,0 )
My Brother’s Keeper S lter $ 50,000
TOTAL $312.331
ADOPTED, this 9th day of November, 2020.
Approved as to form:
James W. Peterson, Jr. Steven Wukela, Mayor o
City Attorney
Attest:
Amanda P. Pope

Municipal Clerk



FLORENCE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

DATE: November 9, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: Report to Council
EPARTMENT/DIVISION: City Council

. ISSUE UNDER CONSIDE ATION

Council will consider nominations for City Boards and/or Commissions.
. CL REM STATUS/PREVIOUS ACTION TAKEN

A. There are three (3) Boards or Commissions that have vacancies.
lll. ATTACHMENTS

A. Spreadsheet of Council Nominations to Boards and Commissions.
B. Applications received.

Jott

Scotty Da\lis
City Manager Deputy City Manager



SCHEDULE OF COUNCIL NOMINATIONS TO BOARDS AND C(

IMISSIONS - NOVEMBER 2020

District 1

District 2

District 3

At-Large 1

At-Large 2

At-Large-3

Mayor

Ervin

Moore

Brand

Jebaily

Wms-Blake

Willic

X

Whitkela




DESIGN RE\ W BOARD

NOMINATIONS:

There is one (1) vacancy* on the Design Review Board.

* Mr. Tom Kolias has indicated that he would not like to be considered for
reappointment. Mr. Kolias fulfilled the requirement of a person specifically qualified
by reason of education, training, or experience in landscape design.

Al OINTMENT EQUIREMENTS:

This appointment requires a person specifically qualified by reason of education,
training, or experience in landscape design.

COUNC N Mi R(S) TO MAKE NOMINATION:
e Councilwoman Ervin

NEW APPLICANTS:

e Erik J. Healy (meets qualifications)
ATTACHMENTS:

e Section of City Code — Appointment requirements.
o Application received.



Sec. 16-31. - Membership.

The City of Florence Design Review Board shall consist of ten (10) members appointed by the Mayor
and City Council of Florence, South Carolina. All members of the board shall have an interest in historic
preservation. Membership on the board shall be composed as follows: One (1) professional architect; one
(1) historian, knowledgeable in local history; one (1) person either specifically qualified by reason of
education, training, or experience in the financing of commercial and residential real property or in the
area of real estate; one (1) person actively engaged in business, commerce, or industry; one (1)
commercial general contractor duly licensed by the State of South Carolina; one (1) professional
structural engineer; one (1) person specifically qualified by reason of education, training, or experience in
landscape design; and one (1) at large resident of the City of Florence; and two (2) persons actively
engaged in business, commerce, or industry within the Downtown Central District as established by
Section 2.9, et seq., of the Zoning Ordinance. At all times, at least six (6) members of the Design Review
Board shall be residents of the City of Florence.

(Ord. No. 2005-16, § 1, 6-13-2005; Ord. No. 2005-23, § 1, 8-8-2005; Ord. No. 2011-05, § 1, 1-
31-2011)

Sec. 16-32. - Terms and rules of membership.

(a) The members of the Florence Design Review Board appointed by city council, giving consideration
to the recommendations of the board. Upon appointment the members shall serve four-year terms,
or until successors are appointed, whichever is later. Provided, however, the terms of initial
appointees shall be staggered so that two (2) of the appointees shall serve initial terms of two (2)
years, four (4) of the appointees shall serve initial terms of four (4) years, and four (4) of the
appointees shall serve initial terms of three (3) years. After completion of the initial terms, all
members of the design review board appointed by city council shall serve four-year terms.

(b) Members appointed by city council may be appointed to succeed themselves up to a maximum of
three (3) full terms. Thereafter, such members may be appointed only after they have been off of the
design review board for at least one (1) year.

(c) The mayor and council may remove any member appointed by city council by majority vote of the
council for cause, including repeated failure to attend meetings of the board or for any other cause
deemed sufficient by the city council. If any place on the board becomes vacant due to resignation,
removal, or for any reason, the city council shall appoint a replacement within sixty (60) days for the
remainder of the unexpired term.

(d) As required by S.C. Code § 6-29-870(C), no members shall hold any other municipal office or hold
any position in the city, and all members shall serve without pay. Members may be reimbursed by
the City of Florence for actual expenses incurred in the performance of their duties from available
funds approved in advance.

(e) Conflicts of interest. Any member of the board who has a personal or financial interest, either
directly or indirectly, in any property which is the subject of, or affected by, a decision of the board
shall be disqualified from participating in the decision of the board concerning the property.

(f) Liability of members. Any member of the board acting within powers granted by the ordinance shall
be relieved from personal liability for any damage and held harmless by the City of Florence. Any suit
brought against any member of the board shall be defended by a legal representative furnished by
the city until the termination of the proceedings.

(Ord. No. 2005-16, § 1, 6-13-2005; Ord. No. 2005-23, § 1, 8-8-2005; Ord. No. 2011-05, § 1, 1-
31-2011)






v.

CONSTRUCTION & MAINTENACE BOARD OF
ADJUSTMENTS & APPEALS

NOMINATIONS:

There is one (1) vacancy* on the Construction and Maintenance Board of Adjustments
and Appeals.

* Ms. Ann Scott has resigned her position on this Board. Ms. Scott fulfilled the
requirement of a Layperson.

COUNC MEMI R(S)TO MAI N WVINATION:

e Mayor Wukela

NEW APPLICANTS:

None

ATTACHMENTS:
e Board requirements.



8/11/2020 Florence, SC Code of Ordinances

Sec. 4-32. - Membership; compensation of members; removal of members; conflicts of interest.

The construction and maintenance board of adjustments and appeals shall consist of nine (9) members
as follows: one architect, one engineer, one electrical contractor, one general contractor, one mechanical
contractor, one plumbing contractor and three (3) laypersons who are residents of the city, provided,
however, at all times at least four (4) of the members will be residents of the Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) area of the city. With the exception of the laypersons, all of the members of the board
shall be licensed by the state in their respective professions and shall have done a significant amount of
business with the city in their respective professions so as to be familiar with the city's code practices.
Substantiation of having done a significant amount of business in the city will be established at the time of
appointment by the prior issuance of business licenses to such individuals, or the businesses with which
they are associated, in three (3) of the last five (5) calendar years. The members of the board shall be
appointed by the mayor with the approval of the city council. They shall serve without compensation.

M« 1bers shall be removed for cause by the mayor and city council upon written charges and a public
hearing. A board member shall not participate in any case in which he has a personal or implied interest,
and all members should avoid the appearance of impropriety. Continued absence of any member from

meetings of the board shall at the discretion of the city council result in his removal from office.

(Ord. No. 2017-06, 8§ 3(Exh. A), 3-13-2017)



HOUSING AUTHORITY BOARD

NOMINATIONS:

There is one (1) vacancy on the Housing Authority Board. A resignation letter was
received from Felicia Smith Charles.

COUNCILMEMBER(S) TO MAKE NOMINATION:

e Councilwoman Ervin

NEW APPLICANTS:

¢ . Lawrence Smith, Il.
e C(Castine Jones

K. .ACHMENTS:

e Resignation letter from Felicia Smith Charles.
e Housing Authority letter of recommendation.
e Applications received.















