
RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

REGULAR SESSION AGENDA

 

APRIL 16, 2013

6:00 PM

 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER HONORABLE KELVIN E. WASHINGTON, SR., CHAIR 

 

INVOCATION THE HONORABLE JULIE-ANN DIXON 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE THE HONORABLE JULIE-ANN DIXON 

 

Approval Of Minutes
 

  1. Regular Session: April 2, 2013 [PAGES 6-14] 

 

Adoption Of The Agenda
 

Report Of The Attorney For Executive Session Items
 

  2. a.   IT Security - Contractual Matter 

 

Citizen's Input
 

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

 

Report Of The County Administrator
 

  

4.

a.  National County Government Month Events: 
 
1.   St. Martin de Porres Elementary School Essay Contest Winner 
 
2.   Meet & Greet, April 18th, 5:30 PM-7:00 PM, Township Auditorium 
 
3.   Employee Appreciation Ice Cream Party, April 24th, 2:00 PM-3:00 PM, 4th Floor 
Conference Room 
 
b.   Bark to the Park 
 
c.   Utilities RFP Update 
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d.   SLBE Recommendations Update 
 
e.   Richland County Recycling Day 

 

Report Of The Clerk Of Council
 

Report Of The Chairman
 

  5. a.   Appointment of Ex Officio Members to Transportation Penny Advisory Committee  

 

Presentations
 

  

6. a.   Midlands Mediation Center, Beth Padgett and Gladys Coles 
 
b.   LRADAC, Debbie Francis 
 
c.   C-SPAN Local Content Vehicles (LCVs) Second Fleet Launch 

 

Approval Of Consent Items
 

  

7. 13-05MA 
Fairways Development 
John Bakhaus 
RU to RS-LD (29.60 Acres) 
Longcreek Plantation 
20401-03-01 [THIRD READING] [PAGES 20-21]

 

  

8. An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 26, Land 
Development; Article IV, Amendments and Procedures; Section 26-54, Subdivision Review and 
Approval; Subsection (c), Processes; Paragraph (3), Major Subdivision Review; Subparagraph A, 
Applicability; so as to properly cross-reference two subsections [THIRD READING] [PAGES 

22-24]

 

  

9. An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article 
V, Rehabilitated Historic Properties; so as to reflect the 2010 Amendments made to Section 4-9-
195 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, 1976, as amended; and to more closely align the 
County's ordinance with that of the City of Columbia [SECOND READING] [PAGES 25-55]

 

Report Of Rules And Appointments Committee
 

1. Notification Of Appointments
 

   10. Accommodations Tax Committee-2 [PAGES 56-62] 

 

   

11. Airport Commission-2; applications were received from the following: [PAGES 63-69]  
 
Stephen Burnette 
Bruce K. Cole* 
John Mark Dean* 
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* Eligible for reappointment 

 

   

12. Board of Assessment Appeals-1; an application was received from [PAGES 70-72] 
 
John F. Kososki 

 

   

13. Board of Zoning Appeals-2; applications were received from the following: [PAGES 73-82] 

 

Susanne H. Cecere* 
Josephine F. Laney 
T. Ralph Meetze* 
Frank Richardson 
 
* Eligible for reappointment 

 

   

14. Business Service Center Appeals Board-2; applications were received from the following 
[PAGES 83-89] 
 
John F. Hamilton, CMA, CPA 
Teri Hutson Salane, Attorney* 
 
* Eligible for reappointment 

 

   

15. Central Midlands Council of Governments-1; an application was received from: [PAGES 

90-92] 

 

Robert Alan Lapin 

 

   16. Employee Grievance Committee-2; no applications were received 

 

   

17. Hospitality Tax Committee-3; applications were received from the following [PAGES 94-

100] 
 
mber Mathis Martin 
Michael Wright 
Robert G. Tunell* 
 
* Eligible for reappointment 

 

   

18. Internal Audit Committee-1; an application was received from: [PAGES 101-103] 

 

. Sandra C. Manning* 
 
* Eligible for reappointment 

 

   

19. Planning Commission-2; applications were received from the following: [PAGES 104-112] 

 
Heather Cairns* 
Kimberly P. Fulton 
Stephen Gilchrist* 
Michael Wright 
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* Eligible for reappointment 

 

2. Discussion From Rules And Appointments Committee
 

   20. Community Relations-3 [PAGES 113-127] 

 

Citizen's Input
 

  21. Must Pertain to Items Not on the Agenda 

 

Executive Session
 

Motion Period
 

  

22. a.     Staff is requested to adjust the OI (Office/Institutional) Zoning Ordinance to remove the 
allowance of only residential building in that classification. A minimal amount of residential can 
be allowed to accommodate the businesses that exist but by virtue of the name it should primarily 
be Office and Institutional, not residential [MALINOWSKI] 
 
b.   Staff is requested to take an in depth look at current Richland County zoning requirements 
and consider categorizing them in a way to allow for more “sub-categories” in the various zoning 
districts. Uses permitted should be worked on for a more cohesive/like uses basis to eliminate the 
general categories currently in existence [MALINOWSKI] 
 
c.   Staff is requested to review with Councilman Malinowski the Priority Investment Areas 
(PIA’S) in Richland County, District 1, and consider their restructuring. The current PIA’s came 
about through some type of staff creative writing with no input from the council member 
representing the area nor the citizens. While there are areas that can be considered for the use of 
PIA application it needs to be done an a more selective basis and not on random generalizations 
as was previously done [MALINOWSKI] 

 

d.   By unanimous consent, I move that Council acknowledge April 22, 2013 as Earth Day, and 
pass the subsequent Resolution supporting Earth Day in Richland County [MANNING] 
 
e.   By unanimous consent, I move that Council acknowledge the week of May 12, 2013 as 
National Police Officer Week and that May 15 be recognized as "Peace Officer's Memorial Day" 
with all flags at County owned properties be lowered to half staff to honor those peace officers 
who gave their lives in service to others [PEARCE] 
 
f.   To review and amend the Dirt Road Paving Program and possibly eliminate the Pave in Place 
and have the Roads Paved this paving season [JACKSON]

 

Adjournment
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Regular Session: April 2, 2013 [PAGES 6-14] 
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   MINUTES OF 
 

 
 

      RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
     REGULAR SESSION 

    TUESDAY, APRIL 2, 2013 
      6:00 p.m. 

 

In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, a copy of the agenda was sent to radio and 

TV stations, newspapers, persons requesting notification, and was posted on the bulletin board 

located in the lobby of the County Administration Building. 

============================================================= 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 

Chair   Kelvin E. Washington, Sr. 
Vice Chair  L. Gregory Pearce, Jr. 
Member  Joyce Dickerson 
Member  Julie-Ann Dixon 
Member  Norman Jackson 
Member  Damon Jeter 
Member  Bill Malinowski 
Member  Jim Manning 
Member  Paul Livingston 
Member  Torrey Rush 
 
Absent   Seth Rose 
 
OTHERS PRESENT – Tony McDonald, Sparty Hammett, Roxanne Ancheta, Elizabeth McLean, 
Justine Jones, Amelia Linder, Sara Salley, Rodolfo Callwood, Geo Price, Dale Welch, Bill 
Peters, David Hoops, Melinda Edwards, Ray Peterson, John Hixon, John Hopkins, Andy Metts, 
Dwight Hanna, Buddy Atkins, Monique Walters, Michelle Onley 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 

The meeting was called to order at approximately 6:14 p.m. 
 

INVOCATION 
 

The Invocation was given by the Honorable Greg Pearce 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session Meeting 
Tuesday, April 2, 2013 
Page Two 
 

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by the Boy Scout Troop from Asbury United Methodist Church 

in Council District 11. 
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

Regular Session: March 19, 2013 – Ms. Dickerson moved, seconded by Mr. Pearce, to 
approve the minutes as distributed.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Zoning Public Hearing: March 26, 2013 – Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, 
to approve the minutes as distributed. 
 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 
 
Mr. Manning moved, seconded by Mr. Livingston, to adopt the agenda as published.  The vote 
in favor was unanimous. 
 

REPORT OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION MATTERS 
 

Ms. McLean stated that the following were potential Executive Session Items: 
 

a. CMRTA Update 
 

b. Lake Katherine 
 

CITIZENS’ INPUT 
 

No one signed up to speak. 
 

REPORT OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
 

Richland County Utilities’ Awards – Mr. McDonald stated that the Utilities Department was 
awarded the 2012 SC DHEC Facility Excellence Award for the Broad River Regional Sewer 
System, as well as, the Lower Richland Wastewater Treatment System.  In addition, Tom 
Papay, a Maintenance Technician, was awarded the 2012 Maintenance Person of the Year. 
 

REPORT OF THE CLERK OF COUNCIL 
 

Midlands Technical College Barbeque—In Honor of the Kaiserslautern Delegation, April 
6th, 6:00-8:00 PM, Terrace of MTC Center of Excellence for Technology, NE Campus – 
Councilman Livingston stated there were two events that he encouraged his colleagues to 
participate in:  the MTC Barbeque, April 6th, 6:00-8:00 PM, Terrace of MTC Center of Excellence 
for Technology, NE Campus and the Columbia World Affairs Council Luncheon, April 8th, Noon-
2 PM, Columbia Marriott. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session Meeting 
Tuesday, April 2, 2013 
Page Three 

 
 

REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN 
 
Bark to the Park 2013 – Mr. Washington encouraged staff and his colleagues to participate in 
Bark to the Park, April 20th, 9:00 AM. 
 
S. Korean Delegation – Mr. Washington stated that a South Korean Delegation may possibly 
be coming to the Midlands on April 22nd.  Additional information will be forwarded to Council. 
 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT ITEM 
 

• An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 6, 
Buildings and Building Regulations; Article II, Administration; Division 2, Building 
Codes and Inspections Director; Section 6-31, Power and Duties; Subsection (E), 
Determination of Alternate Materials and Alternate Methods of Construction; and 
Subsection (F), Reports; so as to properly reference the Building Codes Board of 
Appeals rather than the “Building Codes Board of Adjustment” [THIRD READING] 
 

• 13-05MA, Fairways Development, John Bakhaus, RU to RS-LD (29.60 Acres), 
Longcreek Plantation, 20401-03-01 [SECOND READING] 
 

• An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 26, 
Land Development; Article IV, Amendments and Procedures; Section 26-54, 
Subdivision Review and Approval; Subsection (c), Processes; Paragraph (3), 
Major Subdivision Review; Subparagraph A, Applicability; so as to properly cross-
reference two subsections [SECOND READING] 
 

• Pawmetto Lifeline Contractual Programs 
 

• Customer Service Policy Addition to Employee Handbook 
 

• 2013 Fair Housing Proclamation 
 

• Palmetto Health Alliance and Richland Memorial Hospital Board of Trustees 
MOUs: Elimination of Presentations During a Council Meeting 
 

• Contract Approval with Palmetto Posting, Inc. 
 

• Authorization to Increase the FY13 Iron Mountain Purchase Order Over $100,000 
 

• Columbia’s First HipHop Family Day: Love, Peace & HipHop Funding Request [TO 
DENY] 
 

• Force Main Replacement Funding Request 
 

• Modifying Lease Agreement with Palmetto Health 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session Meeting 
Tuesday, April 2, 2013 
Page Four 

 
 

• Proposed Legislation to Increase SC Gas Taxes [TO DENY] 
 

• Election Commission Funding Request: Richland School District One Special 
Election 
 

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

REPORT OF DEVELOPMENT AND SERVICES COMMITTEE 
 

Expiration of Contracts for Solid Waste Curbside Collection Service Areas 5A, 5B and 7 – 
Mr. Jackson stated that the committee recommended approval of this item.  A discussion took 
place. 
 
Mr. Malinowski made a substitute motion to bid out the contracts.  The motion died for lack of a 
second. 
 
The vote was in favor of the committee’s recommendation. 
 

REPORT OF ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; 
Article V, Rehabilitated Historic Properties; so as to reflect the 2010 Amendments made 
to Section 4-9-195 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, 1976, as amended; and to more 
closely align the County’s ordinance with that of the City of Columbia [FIRST READING] 
– Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. Jackson, to approve this item.  A discussion took place. 
 
The vote in favor was unanimous. 

 
Department of Public Works: Purchase of Tri-Axle Dump Truck – Mr. Malinowski moved, 
seconded by Mr. Jackson, to approve this item.  A discussion took place. 
 
The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
SC 2013 Legislative Exchange Program Funding Request – Ms. Dickerson stated that the 
committee forwarded this item without a recommendation. 
 
Mr. Manning moved, seconded by Mr. Jackson, to approve the funding request.  A discussion 
took place. 
 
Mr. Malinowski made a substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Rush, to deny this request.  A 
discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Pearce made a second substitute motion, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to allocate $5,000 
for this item.  A discussion took place. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session Meeting 
Tuesday, April 2, 2013 
Page Five 

 
 
The vote was in favor of the second substitute motion. 
 
Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. Jeter, to reconsider this item.  The motion failed. 
 
Town of Eastover’s 35th Annual Barbeque Festival Funding Request – Ms. Dickerson 
stated that the committee forwarded this item without a recommendation. 
 
Mr. Manning moved, seconded Mr. Jackson, to fund this request through SERCO, as an 
authorized fiscal agent. A discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Livingston moved, seconded by Mr. Jackson, to amend the motion to state that prior to the 
release of funding staff will receive a budget consistent with other Hospitality recipients.   
 
The vote was in favor of the amended motion. 
 
The motion failed for reconsideration. 
 
POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE – Mr. Jackson recognized that Rep. Neal was in the 
audience. 
 
POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE – Mr. Washington recognized that James Brown, 
Executive Director of the Recreation Commission, was in the audience. 
 

OTHER ITEMS 
 

Parking Meters Pilot Program Update – Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Mr. Pearce, to 
accept the Administrator’s recommendation to continue with the program.  The vote in favor was 
unanimous. 
 
Report of the Regional Recreation Complex: 
 

a. Recommendations: Regional Recreation Complex – Mr. Rush stated that the 
committee recommended to issue no further work authorizations and to terminate 
existing work authorizations.  A discussion took place. 
 
Additional information regarding the land, bonds, and how Council needs to proceed will 
be presented at the Hospitality Tax work session in May. 
 
The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to reconsider this item.  The motion 
failed. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session Meeting 
Tuesday, April 2, 2013 
Page Six 

 
 
Report from Transportation Penny Work Session: 
 

a. Draft SLBE Proposal – Mr. Livingston stated that the recommendation was for Council 
to direct Procurement and the Legal Department to come up with recommendations 
regarding the SLBE.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

b. JTC Recommendations – Mr. Livingston stated that the recommendation was for 
Council to approve the additional duties for the TPAC members, the criteria for the 
prioritization of the projects, along with additional criteria for the greenways proposed by 
the Conservation Commission.  The Transportation Director will come back with 
recommendations on the criteria and weights associated with each criteria. The vote in 
favor was unanimous. 
 

c. Transportation Penny Director – Mr. Livingston stated that the recommendation was 
for Council to direct staff to re-advertise the Transportation Penny Direction position with 
the addition of “SCDOT experience preferred” to the job description and to direct the 
Administrator to determine whom the position will report.  The vote in favor was 
unanimous. 

 
CITIZEN’S INPUT 

 
Mr. Rick Gray spoke regarding recycling container concerns for the residents of Reflections. 
 

MOTION PERIOD 
 

A Resolution honoring Ginny Waller, Executive Director of Sexual Trauma Services for 
the Midlands, as the 2013 recipient of the Francis Marion University and SC Association 
of Nonprofit Organizations’ (SCANPO) Award for Nonprofit Leadership [MANNING] – This 
item was referred to the D&S Committee. 
 
Resolution honoring Deputy Sheila Aull for heroism in the line of duty [DICKERSON] – 
This item was referred to the D&S Committee. 
 
Resolution honoring the Cedar Creek Community for their donation of $1,500 to 
purchase additional lifesaving vests for deputies [DICKERSON] –This item was referred to 
the D&S Committee. 
 
Agencies funded by Richland County discussing budgetary decisions are subject to 
have Richland County staff present [JACKSON] – This item was referred to the A&F 
Committee. 
 
James Brown, III, Executive Director, Richland County Recreation Commission, advised 
they have obtained approval from their Board of Commissioners to request funds to 
purchase 12 ½ acres of land adjacent to Friarsgate Park in District 1. Currently Friarsgate 
Park can no longer handle the volume of youth activities taking place there and is at the 
point of turning them away.  District 1 was allotted less than 1% of the funding from the  
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session Meeting 
Tuesday, April 2, 2013 
Page Seven 

 
 
$50 million Recreation Bond Referendum (.00078% to be exact). The purchase price for 
the land including closing will be $520,000.00. Based on the above I am submitting the 
following motion: Request funding during the upcoming budget meetings to authorize 
the Richland County Recreation Commission to purchase 12 ½ acres of land adjacent to 
Friarsgate Park in the amount of $520,000.00 [MALINOWSKI] – This item was referred to the 
D&S Committee. 
 
Review the ordinance on trash bagging on yard debris. Early results from constituents 
are the cost of purchasing trash bags are costly and the additional physical work for 
some residents bagging the leaves are problematic [JACKSON] – This item was referred to 
the D&S Committee. 
 
National County Government Month Resolution [WASHINGTON] – Mr. Livingston moved, 
seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to adopt the resolution for National County Government Month.  
The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Resolution to recognize Richland County as a Purple Heart County [WASHINGTON] – 
This item was referred to the D&S Committee. 
 
Move that County Council advertise and hire a professional Executive Clerk to Council 
[MANNING] – The Chair will form a committee to address this item. 
 
Resolution recognizing Cameron Wesley as the first African American Postmaster in 
Wagner, South Carolina [JACKSON] – This item was referred to the D&S Committee. 
 
Resolution honoring Dutch Fork Girls Basketball Team on their 2nd State Championship 
[MALINOWSKI] – This item was referred to the D&S Committee. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 7:42 p.m. 
 

 

 

________________________________ 

Kelvin E. Washington, Sr., Chair 

 
 

 

 

________________________________   _____________________________ 

L. Gregory Pearce, Jr., Vice-Chair      Joyce Dickerson 
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__________________________________  ___________________________ 

Julie-Ann Dixon     Norman Jackson 

 

 

 

__________________________________  ____________________________ 

Damon Jeter      Paul Livingston 
 
 

 

__________________________________  ____________________________ 

Bill Malinowski      Jim Manning 

 
 
 

_________________________________  _____________________________ 

Seth Rose      Torrey Rush 
 

 
The minutes were transcribed by Michelle M. Onley 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.   IT Security - Contractual Matter 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

For Items on the Agenda Not Requiring a Public Hearing 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.  National County Government Month Events: 

 

1.   St. Martin de Porres Elementary School Essay Contest Winner 

 

2.   Meet & Greet, April 18th, 5:30 PM-7:00 PM, Township Auditorium 

 

3.   Employee Appreciation Ice Cream Party, April 24th, 2:00 PM-3:00 PM, 4th Floor Conference Room 

 

b.   Bark to the Park 

 

c.   Utilities RFP Update 

 

d.   SLBE Recommendations Update 

 

e.   Richland County Recycling Day 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.   Appointment of Ex Officio Members to Transportation Penny Advisory Committee  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.   Midlands Mediation Center, Beth Padgett and Gladys Coles 

 

b.   LRADAC, Debbie Francis 

 

c.   C-SPAN Local Content Vehicles (LCVs) Second Fleet Launch 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

13-05MA 

Fairways Development 

John Bakhaus 

RU to RS-LD (29.60 Acres) 

Longcreek Plantation 

20401-03-01 [THIRD READING] [PAGES 20-21]

 

Notes

First Reading:   March 26, 2013 

Second Reading:   April 2, 2013 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:   March 26, 2013 
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13-05 MA – Longcreek Plantation 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL OF RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___-13HR 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH 

CAROLINA, AMENDING THE ZONING MAP OF UNINCORPORATED RICHLAND 

COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, TO CHANGE THE ZONING DESIGNATION FOR THE 

REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED AS TMS # 20401-03-01 FROM RU (RURAL DISTRICT) 

TO RS-LD (RESIDENTIAL, SINGLE-FAMILY – LOW DENSITY DISTRICT); AND 

PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.   

 

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

the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY RICHLAND 

COUNTY COUNCIL: 

 

Section I.  The Zoning Map of unincorporated Richland County is hereby amended to change the 

real property described as TMS # 204301-03-01 from RU (Rural District) zoning to RS-LD 

(Residential, Single-Family – Low Density District) zoning. 

 

Section II.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this Ordinance shall be deemed 

to be unconstitutional, or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, 

and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 

 

Section III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict 

with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 

Section IV.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective from and after ___________, 2013. 

   

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

      By:  ________________________________ 

              Kelvin E. Washington, Sr., Chair 

Attest this ________ day of 

 

_____________________, 2013. 

 

 

_____________________________________ 

Michelle M. Onley 

Clerk of Council 

 

 

Public Hearing: March 26, 2013 

First Reading:  March 26, 2013 

Second Reading: April 2, 2013 (tentative) 

Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 26, Land Development; Article IV, 

Amendments and Procedures; Section 26-54, Subdivision Review and Approval; Subsection (c), Processes; 

Paragraph (3), Major Subdivision Review; Subparagraph A, Applicability; so as to properly cross-reference two 

subsections [THIRD READING] [PAGES 22-24]

 

Notes

First Reading:   March 26, 2013 

Second Reading:   April 2, 2013 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:   March 26, 2013 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___–13HR 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES; 

CHAPTER 26, LAND DEVELOPMENT; ARTICLE IV, AMENDMENTS AND 

PROCEDURES; SECTION 26-54, SUBDIVISION REVIEW AND APPROVAL; 

SUBSECTION (C), PROCESSES; PARAGRAPH (3), MAJOR SUBDIVISION REVIEW; 

SUBPARAGRAPH A, APPLICABILITY; SO AS TO PROPERLY CROSS-REFERENCE 

TWO SUBSECTIONS. 

   

Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 

South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL: 

SECTION I.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; Article 

V, Amendments and Procedures; Section 26-54, Subdivision Review and Approval; Subsection 

(c), Processes; Paragraph (3), Major Subdivision Review; Subparagraph a., Applicability; is 

hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

a. Applicability.  The major subdivision review process is required for all those 

subdivisions of land in Richland County that do not meet the requirements for 

exemption from the subdivision review process (See definition of “subdivision” in 

Section 26-22 above) and that do not qualify for administrative or minor 

subdivision review (Section 26-54(bc)(1) and Section 26-54(bc)(2)). Any 

subdivision that involves the dedication of land to the county for open space or 

other public purposes shall be considered a major subdivision. Any major 

subdivision with fewer than fifty (50) lots shall not be required to install 

sidewalks along roads abutting the development.  

 

SECTION II.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 

deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 

subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 

 

SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 

conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 

SECTION IV.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after ___________, 

2013. 

 

      RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

 

      BY:______________________________ 

        Kelvin E. Washington, Sr., Chair 

 

 

Page 23 of 129



2 

 

ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 

 

OF_________________, 2013 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Michelle M. Onley 

Clerk of Council 

 

 

RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 

 

__________________________________ 

Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 

No Opinion Rendered As To Content 

 

 

 

Public Hearing: March 26, 2013 

First Reading:  March 26, 2013 

Second Reading: April 2, 2013 (tentative) 

Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article V, Rehabilitated 

Historic Properties; so as to reflect the 2010 Amendments made to Section 4-9-195 of the South Carolina Code of 

Laws, 1976, as amended; and to more closely align the County's ordinance with that of the City of Columbia 

[SECOND READING] [PAGES 25-55]

 

Notes

March 26, 2013 - The Committee recommended that Council approve the request to (1) amend the County’s Bailey 

Bill ordinance to be consistent with the 2010 amendments to the SC Code of Laws; (2) amend the County’s Bailey Bill 

ordinance to be consistent with the City of Columbia’s ordinance; and (3) discontinue the current practice of 

processing applications for properties that are located in, and have been approved by, the City of Columbia; and (4) 

promote the benefits of the Bailey Bill to residents and businesses, so as to encourage the renovation and 

preservation of historic properties. A motion and friendly amendment were approved to reinsert the following 

language from the proposed draft ordinance which had been previously stricken: Section V. (i) Date Effective: . . . 

"and in no instance may the special assessment be applied retroactively."  

 

First Reading:   April 2, 2013 

Second Reading: 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing: 
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject:  Bailey Bill Ordinance Revisions 
 

A.   Purpose 

County Council is requested to (1) amend the County’s Bailey Bill ordinance to be consistent 
with the 2010 amendments to the SC Code of Laws; (2) amend the County’s Bailey Bill 
ordinance to be consistent with the City of Columbia’s ordinance; and (3) discontinue the 
current practice of processing applications for properties that are located in, and have been 
approved by, the City of Columbia; and (4) promote the benefits of the Bailey Bill to 
residents and businesses, so as to encourage the renovation and preservation of historic 
properties. 
   

B.   Background / Discussion 

This item was brought to Council via the Economic Development Committee in November 
2012.  At that time, it was requested that the County consider aligning its Bailey Bill 
Ordinance with that of the City of Columbia.  It is because of this request that this item is 
before Council at this time. 
 
The “Bailey Bill” is a special property tax assessment, which was passed by the South 
Carolina Legislature in 1992. The bill gives local governments the option of granting 
property tax abatement to encourage the preservation and rehabilitation of historic properties. 
Eligible buildings either must be listed in the National Register of Historic Places or be a 
property that is located within the boundaries of a district that is listed in the National 
Register of Historic Places, and have a main structure that is at least 50 years old. 
 
Eligible properties receive a special assessment equal to the pre-rehabilitation value for up to 
20 years. State law was amended most recently in 2010 to make it a more valuable incentive 
to property owners in addition to giving local governments more flexibility in making it a 
truly valuable incentive in rehabilitating historic buildings. 

 
The table below compares the County’s and the City’s thresholds of initial investment, 
review practices for approval, and the length of time owners can participate in the program. 

 

Richland County City of Columbia 

Minimum required expenditure set at 50% of 
the fair market value of the building for 
owner-occupied properties and 100% for 
income- producing structures. 

Minimum required expenditure set at 20% of 
the fair market value of the building, 
regardless of status (owner-occupied or 
income-producing). 

Plans are reviewed by the SC Department of 
Archives and History for compliance.  In 
any incorporated area that has an 
architectural review board, the municipal 
board shall serve as the reviewing authority. 
 
(PLEASE NOTE:  To date, no Bailey Bill 
applications for structures in unincorporated 
Richland County have been received.  All 

Plans are reviewed by the City’s DDRC -  
Design/Development Review Commission - 
using guidelines established for the district. 
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applications have been for structures located 
in the City of Columbia.) 

Period for special assessment set at a total of 
10 years of abatement.   

Period for special assessment set at a total of 
20 years of abatement. 

 
In comparing the County’s and the City’s current eligibility and minimum expenditure 
requirements, it becomes increasingly clear why the differences in both requirements have 
created confusion for program participants. 
 
The following are several other potential benefits of approving the requested amendments: 
 

• The playing field will be leveled by “grandfathering” the properties which were 
approved under the previous guidelines. This would ensure all participants are able to 
take full advantage of the 20-year special assessment period.  

• Minimize confusion regarding the program’s requirements by making the provisions 
much clearer to participants, attorneys and developers who have erroneously 
consulted their clients and/or undertaken projects believing the County’s and City’s 
terms were the same. 

• This amendment is consistent with the original intent of the Bill, which is to restore 
and maintain historic structures, both residential and commercial. These structures 
have a higher intrinsic value, enhance the community and bring real dollars in to the 
local community. 

 
Approving the revised ordinance to make it parallel with the provisions of the City will not 
only encourage owners of older buildings to invest in renovating and preserving historic 
properties, but will also create more attractive places for businesses and residents to develop 
and thrive. Further, in addition to increasing the County’s tax base, the proposed revisions 
provide Richland County the ability to make this a truly valuable incentive to rehabilitate 
historic buildings.  It is in Richland County’s best interests to encourage the owners of older 
buildings to make the investments necessary to maintain or rehabilitate these structures so 
they can enhance the community.  These revisions will promote economic development, 
foster a more business-friendly environment, and clarify any confusion that currently exists 
between the County’s and City’s Bailey Bill ordinances. 
 
It is also in the County’s best interests to simplify the current practice of processing 
applications that are located in, and have received prior approval from, the City. By doing so, 
the County can streamline the process by notifying the Auditor’s Office, which will adjust 
the applicant’s tax rate based on approval from the City. The Assessor’s Office will then 
make the corresponding adjustment in the tax rate for the following tax year. This could be 
done upon receipt of a confirmation letter from the City that an applicant has been approved. 
Properties located in the unincorporated areas of Richland County would undergo a formal 
application process, but would receive the same benefits as properties located in the city of 
Columbia. 
 
It is also recommended that the County promote the benefits of the Bailey Bill to its residents 
and businesses, so as to encourage the renovation and preservation of historic properties. 
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Attached are Appendix 1, the County’s Rehabilitated Historic Properties for 2008 – 2012 
(source:  Auditor’s Office); Appendix 2, the County’s current Bailey Bill Ordinance; 
Appendix 3, the City of Columbia’s Bailey Bill Ordinance; Appendix 4, the State of South 
Carolina Bailey Bill Statute; and Appendix 5, the proposed revised County Bailey Bill 
Ordinance which reflects the changes discussed in this document.   
 

C.   Financial Impact 

The financial impact is believed to be minimal because of the extensive renovations the 
properties require, which typically exceed the County’s current 50% threshold. The impact is 
also dependent on the number and value of historic properties that receive special tax 
assessments, as well as the potential economic development benefits from future properties 
which may benefit from the Bailey Bill, but which cannot be determined at this time. 
 

D.   Alternatives 

1.  Amend the County’s Bailey Bill ordinance to be consistent with the 2010 amendments to 
the SC Code of Laws; (2) amend the County’s Bailey Bill ordinance to be consistent with 
the City of Columbia’s ordinance; (3) discontinue the current practice of processing 
applications for properties that are located in, and have been approved by, the City of 
Columbia; and (4) promote the benefits of the Bailey Bill to residents and businesses, so 
as to encourage the renovation and preservation of historic properties. 

2. Approve the request to adopt an amended ordinance that is partially consistent with the 
City of Columbia. 

3.  Do not approve any amendments or processes at this time. 
 

E.   Recommendation 

It is recommended that Council (1) amend the County’s Bailey Bill ordinance to be 
consistent with the 2010 amendments to the SC Code of Laws; (2) amend the County’s 
Bailey Bill ordinance to be consistent with the City of Columbia’s ordinance; (3) discontinue 
the current practice of processing applications for properties that are located in, and have 
been approved by, the City of Columbia; and (4) promote the benefits of the Bailey Bill to 
residents and businesses, so as to encourage the renovation and preservation of historic 
properties. 

 
Recommended by: Justine Jones     Department:  Administration  Date: 2/28/13 

 

F.   Reviews 

Finance 

Reviewed by:  Daniel Driggers   Date:  3/18/13    
� Recommend Council approval  � Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:   

 

Economic Development 

Reviewed by:  Nelson Lindsay   Date:      
� Recommend Council approval   � Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  Approval of this amendment would 
encourage the renovation and preservation of historic properties in Richland County 
thereby spurring economic development opportunities. 
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Assessor 

Reviewed by:  John Cloyd   Date:   3/18/13   
� Recommend Council approval   � Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  Properties in the city of Columbia should 
receive approval from the City of Columbia. Properties in unincorporated Richland 
County should receive approval from Richland County. 

 

Auditor 

Reviewed by:  Paul Brawley   Date:      
� Recommend Council approval   � Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:   

 

Treasurer 

Reviewed by:  David Adams   Date:      
� Recommend Council approval   � Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:   

 

Legal 

Reviewed by: Elizabeth McLean   Date: 3/21/13 
 � Recommend Council approval  � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: Policy decision left to Council’s discretion.  
The following are my recommendations regarding the specific ordinance amendment 
attached: 
 
Section 23-63 (b)(3) – This section uses verbatim language from the state law; 
however, the state law does not mention the establishment of any criteria (as in 
section (b)(2)) for county council to designate an area as an historic district.  I would 
recommend that this section include language which states that this designation will 
be based on criteria established by county council. 
 
Section 23-64 (k) – This section deals with decertification, which would end the 
special assessment.    Subsection (k)(2) allows the property to be decertified by 
removal of the historic designation by the county council.  Again this language comes 
specifically from the state statute, but it gives no guidance on how or why such a 
designation would be removed.  This language allows a tremendous discretion on the 
part of council that could potentially dramatically affect a property’s tax assessment, 
an assessment which a property owner relied upon a county ordinance to obtain with 
an expectation that the assessment would remain for the full 20 years absent some 
compelling reason to remove such.  I would strongly recommend language be added 
that states that this decertification shall be based on criteria established by council.  
 
Subsection (k)(3) allows for decertification if the county council finds that the 
property is no longer a low or moderate income rental.  The state statute (Bailey Bill) 
allows the county to offer the special tax assessment for rehabilitated historic 
properties and/or for low to moderate income rental properties.  Neither our current 
ordinance nor the proposed ordinance avails itself of the application to low or 
moderate income rental property; thus, this decertification language makes no sense 
as a property cannot be certified at all on these grounds.  The language should be 
deleted.  

Page 29 of 129



 

 

Administration 

Reviewed by: Roxanne Ancheta   Date: March 21, 2013 
 � Recommend Council approval  � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  It is recommended that Council (1) amend 
the County’s Bailey Bill ordinance to be consistent with the 2010 amendments to the 
SC Code of Laws; (2) amend the County’s Bailey Bill ordinance to be consistent with 
the City of Columbia’s ordinance; (3) discontinue the current practice of processing 
applications for properties that are located in, and have been approved by, the City of 
Columbia; and (4) promote the benefits of the Bailey Bill to residents and businesses, 
so as to encourage the renovation and preservation of historic properties.   
 
It is further recommended that the aforementioned revisions mentioned by Legal be 
made. 
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          Appendix 2 

 

Richland County Bailey Bill Ordinance 

 

Article V. Rehabilitated Historic Properties 

Sec. 23-60. Special Tax Assessment Created. 

     A special tax assessment is created for eligible rehabilitated historic properties for a period of 
ten years equal to the assessed value of the property at the time of preliminary certification. 

(Ord. No. 047-08HR, § II, 9-9-08) 

Sec. 23-61. Purpose. 

     It is the purpose of this Article to: 

          (1)     Encourage the rehabilitation of historic properties; 

          (2)     Promote community development and redevelopment; 

          (3)     Encourage sound community planning; and 

          (4)     Promote the general health, safety, and welfare of the community. 

(Ord. No. 047-08HR, § II, 9-9-08) 

Sec. 23-62. Eligible Properties. 

     (a)     Certification.  In order to be eligible for the special tax assessment, historic properties 
must receive preliminary and final certification. 

          (1)     Preliminary certification. To receive preliminary certification a property must meet 
the following conditions: 

               a.     The property meets the requirements for historic designation as established in this 
section. 

               b.     The proposed rehabilitation work receives a recommendation of approval from the 
appropriate architectural reviewing authority (hereinafter “reviewing authority”) and is 
consistent with the rehabilitation standards as set forth in this article. The reviewing authority 
shall review all improvements associated with the rehabilitation and make a recommendation to 
the county regarding the project’s eligibility. For the purpose of this article, the reviewing 
authority shall be defined as follows: 

                    1.     In any municipality that has an architectural review board, the municipal board 
shall serve as the reviewing authority. 
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                    2.     In the unincorporated areas of the county, and within any municipality that 
does not have an architectural review board, the South Carolina Department of Archives and 
History shall serve as the reviewing authority. 

               c.     Be a project that commenced by or after August 17, 2004 to the date of the 
adoption of this ordinance and work was permitted to have begun prior to receiving preliminary 
certification, or 

               d.     Be a project that commences on or after the date of the adoption of this ordinance. 

          (2)     Final certification. To be eligible for final certification, a property must have met the 
following conditions: 

               a.     The property has received preliminary certification. 

               b.     The minimum expenditures for rehabilitation as set forth in this article have been 
incurred and paid. 

               c.     The completed rehabilitation receives a recommendation for approval from the 
reviewing authority as being consistent with the plans approved by the reviewing authority 
during preliminary certification. 

               d.     All application fees have been paid in full by the applicant. 

               e.     The property has met all other requirements of this article. 

     (b)     Historic designation.  In order to be eligible for the special tax assessment, the property 
must meet one of the following criteria: 

          (1)     The property must be listed on the National Register of Historic Places, or 

          (2)     The property must be located within an historic district that is listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places and the primary structure to be rehabilitated must be at least fifty 
years old. 

(Ord. No. 047-08HR, § II, 9-9-08) 

Sec. 23-63. Eligible rehabilitation. 

     (a)     Standards for rehabilitation. To be eligible for the special tax assessment, historic 
rehabilitations must be conducted according to the following standards: 

          (1)     The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of 
historic materials or alterations or of features and spaces that characterize each property shall be 
avoided. 

          (2)     Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of historical development shall not be undertaken. 
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          (3)     Most properties change over time. Those changes that have acquired historic 
significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 

          (4)     Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property should be preserved. 

          (5)     Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the 
severity of deterioration requires replacement or of a distinctive feature, the new should match 
the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. 
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical or pictorial 
evidence. 

          (6)     Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic 
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken 
using the most gentle means possible. 

          (7)     New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy 
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the 
old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale and architectural features to protect the 
historic integrity of the historic property and its environment. 

          (8)     New additions and adjacent new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner 
that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its 
environment would be unimpaired. 

     (b)     Work to be reviewed. The following work will be reviewed according to the standards 
set forth above: 

          (1)     Repairs to the exterior of the designated building. 

          (2)     Alterations to the exterior of the designated building. 

          (3)     New construction on the property on which the building is located, including site 
work. 

          (4)     Alterations to interior primary public spaces, as defined by the reviewing authority. 

          (5)     Any remaining work where the expenditures for such work are being used to satisfy 
the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation, including, but not limited to, alterations made to 
mechanical, plumbing and electrical systems. 

     (c)     Minimum expenditures for rehabilitation.  To be eligible for the special property tax 
assessment, the owner or the owner’s estate must meet the minimum expenditures for 
rehabilitation: 

          (1)     For owner-occupied, non-income producing properties, the minimum investment 
shall be fifty percent (50%) of the fair market value of the property. 
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          (2)     For income-producing or non-owner occupied properties, the minimum investment 
shall be one hundred percent (100%) of the fair market value of the property. 

     Fair market value means the appraised value as certified to the county by a real estate 
appraiser licensed by the State of South Carolina, the sales price as delineated in a bona fide 
contract of sale within twelve months of the time it is submitted, or the most recent appraised 
value published by the Richland County Tax Assessor. 

     (d)     Expenditures for rehabilitation means the actual cost of rehabilitation relating to one or 
more of the following: 

          (1)     Improvements located on or within the historic building as designated. 

          (2)     Improvements outside of but directly attached to the historic building which are 
necessary to make the building fully useable (such as vertical circulation) but shall not include 
rentable/habitable floorspace attributable to new construction. 

          (3)     Architectural and engineering services attributable to the design of the 
improvements. 

          (4)     Costs necessary to maintain the historic character or integrity of the building. 

     (e)     Scope. The special tax assessment may apply to the following: 

          (1)     Structure(s) rehabilitated; 

          (2)     Real property on which the building is located. 

     (f)     Time limits.  To be eligible for the special tax assessment, rehabilitations must be 
completed within two (2) years of the date of preliminary certification. If the project is not 
complete after two years, but the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation have been incurred, 
the property continues to receive the special assessment until the project is completed or until the 
end of the special assessment period, whichever shall occur first. 

(Ord. No. 047-08HR, § II, 9-9-08) 

Sec. 23-64. Process. 

     (a)     Fee required.  There is a fee required for the review of rehabilitation work during the 
final certification process. Final certification of the property will not be given until the fee has 
been paid in full by the applicant. Fees shall be made payable to Richland County. The amount 
of the fee shall be as follows: 

          (1)     For owner-occupied, non-income producing properties, the fee shall be one hundred 
and fifty dollars ($150.00). 

          (2)     For income-producing or non-owner occupied properties, the fee shall be three 
hundred dollars ($300.00). 
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     (b)     Plan required.  Owners of property seeking approval of rehabilitation work must 
submit a completed rehabilitation of historic property application with supporting documentation 
to the county administrator or his designee prior to beginning work. Rehabilitation work 
conducted prior to approval of the application is done so at the risk of the property owner. 

     (c)     Preliminary certification.  Upon receipt of the completed application, the county 
administrator or his designee shall submit the plan to the reviewing authority for a 
recommendation as to whether the project is consistent with the standards for rehabilitation. 
Upon receipt of the reviewing authority’s recommendation, the county administrator or his 
designee shall notify the owner in writing.  Upon receipt of this determination, the property 
owner may: 

          (1)     If the application is approved, begin rehabilitation; 

          (2)     If the application is not approved, he/she may revise such application in accordance 
with comments provided by reviewing authority. 

     (d)     Substantive changes. Once preliminary certification is granted to an application, 
substantive changes must be approved in writing by the county administrator or his 
designee.  Any substantive changes made to the property during rehabilitation that are not 
approved by county administrator or his designee, upon review and recommendation of the 
reviewing authority, are conducted at the risk of the property owner and may disqualify the 
project from eligibility during the final certification process. 

     (e)     Final certification.  Upon completion of the project, the property must receive final 
certification in order to be eligible for the special assessment.  The reviewing authority shall 
inspect completed projects to determine if the work is consistent with the approval recommended 
by the reviewing authority and granted by the county during preliminary certification.  The 
review process for final certification shall be established by the reviewing authority and may 
include a physical inspection of the property.  The reviewing authority shall notify the applicant 
in writing of its recommendation.  If the applicant wishes to appeal the reviewing authority’s 
recommendation, the appeal must follow the reviewing authority’s appeals process. The county 
administrator or his designee may grant final certification only if the following conditions have 
been met: 

          (1)     The completed work meets the standards for rehabilitation as established in this 
article; 

          (2)     Verification is made that the minimum expenditures have been have been incurred in 
accordance with the provisions of this article; and 

          (3)     Any fee(s) shall be paid in full. 

     Upon receiving final certification, the property will be assessed for the remainder of the 
special assessment period on the fair market value of the property at the time the preliminary 
certification was made or the final certification was made, whichever occurred earlier. 
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     (f)     Additional work.  For the remainder of the special assessment period after final 
certification, the property owner shall notify the county administrator or his designee of any 
additional work, other than ordinary maintenance, prior to the work beginning. The reviewing 
authority shall review the work and make a recommendation to the county administrator or his 
designee whether the overall project is consistent with the standards for rehabilitation.  The 
county administrator or his designee shall notify the property owner in writing if the overall 
project is consistent with the standards for rehabilitation.  If the additional work is found to be 
inconsistent by the reviewing authority, the county administrator or his designee shall notify the 
owner in writing within thirty (30) days of its decision to rescind approval.  The property owner 
may withdraw his/her request and cancel or revise the proposed additional work. 

     (g)     Notification. Upon final certification of a rehabilitated historic property, the Richland 
County Assessor, Auditor, and Treasurer shall be notified by the county administrator or his 
designee that such property has been duly certified and is eligible for the special tax assessment. 

     (h)     Application.  Once the final certification has been granted, the owner of the property 
shall make application to the Richland County Auditor for the special assessment provided for 
herein.  The special assessment shall remain in effect for the length of the special assessment 
period, unless the property shall become decertified under the provisions of this section. 

     (i)     Date effective.  If an application for preliminary or final certification is filed by May 
first or the preliminary or final certification is approved by August first, the special assessment 
authorized herein is effective for that year.  Otherwise, it is effective beginning with the 
following year.  The special assessment only begins in the current or future tax years as provided 
for in this section.  The special assessment period shall not exceed ten (10) years in length, and in 
no instance may the special assessment be applied retroactively. 

     (j)     Previously certified properties.  A property certified to receive the special property tax 
assessment under the existing law continues to receive the special assessment in effect at the 
time certification was made. 

     (k)     Decertification.  Once the property has received final certification and assessed as 
rehabilitated historic property, it remains so certified and must be granted the special assessment 
until the property becomes disqualified by any one of the following: 

          (1)     Written notice from the owner to the Richland County Auditor requesting removal 
of the special assessment; 

          (2)     Sale or transfer of ownership, including the sale or transfer of one or more portions 
of the property, during the special assessment period, other than in the course of probate 
proceedings; 

          (3)     Removal of the historic designation by the National Register of Historic Places; or 

          (4)     Rescission of the approval of rehabilitation by the county, at the recommendation of 
the reviewing authority, because of alterations or renovation by the owner or the owner’s estate 
which causes the property to no longer possess the qualities and features which made it eligible 
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for final certification.  Notification of any change affecting eligibility must be given immediately 
to the Richland County Assessor, Auditor, and Treasurer. 

(Ord. No. 047-08HR, § II, 9-9-08) 
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Appendix 3 

  

City of Columbia Bailey Bill Ordinance 

 

DIVISION 5. - SPECIAL PROPERTY TAX ASSESSMENTS FOR REHABILITATED HISTORIC 

PROPERTIES 

Sec. 17-695. - Special tax assessment created.  

A special tax assessment is created for eligible rehabilitated historic properties for 

20 years equal to the appraised value of the property at the time of preliminary 

certification.  

(Ord. No. 2007-063, § I, 9-5-07)  

Sec. 17-696. - Purpose.  

It is the purpose of this division to:  

(1) Encourage the restoration of historic properties; 

(2) Promote community development and redevelopment; 

(3) Encourage sound community planning; and 

(4) Promote the general health, safety, and welfare of the community. 

(Ord. No. 2007-063, § II, 9-5-07)  

Sec. 17-697. - Eligible properties.  

(a) Certification. In order to be eligible for the special tax assessment, historic 

properties must receive preliminary and final certification.  

(1)To receive preliminary certification a property must meet the following 

conditions: 

a. The property has received historic designation. 

b. The proposed rehabilitation work receives approval from the 

design/development review commission (DDRC). 

c. Be a project that commenced by or after August 17, 2004 to the 

date of the adoption of this ordinance and work was permitted to 

have begun prior to receiving preliminary certification; or  

d. Be a project that commences on or after the date of the adoption of 

this ordinance. Preliminary certification must be received prior to 

beginning work.  

(2) To receive final certification, a property must have met the following 

conditions: 

a. The property has received preliminary certification. 

b. The minimum expenditures for rehabilitation were incurred and 

paid. 
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c. The completed rehabilitation receives approval from the secretary 

to the DDRC as being consistent with the plans approved by 

DDRC as part of preliminary certification.  

(b)  Historic designation. As used in this section, "Historic Designation" means the 

property maintains one or more of the following:  

(1)  The property is listed on the National Register of Historic Places either 

individually or as a contributing property in a district.  

(2)  The property is at least 50 years old and is an individual landmark or a 

contributing property in a local district as designated by city council and listed in 

sections 17-681 and 17-691 of the City of Columbia Code of Ordinances.  

(Ord. No. 2007-063, § III, 9-5-07)  

Sec. 17-698. - Eligible rehabilitation. 

(a)  Standards for rehabilitation work. To be eligible for the special tax assessment, 

historic rehabilitations must be appropriate for the historic building and the historic 

district in which it is located. This is achieved through adherence to the following 

standards:  

(1)  The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved; the 

removal of historic materials or alterations of features and spaces that characterize 

each property shall be avoided.  

(2)  Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and 

use; changes that create a false sense of historical development shall not be 

undertaken.  

(3)  Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic 

significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved.  

(4)  Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of 

craftsmanship that characterize a property should be preserved.  

(5)  Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced; where the 

severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new 

should match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, 

where possible, materials; replacement of missing features shall be substantiated 

by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.  

(6)  Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to 

historic materials shall not be used; the surface cleaning of structures, if 

appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.  

(7)  New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not 

destroy historic materials that characterize the property; the new work shall be 

differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, 

and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the historic property 

and its environment.  

(8)  New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in 

such a manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the 

historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.  
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(b)  Work to be reviewed. The following work will be reviewed according to the 

standards set forth above:  

(1)   Repairs to the exterior of the designated building. 

(2) Alterations to the exterior of the designated building. 

(3) New construction on the property on which the building is located. 

(4) Alterations to interior primary public spaces. 

(5) Any remaining work where the expenditures for such work are being used 

to satisfy the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation. 

(c)  Minimum expenditures for rehabilitation means the owner or the owner's estate 

rehabilitates the building, with expenditures for rehabilitation exceeding 20 percent of the 

fair market value of the building. Fair market value means the appraised value as certified 

to the DDRC by a real estate appraiser licensed by the State of South Carolina, the sales 

price as delineated in a bona fide contract of sale within twelve months of the time it is 

submitted, or the most recent appraised value published by the Richland County Tax 

Assessor.  

(d)  Expenditures for rehabilitation means the actual cost of rehabilitation relating to one 

or more of the following:  

(1) Improvements located on or within the historic building as designated. 

(2) Improvements outside of but directly attached to the historic building 

which are necessary to make the building fully useable (such as vertical 

circulation) but shall not include rentable/habitable floorspace attributable 

to new construction.  

(3) Architectural and engineering services attributable to the design of the 

improvements. 

(4) Costs necessary to maintain the historic character or integrity of the 

building. 

(e)  Scope. The special tax assessment may apply to the following:  

(1) Structure(s) rehabilitated. 

(2) Real property on which the building is located. 

(f)  Time limits. To be eligible for the special tax assessment, rehabilitation must be 

completed within two (2) years of the preliminary certification date. If the project is not 

complete after two years, but the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation have been 

incurred, the property continues to receive the special assessment until the project is 

completed or until the end of the special assessment period, whichever shall first occur.  

(Ord. No. 2007-063, § IV, 9-5-07)  

Sec. 17-699. - Process.  

(a)  Fee required. There is a fee of $150.00 required for final certification for each 

application for review of rehabilitation work of single family and/or duplex structures and 

$300.00 for all other structures. Fees are payable to the City of Columbia, and final 

certification will not be given without payment of this fee.  
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(b)  Plan required. Owners of property seeking approval of rehabilitation work must 

submit a rehabilitation historic property application with supporting documentation and 

application fee prior to beginning work.  

(c)  Preliminary certification. Upon receipt of the completed application, the proposal 

shall be placed on the next available agenda of the DDRC to determine if the project is 

consistent with the standards for rehabilitation in subsection 17-698(a) above. After the 

DDRC makes its determination, the owner shall be notified in writing. Upon receipt of 

this determination the owner may:  

(1)  If the application is approved, begin rehabilitation; 

(2)  If the application is not approved, he may revise such application in 

accordance with comments provided by the D/DRC; 

(d)  Substantive changes. Once preliminary certification is granted to an application, 

substantive changes must be approved by the D/DRC. Unapproved substantive changes 

are conducted at the risk of the property owner and may disqualify the project from 

eligibility. Additional expenditures will not qualify the project for an extension on the 

special assessment.  

(e)  Final certification. Upon completion of the project, the project must receive final 

certification in order to be eligible for the special assessment. The secretary to the DDRC 

will inspect completed projects to determine if the work is consistent with the approval 

granted by the DDRC pursuant to section 17-698. Final certification will be granted when 

the completed work meets the Standards and verification is made that expenditures have 

been made in accordance with subsection 17-698(c) and (d) above. Upon receiving final 

certification, the property will be assessed for the remainder of the special assessment 

period on the fair market value of the property at the time the preliminary certification 

was made or the final certification was made, whichever occurred earlier.  

(f)  Additional work. For the remainder of the special assessment period after final 

certification, the property owner shall notify the D/DRC of any additional work, other 

than ordinary maintenance. The D/DRC will review the work at a regularly scheduled 

hearing and determine whether the overall project is consistent with the standards for 

rehabilitation. If the additional work is found to be inconsistent the property owner may 

withdraw his request and cancel or revise the proposed additional work.  

(g)  Decertification. When the property has received final certification and assessed as 

rehabilitated historic property, it remains so certified and must be granted the special 

assessment until the property becomes disqualified by any one of the following:  

(1) Written notice from the owner to the D/DRC and the auditor requesting 

removal of the preferential assessment; 

(2) Sale or transfer of ownership during the special assessment period, other 

than in the course of probate proceedings; 

(3) Removal of the historic designation by the Columbia City Council; or 

(4) Rescission of the approval of rehabilitation by the DDRC because of 

alterations or renovation by the owner or the owner's estate which causes 

the property to no longer possess the qualities and features which made it 

eligible for final certification.  
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Notification of any change affecting eligibility must be given immediately to the 

Richland County Assessor, Auditor, and Treasurer.  

(h)  Notification. The city shall, upon final certification of a property, notify the Richland 

County Assessor, Auditor and Treasurer that such property has been duly certified and is 

eligible for the special tax assessment.  

(i)  Date effective. If an application for preliminary or final certification is filed by May 1 

or the preliminary or final certification is approved by August 1, the special assessment 

authorized herein is effective for that year. Otherwise, it is effective beginning with the 

following year.  

The special assessment only begins in the current or future tax years as provided for in 

this section. In no instance may the special assessment be applied retroactively.  

(j)  Application. Once the DDRC has granted the special property tax assessments 

authorized herein, the owner of the property shall make application to the Richland 

County Auditor for the special assessment provided for herein.  

(Ord. No. 2007-063, § V, 9-5-07)  
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Appendix 4  

 

State of South Carolina Bailey Bill Statute 

 

§ 4-9-195. Grant of special property tax assessments to "rehabilitated historic property" 
or "low and moderate income rental property". 
 
   (A) The governing body of any county by ordinance may grant the special property tax 
assessments authorized by this section to real property which qualifies as either 
"rehabilitated historic property" or as "low and moderate income rental property" in the 
manner provided in this section. A county governing body may designate, in its 
discretion, an agency or a department to perform its functions and duties pursuant to the 
provisions of this section in its discretion. 
 
(1) All qualifying property may receive preliminary certification from the county 
governing body and upon this preliminary certification, the property must be assessed for 
two years on the fair market value of the property at the time the preliminary certification 
was made. If the project is not complete after two years, but the minimum expenditures 
for rehabilitation have been incurred, the property continues to receive the special 
assessment until the project is completed. 
 
(2) Upon completion of a project, the project must receive final certification from the 
county governing body in order to be eligible for the special assessment. Upon final 
certification, the property must be assessed for the remainder of the special assessment 
period on the fair market value of the property at the time the preliminary certification 
was made or the final certification was made, whichever occurred earlier. If a completed 
project does not comply with all requirements for final certification, final certification 
must not be granted and any monies not collected by the county due to the special 
assessment must be returned to the county. 
 
(3) The special assessment only begins in the current or future tax years as provided for 
in this section. In no instance may the special assessment be applied retroactively. 
 
(B) As used in this section: 
 
(1) "Historic designation" means the owner of the property applies for and is granted 
historic designation by the county governing body for the purpose of the special property 
tax assessment based on one or more of the following reasons: 
 
(a) the property is listed in the National Register of Historic Places; 
 
(b) the property is designated as a historic property by the county governing body based 
upon criteria established by the county governing body and is at least fifty years old; or 
 
(c) the property is at least fifty years old and is located in a historic district designated by 
the county governing body at any location within the geographical area of the county. 
 
(2) "Approval of rehabilitation work" means the proposed and completed rehabilitation 
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work is approved by the reviewing authority as appropriate for the historic building and 
the historic district in which it is located. 
 
(3) "Minimum expenditures for rehabilitation" means the owner or his estate rehabilitates 
the building, with expenditures for rehabilitation exceeding the minimum percentage of 
the fair market value of the building established by the county in its ordinance. The 
county governing body may set different minimum percentages for owner-occupied 
property and income producing real property, between twenty percent and one hundred 
percent. 
 
(4) "Special assessment period" means the county governing body shall set the length of 
the special assessment in its ordinance of not more than twenty years. 
 
(5) "Preliminary certification" means a property has met the following conditions: 
 
(a) the owner of the property applies for and is granted historic designation by the county 
governing body; and 
 
(b) the proposed rehabilitation receives approval of rehabilitation work from the 
reviewing authority. 
 
A county governing body may require that an owner applies for preliminary certification 
before any project work begins. 
 
(6) "Final certification" means a property has met the following conditions: 
 
(a) the owner of the property applies for and is granted historic designation by the county 
governing body; 
 
(b) the completed rehabilitation receives approval of rehabilitation work from the 
reviewing authority; and 
 
(c) the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation were incurred and paid. 
 
(7) "Reviewing authority" for approval of rehabilitation work pursuant to this section is 
defined as: 
 
(a) the board of architectural review in counties with a board of architectural review with 
jurisdiction over historic properties operating pursuant to Section 6-29-870; 
 
(b) in counties without a board of architectural review with jurisdiction over historic 
properties, the county governing body may designate another qualified entity with 
historic preservation expertise to review the rehabilitation work; or 
 
(c) if the county governing body does not designate another qualified entity, the 
Department of Archives and History shall review the rehabilitation work. No separate 
application to the department is required for properties receiving preliminary and final 
approval for the federal income tax credit allowed pursuant to Section 47 of the Internal 
Revenue Code or the state income tax credit allowed pursuant to Section 12-6-3535. 
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(8) "Rehabilitated historic property" means the property has met all the criteria for final 
certification. 
 
(C) "Low and moderate income rental property" is eligible for certification if: 
 
(1) the property provides accommodations under the Section 8 Program as defined in the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 and amended by the Housing and Community Act of 
1974 for low and moderate income families and persons as defined by Section 31-13-
170(p); or 
 
(2) in the case of income-producing real property, the expenditures for rehabilitation 
exceed the appraised value of the property; and 
 
(3) if the low and moderate income housing rehabilitation is located in an area designated 
by the local government as a Low and Moderate Housing Rehabilitation District; and 
 
(4) the owner or estate of any property certified as "low and moderate income rental 
property" takes no actions which cause the property to be unsuitable for such a 
designation. The county governing body granting the initial certification has the authority 
to decertify property in these cases, and the property becomes immediately ineligible for 
the special tax assessments provided for this type of property; and 
 
(5) if the property qualifies as "historic" as defined in subsection (B)(1), then the 
rehabilitation work must be approved by the appropriate reviewing authority as provided 
in subsections (B) and (D). 
 
(D) The Department of Archives and History may provide training and technical 
assistance to counties and procedures for application, consideration, and appeal through 
appropriate regulations for "rehabilitated historic property" provisions of the law. The 
governing body may establish fees for applications for preliminary or final certification, 
or both, through the ordinance or regulations. 
 
(E) When property has received final certification and is assessed as rehabilitated historic 
property, or low or moderate income rental property, it remains so certified and must be 
granted the special assessment until the property becomes disqualified by any one of the 
following: 
 
(1) written notice by the owner to the county to remove the preferential assessment; 
 
(2) removal of the historic designation by the county governing body; 
 
(3) decertification of the property by the local governing body as low or moderate income 
rental property for persons and families of moderate to low income as defined by Section 
31-13-170(p); 
 
(4) rescission of the approval of rehabilitation work by the reviewing authority because of 
alterations or renovations by the owner or his estate which cause the property to no 
longer possess the qualities and features which made it eligible for final certification. 
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Under no circumstances shall the sale or transfer of ownership of real property certified 
and assessed in accordance with this section and any ordinance in effect at the time 
disqualify the property from receiving the special property tax assessment under this 
section. This provision shall be applicable and given full force and effect to any special 
property tax assessment granted prior to the effective date of this paragraph 
notwithstanding any ordinance in effect from time to time to the contrary. 
 
Notification of any change affecting eligibility must be given immediately to the 
appropriate county taxing and assessing authorities. 
 
(F) If an application for preliminary or final certification is filed by May first or the 
preliminary or final certification is approved by August first, the special assessment 
authorized by this section is effective for that year. Otherwise it is effective beginning 
with the following year. 
 
(G) Once the governing body has granted the special property tax assessments authorized 
by this section, the owner of the property shall make application to the auditor for the 
special assessment provided for by this section. 
 
(H) A property certified to receive the special property tax assessment under the existing 
law continues to receive the special assessment in effect at the time certification was 
made.  
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AMENDED 
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___–13HR 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES, 

CHAPTER 23, TAXATION; ARTICLE V, REHABILITATED HISTORIC PROPERTIES; SO 

AS TO REFLECT THE 2010 AMENDMENTS MADE TO SECTION 4-9-195 OF THE SOUTH 

CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS, 1976, AS AMENDED; AND TO MORE CLOSELY ALIGN 

THE COUNTY’S ORDINANCE WITH THAT OF THE CITY OF COLUMBIA. 

 

WHEREAS, Section 4-9-195 of the S. C. Code of Laws, 1976, as amended, was amended 

by the South Carolina General Assembly through the enactment of Act No. 182, effective May 

28, 2010; and 

 

WHEREAS, Richland County Council now desires to amend the Richland County Code 

of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation, Article V, Rehabilitated Historic Properties, to reflect the 

2010 amendments made to Section 4-9-195 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, 1976, as 

amended; 

 

WHEREAS, Richland County Council now desires to amend the Richland County Code 

of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation, Article V, Rehabilitated Historic Properties, to more 

closely align the County’s ordinance with that of the City of Columbia in an effort to promote 

economic development, foster a more business friendly environment, and clarify any confusion 

that exists between the County’s and City’s Bailey Bill ordinances;  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General 

Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR 

RICHLAND COUNTY: 

 

SECTION I. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article V, 

Rehabilitated Historic Properties; Section 23-60, Special Tax Assessment Created; is hereby 

amended to read as follows: 

 

Sec. 23-60. Special tax assessment created. 

  

A special tax assessment is created for eligible rehabilitated historic properties for a 

period of ten twenty (20) years equal to the assessed value of the property at the time of 

Preliminary Certification.  

 

SECTION II. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article V, 

Rehabilitated Historic Properties; Section 23-62, Eligible Properties; Subsection (b), Historic 

Designation; is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(b)  Historic designation. In order to be eligible for the special tax assessment, the 

property must meet one of the following criteria: 
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AMENDED 
(1) The property must be listed on the National Register of Historic Places, or 

 

(2) The property must be located within an historic district that is listed on the 

National Register of Historic Places and the primary structure to be 

rehabilitated must be at least fifty years old. The property is designated as 

a historic property by the county council based upon criteria established 

by the county council and the property is at least fifty (50) years old; or 

 

(3) The property is at least fifty (50) years old and is located in a historic 

district designated by the county council, based upon criteria established 

by same, at any location within the geographical area of the county. 

 

SECTION III. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article V, 

Rehabilitated Historic Properties; Section 23-63, Eligible Rehabilitation; Subsection (c), 

Minimum Expenditures for Rehabilitation; is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(c)  Minimum expenditures for rehabilitation. To be eligible for the special property 

tax assessment, the owner or the owner’s estate must meet the minimum expenditures for 

rehabilitation:  

 

(1) For owner-occupied, non-income producing properties, the minimum 

investment shall be fifty percent (50%) of the fair market value of the 

property. 

 

(1) The minimum investment shall be twenty percent (20%) of the fair market 

value of the building which is to be rehabilitated. 

 

(2) For income-producing or non-owner occupied properties, the minimum 

investment shall be one hundred percent (100%) of the fair market value of 

the property.  

 

(2) Fair market value means the appraised value as certified to the county by a 

real estate appraiser licensed by the State of South Carolina, the sales price as 

delineated in a bona fide contract of sale within twelve months of the time it is 

submitted, or the most recent appraised value published by the Richland 

County Tax Assessor. 

 

SECTION IV. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article V, 

Rehabilitated Historic Properties; Section 23-63, Eligible Rehabilitation; Subsection (f), Time 

Limits; is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(f)     Time limits.  To be eligible for the special tax assessment, rehabilitations must be 

completed within two (2) years of the date of preliminary certification. If the project is not 

complete after two years, but the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation have been 

incurred, the property continues to receive the special assessment until the project is 

completed or until the end of the special assessment period, whichever shall occur first. If the 
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AMENDED 
project is not complete after two (2) years, but the minimum expenditures for rehabilitation 

have been incurred, the property continues to receive the special assessment until the project 

is completed. 

 

SECTION V. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article V, 

Rehabilitated Historic Properties; Section 23-64, Process; Subsection (i), Date Effective; is 

hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

 (i)  Date effective.  If an application for preliminary or final certification is filed by 

May first or the preliminary or final certification is approved by August first, the special 

assessment authorized herein is effective for that year.  Otherwise, it is effective beginning 

with the following year.  The special assessment only begins in the current or future tax years 

as provided for in this section.  The special assessment period shall not exceed ten (10) 

twenty (20) years in length, and in no instance may the special assessment be applied 

retroactively. 

 

SECTION VI. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article V, 

Rehabilitated Historic Properties; Section 23-64, Process; Subsection (k), Decertification; is 

hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(k)  Decertification.  Once the property has received final certification and assessed as 

rehabilitated historic property, it remains so certified and must be granted the special 

assessment until the property becomes disqualified by any one of the following: 

 

(1) Written notice from the owner to the Richland County Auditor requesting 

removal of the special assessment; 

 

(2) Sale or transfer of ownership, including the sale or transfer of one or more 

portions of the property, during the special assessment period, other than in 

the course of probate proceedings; 

 

(3)(2) Removal of the historic designation by the National Register of Historic 

Places county council, based upon criteria established by same; or  

 

(3) Decertification of the property  by the county council as low or moderate 

income rental property for persons and families of moderate to low income as 

defined by Section 31-13-170(p); or 

 

(4)(3) Rescission of the approval of rehabilitation by the county, at the 

recommendation of the reviewing authority, because of alterations or 

renovation by the owner or the owner’s estate which causes the property to no 

longer possess the qualities and features which made it eligible for Final 

Certification. Notification of any change affecting eligibility must be given 

immediately to the Richland County Assessor, Auditor, and Treasurer. 
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AMENDED 
SECTION VII.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 

deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 

subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 

 

SECTION VIII.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 

conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed.  

 

SECTION IX.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective from and after ________, 2013, 

and shall apply uniformly to new projects and to qualified properties currently receiving the 

special assessment provided hereunder. 

 

       RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

 

       BY:_______________________________ 

               Kelvin E. Washington, Sr., Chair 

 

ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 

 

OF_________________, 2013 

 

 

____________________________________ 

Michelle M. Onley 

Clerk of Council 

 

 

RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 

 

__________________________________ 

Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 

No Opinion Rendered As To Content 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

First Reading:  April 2, 2013 (tentative) 

Second Reading:  

Public Hearing:  

Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Accommodations Tax Committee-2 [PAGES 56-62] 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Airport Commission-2; applications were received from the following: [PAGES 63-69]  

 

Stephen Burnette 

Bruce K. Cole* 

John Mark Dean* 

 

* Eligible for reappointment 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Board of Assessment Appeals-1; an application was received from [PAGES 70-72] 

 

John F. Kososki 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Board of Zoning Appeals-2; applications were received from the following: [PAGES 73-82] 

 

Susanne H. Cecere* 

Josephine F. Laney 

T. Ralph Meetze* 

Frank Richardson 

 

* Eligible for reappointment 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Business Service Center Appeals Board-2; applications were received from the following [PAGES 83-89] 

 

John F. Hamilton, CMA, CPA 

Teri Hutson Salane, Attorney* 

 

* Eligible for reappointment 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Central Midlands Council of Governments-1; an application was received from: [PAGES 90-92] 

 

Robert Alan Lapin 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Employee Grievance Committee-2; no applications were received 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Hospitality Tax Committee-3; applications were received from the following [PAGES 94-100] 

 

mber Mathis Martin 

Michael Wright 

Robert G. Tunell* 

 

* Eligible for reappointment 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Internal Audit Committee-1; an application was received from: [PAGES 101-103] 

 

. Sandra C. Manning* 

 

* Eligible for reappointment 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Planning Commission-2; applications were received from the following: [PAGES 104-112] 

 

Heather Cairns* 

Kimberly P. Fulton 

Stephen Gilchrist* 

Michael Wright 

 

* Eligible for reappointment 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Community Relations-3 [PAGES 113-127] 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.     Staff is requested to adjust the OI (Office/Institutional) Zoning Ordinance to remove the allowance of only 

residential building in that classification. A minimal amount of residential can be allowed to accommodate the 

businesses that exist but by virtue of the name it should primarily be Office and Institutional, not residential 

[MALINOWSKI] 

 

b.   Staff is requested to take an in depth look at current Richland County zoning requirements and consider 

categorizing them in a way to allow for more “sub-categories” in the various zoning districts. Uses permitted should 

be worked on for a more cohesive/like uses basis to eliminate the general categories currently in existence 

[MALINOWSKI] 

 

c.   Staff is requested to review with Councilman Malinowski the Priority Investment Areas (PIA’S) in Richland 

County, District 1, and consider their restructuring. The current PIA’s came about through some type of staff creative 

writing with no input from the council member representing the area nor the citizens. While there are areas that can 

be considered for the use of PIA application it needs to be done an a more selective basis and not on random 

generalizations as was previously done [MALINOWSKI] 

 

d.   By unanimous consent, I move that Council acknowledge April 22, 2013 as Earth Day, and pass the subsequent 

Resolution supporting Earth Day in Richland County [MANNING] 

 

e.   By unanimous consent, I move that Council acknowledge the week of May 12, 2013 as National Police Officer 

Week and that May 15 be recognized as "Peace Officer's Memorial Day" with all flags at County owned properties be 

lowered to half staff to honor those peace officers who gave their lives in service to others [PEARCE] 

 

f.   To review and amend the Dirt Road Paving Program and possibly eliminate the Pave in Place and have the Roads 

Paved this paving season [JACKSON]
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Must Pertain to Items Not on the Agenda 
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