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The Honorable Derrek Pugh

County Council District 2

The Honorable Allison Terracio

County Council District 5

The Honorable Gretchen Barron

County Council District 7

The Honorable Cheryl English

County Council District 10

The Honorable Chakisse Newton
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Richland County Development and Services Committee
February 22, 2022 - 5:00 PM
Council Chambers
2020 Hampton Street, Columbia, SC 29201

1.

CALL TO ORDER

The Honorable Allison Terracio

2.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The Honorable Allison Terracio

a. December 16, 2021 [PAGES 7-11]

3.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

4.

ELECTION OF CHAIR

5.

ITEMS FOR ACTION

The Honorable Allison Terracio

a. County Attorney’s Office - Easement And Access Agreements
between the East Richland County Public Service District and
Richland County affecting the Cooper Branch location of the
Richland County Public Library [PAGES 12-28]
b. County Attorney’s Office - Purchase of the Edgewood Library
Branch property (2101-13 Oak Street) [PAGES 29-49]
c. Road Closure Petition (Pointe Grand Columbia, LLC v.
SCDOT, RC, DPX Holdings, LLC 2021-CP-40-06246) to
close Research Court for which Richland County currently
provides maintenance [PAGES 50-69]

6.

ITEMS PENDING ANALYSIS: NO ACTION REQUIRED
a. Move to direct staff to evaluate current zoning laws that permit
zoning designations for large residential developments to
remain in perpetuity and present options to re-evaluate and or
rezone those properties if they are not developed within 7
years. Recommendations should include processes to ensure
that zoning and the comprehensive plan remain consistent with
the lived character of the community [NEWTON - July 13,
2021
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**Staff has discussed with Council that there are current
measures in place, such as section 6-29-510 (E) of the
State Code of Laws, which requires a 5-year reevaluation and a 10-year update of the Comprehensive
Plan. It was proposed that staff would include for the reevaluation and update, specific information regarding
the re-zonings and developments that have taken place
during the reviewing periods. This will allow Council to
determine what amendments should be made to the
Comprehensive Plan.
b. I move to direct the County Attorney to work with the
County Administrator to research and draft an absentee
landlord ordinance. The ordinance should provide
potential remedies for individuals who violate county
ordinances and provide, via supplemental documentation,
a comprehensive review of the legal impacts [potentially]
associated with the adoption of such an ordinance.
[NEWTON and DICKERSON - November 19, 2019]
**Staff continues its efforts relative to this matter.
c. I move to have staff amend section 26-186 (Development
with Open Space Design Standards) of the Land
Development Code by amending the formula used in
determining the total number of units allowed in the
utilization of density-based and density bonus design
standards by subtracting the constrained open space area
acreage from the total site acreage prior to calculating. In
addition, all lots must conform to the DHEC minimum
required sizes so no bonus allows that lot size to be less
than the DHEC requirement. [MALINOWSKI - January
4, 2022]

**Prior to Jun 30, 2022, staff will draft proposed
language and present it to the Planning Commission and
Development & Services committee for consideration.
d. Amending "Fireworks" Ordinance - [PUGH - December
7, 2021]

7.

ADJOURNMENT
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Special Accommodations and Interpreter Services Citizens may be present during any of the County’s
meetings. If requested, the agenda and backup materials will be made available in alternative formats to
persons with a disability, as required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42
U.S.C. Sec. 12132), as amended and the federal rules and regulations adopted in implementation thereof.
Any person who requires a disability-related modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or
services, in order to participate in the public meeting may request such modification, accommodation,
aid or service by contacting the Clerk of Council’s office either in person at 2020 Hampton Street,
Columbia, SC, by telephone at (803) 576-2061, or TDD at 803-576-2045 no later than 24 hours prior to
the scheduled meeting.
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Richland County
Development & Service
MINUTES
December 16, 2021 –5:00 PM
Council Chambers
2020 Hampton Street, Columbia, SC 29202
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: Allison Terracio, Chair, Derrek Pugh, Gretchen Barron, Cheryl English and
Chakisse Newton
OTHERS PRESENT: Paul Livingston, Bill Malinowski, Joe Walker, Chakisse Newton, Anette Kirylo, Michelle Onley,
Tamar Black, Angela Weathersby, Kyle Holsclaw, Justin Landy, Dale Welch, Leonardo Brown, Lori Thomas, Aric
Jensen, John Thompson, Patrick Wright, Chris Eversmann, Ashiya Myers, Syndi Castelluccio, Randy Pruitt, Stacey
Hamm, Brian Crooks, Steven Gaither, Dwight Hanna, John Ansell, Michael Maloney, Geo Price, Quinton Epps and
Michael Byrd

1. CALL TO ORDER – Ms. Terracio called the meeting to order at approximately 5:00 PM.
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
a. November 18, 2021 – Mr. Pugh moved, seconded by Ms. Barron, to approve the minutes as
distributed.
In Favor: Pugh, Terracio, Barron, and Newton
Not Present: English
The vote in favor was unanimous.
3. ADOPTION OF AGENDA – Mr. Pugh moved, seconded by Ms. Barron, to approve the agenda as published.
In Favor: Pugh, Terracio, Barron, and Newton
Not Present: English
The vote in favor was unanimous.
4. ITEMS FOR ACTION
a. Move to direct staff to evaluate current zoning laws that permit zoning designations for large
residential developments to remain in perpetuity and present options to re-evaluate and/or
rezone those properties if they are not developed within 7 years. Recommendations should
include processes to ensure that zoning and the comprehensive plan remain consistent with
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the lived character of the community [Newton – July 13, 2021] – Ms. Newton noted, in her
district, there are very large properties that were zoned for large scale development decades ago,
and are suddenly being developed. She wanted the County to proactively reevaluate those
properties to ensure we are not doing something that might have been right for the past, but does
not match the lived character of the community now. Based on advice from legal, we could not
implement her motion, as originally written, but staff has looked at changing process to bring the
information to Council more frequently and in a more visible manner.
Mr. Crooks stated a lot of what they are doing with the code rewrite will address the intent of the
motion. Basically, they will be able to reevaluate an area as whole to see what makes sense, in terms
of the comprehensive plan, and the Council district as a whole. The code rewrite, as a whole, will
look at the districts, and County, to determine what makes sense. Many times, we have been
reactionary and not go back to look at the surrounding area. Staff plans to be more proactive so they
can provide recommendations to Council and the Planning Commission in order for everything to
change in concert. Staff will also do the comprehensive plan evaluation every 5 years, and update
the plan every 10 years.
Ms. Newton stated she understood staff was going to be more proactive, but she inquired how this
is going to be instantiated and documented. She would like to see this as a policy. The problem with
the current policy is the onus in on Council. The process needs to happen administratively to
institutionalize the process that comes out of this motion.
Mr. Price stated, when they come before Council, and look back to reevaluate the comprehensive
plan, they will look at areas in which rezoning has taken place and evaluate if the development has
actually taken place. Development of a rezoned property may take years, and if an area has not been
developed we could look at making some changes to zoning, or the comprehensive plan, to scale
back what is allowed to be developed.
Ms. Barron inquired if the motion is on hold until the comprehensive plan has more detail.
Mr. Price responded it is not necessarily on hold. The motion was to request staff present the
comprehensive plan to Council to provide better information to show what has occurred in
different areas.
Ms. Barron inquired if they are taking all this information into consideration as they create and
write revisions to the comprehensive plan.
Mr. Price responded in the affirmative.
Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Ms. Barron, to direct staff to work to codify the proactive
processes discussed, and bring back to this body with the understanding that it takes into account
what they are doing with the land development code rewrite and future updates to the
comprehensive plan.
Mr. Price stated they could incorporate the policy and make it part of the comprehensive plan on
how reviews will take place.
In Favor: Pugh, Terracio, Barron and Newton
Not Present: English
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The motion in favor was unanimous to direct staff to work to codify the proactive processes
discussed, and bring back to this body with the understanding that it takes into account what they
are doing with the land development code rewrite and future updates to the comprehensive plan.
b. Division of Solid Waste & Recycling - RC Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12 Re-write – Ms.
Newton moved, seconded by Ms. Barron, to forward to Council with a recommendation to approve
the rewrite of the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12, renamed “Solid Waste,
Recycling and Public Sanitation.”
Ms. Newton stated, the policy for backyard pickup service provided to disabled persons, appears to
state they have to live next door to a relative.
Mr. Eversmann responded there are two aspects of enhanced service that is provided to those with
a handicap. He noted they could get enhanced service, at no extra charge, or if they live next to a
relative they could use their relative’s roll cart and be exempt from the fee.
Ms. Newton inquired if there are any opportunities to strengthen enforcement. She noted, in her
area, she receives complaints about big trucks headed to landfills that cause more litter.
Mr. Eversmann responded most of the enforcement provisions were brought forward from the
existing ordinance. Going forward, loads are required to be covered. He noted they could speak with
their refuse control officers and Solid Waste staff about additional recommendations.
Ms. Newton requested those conversations happen before this comes before Council.
In Favor: Pugh, Terracio, Barron and Newton
Abstained: English (Due to not being present during the discussion).
The motion in favor was unanimous to forward to Council with a recommendation to approve the
rewrite of the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12, renamed “Solid Waste, Recycling
and Public Sanitation.”
c. “Move to invite Richland County Conservation Commission to present the Lower Richland
Tourism plan to Council” [Newton and English – November 16, 2021] – Mr. Brown stated
Chapter 2-236 of the County’s ordinances relates to Conservation Commission. He noted, under
Section 7, it states, “The Commission shall prepare and submit annually to the County Council a plan
for the protection of significant resources in the county. Such plan shall include a list of significant
natural, cultural, or historical resources in the county, which are recommended to the County
Council for acquisition, lease, or development. A financing strategy shall accompany each
recommendation, with emphasis being placed upon minimizing the utilization of public monies and
maximizing the utilization of other sources, such as grants, public donations, etc." In Section 8(d), it
states, “The Richland County Council may adopt the list of significant resources submitted by the
Commission, in whole or in part, and may add to or delete additional properties and significant
resources to the list of significant resources submitted by the commission. The list shall be
reviewed and, if necessary, amended not less than annually by the commission.” He noted this is
before Council as part of the ordinance, which speaks to the commission, which allows them share,
or hear from them, what they believe is be important in preserving the resources they oversee and
allows Council to give input on whether the commission’s recommendation aligns with Council’s
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vision.
Ms. Newton inquired if staff would like to address the outcome of the presentation, in terms of
incorporating it into the master plan.
Mr. Jensen stated there is a universal process for land use adoption, and for action, when it comes to
acquiring and disposing of property. The County has adopted such policies, and one of the policies
is that certain actions need to include information contained in a master plan, general plan or a
comprehensive plan adopted by the County. It is proper, or fitting, for Council to incorporate all, or
elements, of this document, if Council decides to eventually approve it, so in future actions, you have
a foundation upon which to render your actions. That is why it is requested, should you agree to
accept this document, you incorporate the appropriate elements of it into the comprehensive plan
and other action plans, so action can be taken in the future.
Mr. Grego presented The Lower Richland Tourism Plan to the committee.
Ms. Newton noted the plan has many steps and different components to each part. She inquired if
the tourism plan was incorporated as part of the master plan, would it be verbatim or a conceptual
adoption and agreement to the goals of the plan.
Mr. Brown stated, when it is voted, it would be something you would need to make clear, because
the intent may not be carried over without that expression made.
Ms. Newton inquired, in terms of implementing this plan, what authority does the Conservation
Commission have to do on their own, and what would need to come back to Council for approval.
Mr. Brown responded, once the plan is approved, the idea would no longer be just a commission
plan, it would be a County plan the commission would partly implement. From the commission
standpoint, they have funds they can carry out as much, and as far as they feel they can do, separate
and apart from the County. Their understanding would be that the County would partner with
additional funding to continue to move it down the line.
Ms. Barron noted she would hate for the County to sign off on something that is not obtainable or
not prioritized in some case. She would like to see the plan prioritized to streamline the plan to
connect to big picture items.
Mr. Grego noted the plan lists items that can be done right away. They talk about branding,
wayfinding, partnership building and those sort of things. He noted the 1st year goals would not cost
that much, and we could see where they go from there. There are opportunities to leverage things,
such as using the magistrate’s office as a gateway to a greenway. The budget is $17M-$24M over a
10-year period.
Ms. Barron stated she would like to see more concrete information. We need to be realistic on what
can be done and accomplished.
Mr. Grego stated it will be a part of the annual plan they plan to submit to Council in 2022.
Ms. Newton stated, based on some of the questions, a work session may be needed.
Ms. English stated she likes the idea working plan over a 10-year period, which gives us date points
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and allows us to reevaluate. She understands the idea of having a more concrete plan, but nothing
was ever set in tone, especially in her district where they are bringing in water and sewer. She
noted things could change as the plan is developing and things are implemented.
Mr. Malinowski noted the report was from 2017. In his opinion, there have been a lot of lifestyle
changes in recent years, and he would like to see more updated figures. He also requested the
return on investment.
Mr. Grego noted, at Congaree National Park, they are going to break their visitation record by 35%.
The annual economic impact from the park two years ago was $9M and he expects it has increased
since then.
Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Ms. Barron, to hold this item in committee, while we schedule a
work session.
In Favor: Pugh, Terracio, Barron, English and Newton.
The motion in favor was unanimous.
d. Richland County Conservation Commission – Cabin Branch Property Purchase – Mr. Epps
stated the Conservation Commission requested Council approve a purchase agreement for 60 acres
of land adjacent to existing County-owned property for conservation purposes. The purchase will
be funded by the Conservation Commission, and will include a budget transfer of $312,000.
Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Ms. Barron, to forward to Council with a recommendation to
approve the final purchase agreement for 60 acres (R24600-01-33) adjacent to County-owned
property for conservation purposes.
Ms. Terracio inquired if they considered ongoing responsibilities associated with the acquisition.
Mr. Epps responded, since they already own approximately 60 acres in the area, the maintenance
cost would be minimal.
In Favor: Pugh, Terracio, Barron, English, and Newton.
The motion in favor was unanimous to forward to Council with a recommendation to approve the
final purchase agreement for 60 acres.
5. ITEMS PENDING ANALYSIS: NO ACTION REQUIRED
a. I move to direct the County Attorney to work with the County Administrator to research and
draft an absentee landlord ordinance. The ordinance should provide potential remedies for
individuals who violate county ordinances and provide, via supplemental documentation, a
comprehensive review of the legal impacts [potentially] associated with the adoption of such
an ordinance. [NEWTON and DICKERSON] – Ms. Newton stated, at the last meeting, staff
presented a schedule to present their proposal early next year.
6. ADJOURNMENT – The meeting adjourned at approximately 5:52PM.
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Agenda Briefing

Prepared by:
Christopher Ziegler
Title:
Assistant County Attorney
Department:
Legal
Division:
Click or tap here to enter text.
Date Prepared: February 4, 2022
Meeting Date: February 22, 2022
Legal Review
n/a
Date:
Click or tap to enter a date.
Budget Review
Abhijit Deshpande via email
Date:
February 7, 2022
Finance Review Stacey Hamm via email
Date:
February 7, 2022
Approved for consideration: County Administrator
Leonardo Brown, MBA, CPM
Committee
Development & Services
Subject:
Easement And Access Agreements between the East Richland County Public Service District
and Richland County affecting the Cooper Branch location of the Richland County Public
Library.
RECOMMENDED/REQUESTED ACTION:
Staff recommends enacting an ordinance granting the easement.
Request for Council Reconsideration:

Yes

FIDUCIARY:

Are funds allocated in the department’s current fiscal year budget?
If no, is a budget amendment necessary?

Yes
Yes

No
No

ADDITIONAL FISCAL/BUDGETARY MATTERS TO CONSIDER :
1. Granting the easement has no fiscal impact on the county or library.
2. Authorizing a license agreement granting access rights to the East Richland County Public Service
District has no fiscal impact on the county or library.
COUNTY ATTORNEY’S O FFICE FEEDBACK/POSSIBLE AREA(S) OF LEGAL EXPOSURE:
The matter originated in the County Attorney’s office.
REGULATORY COMPLIANCE:
None applicable.
MOTION OF ORIGIN:
There is no associated Council motion of origin.
Council Member
Meeting
Date

Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
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STRATEGIC & GENERATIVE DISCUSSION:
County Council is requested to pass an ordinance approving the grant of an easement agreement
between the County and the East Richland County Public Service District to facilitate the maintenance of
a thirty inch sewer line located at 5317 Trenholm Road. The easement would apply to a fifteen foot area
comprising of seven and one half feet on either side of the sewer line. The sewer line was installed
across the property some years ago but the easement documents were inadvertently not prepared. This
grant would correct the error and ensure that the East Richland County Public Service District and its
potential assignees will have the easement to the property and shall inspect, repair, operate, replace,
and maintain the sewer line.
In addition to the easement, the Library also requested that County Council approve an access license
agreement to authorize access to the sewer line. The Library prefers an unrecorded document to
provide both parties flexibility for the parties in regards to individual access requirements. This benefits
both parties and ensures that any access granted to the East Richland County Public Service District will
not impose a burden on the Library. There are no adverse legal consequences to the granting of the
license.
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Click or tap here to enter text.
ATTACHMENTS:
1. Ordinance
2. Easement
3. License and Access Agreement
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Attachment 1
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY
ORDINANCE NO. ______-21HR
AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING AN EASEMENT TO EAST RICHLAND
COUNTY
PUBLIC
SERVICE
DISTRICT FOR SEWER UTILITY
FACILITIES; SPECIFICALLY LOCATED AT THE COOPER LIBRARY
BRANCH OF THE RICHLAND LIBRARY, BEING AT 5317 TRENHOLM
ROAD AND DESCRIBED AS TMS# 14014-06-25.
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 County of Richland and its employees and agents are hereby authorized to
grant to EAST RICHLAND COUNTY PUBLIC SERVICE DISTRICT a permanent easement
over a portion of county owned land, specifically 5317 Trenholm Road (also described as TMS#
14014-06-25), for sewer utility facilities to serve the Cooper Branch of the Richland Library; all
as specifically described in the GRANT OF EASEMENT AND RIGHT OF WAY FOR SEWER
UTILITY FACILITIES, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein; its employees and
agents are additionally authorized to execute any reasonable Licenses pertaining to ingress and
egress to the Easement granted herein.
SECTION II. Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be
deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections,
and clauses shall not be affected thereby.
SECTION III. Conflicting Ordinances. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with the
provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed.
SECTION IV.
Effective Date.
_______________.

This ordinance shall be enforced from and after
RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL
By: ______________________________
Overture Walker, Chair

Attest this ________ day of
_____________________, 2022.
____________________________________
Michelle Onley
Deputy Clerk of Council
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE
__________________________________
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only
No Opinion Rendered As To Content
First Reading:
Second Reading:
Public Hearing:
Third Reading:
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Agenda Briefing

Prepared by:
Elizabeth McLean
Title:
Deputy County Attorney
Department:
Legal
Division:
Click or tap here to enter text.
Date Prepared: February 4, 2022
Meeting Date: February 22, 2022
Legal Review
n/a
Date:
Click or tap to enter a date.
Budget Review
Abhijit Deshpande via email
Date:
February 7, 2022
Finance Review Stacey Hamm via email
Date:
February 7, 2022
Approved for consideration: County Administrator
Leonardo Brown, MBA, CPM
Committee
Development & Services
Subject:
Purchase of the Edgewood Library Branch property (2101-13 Oak Street)
RECOMMENDED/REQUESTED ACTION:
Staff recommends approving the purchase.
Request for Council Reconsideration:

Yes

FIDUCIARY:

Are funds allocated in the department’s current fiscal year budget?
If no, is a budget amendment necessary?

Yes
Yes

ADDITIONAL FISCAL/BUDGETARY MATTERS TO CONSIDER :
The Library has the required funding in its budget and will not be requesting further funds.
COUNTY ATTORNEY’S O FFICE FEEDBACK/POSSIBLE AREA(S) OF LEGAL EXPOSURE:
This matter originated in the County Attorney’s office.
REGULATORY COMPLIANCE:
None applicable.
MOTION OF ORIGIN:
There is no associated Council motion of origin.
Council Member
Meeting
Date

Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
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No
No

STRATEGIC & GENERATIVE DISCUSSION:
In 2016, the County, on behalf of the Library, entered into a lease / purchase option agreement for
property located at 2101 Oak Street, at the intersection of Elmwood Avenue and Oak Street with the
Housing Authority for the City of Columbia. The lease contained a purchase option, and it was hoped at
that time that the County would eventually purchase the property. The County and Library attempted
to exercise its purchase option in 2019, but there was a title issue requiring a release from a HUD trust
which caused a material delay. In the meantime, the parties executed an amendment to the lease,
which was approved by County Council at its meeting in July of 2019. The library Board of Trustees has
previously approved the lease, amendment and acquisition, pending approval by the County.
The Library now requests the Council to officially approve the purchase of the property. The Library
already has funding in its budget and will not be requesting additional funds. This approval will only
require one vote and will not require an ordinance.
This approval will be contingent upon the HUD release and approval by the City of Columbia. The
release from HUD, which was initially requested by Columbia Housing through Washington without
much success, is now is being executed locally and should be available promptly. The library would like
to move forward with the closing on this acquisition.
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Click or tap here to enter text.
ATTACHMENTS:
1. Deed
2. Lease with Purchase Option
3. Lease Renewal
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Attachment 1

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

)
)
)

GENERAL WARRANTY DEED

THIS GENERAL WARRANTY DEED is executed the _____ day of ____________, 2022,
by The Housing Authority of the City of Columbia, South Carolina (the "Grantor") to Richland
County, South Carolina, a body politic and corporate, and a political subdivision of the State of South
Carolina, on behalf of the Richland County Public Library, a component unit of the County
("Grantee"), whose mailing address is 1431 Assembly Street, Columbia, South Carolina 29201.
W I T N E S S E T H:
IN CONSIDERATION of the sum of Five and 00/100 ($5.00) Dollars and other valuable
consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by Grantor, SUBJECT
TO the matters set forth below, Grantor has granted, bargained, sold and released, and by this General
Warranty Deed grants, bargains, sells and releases to Grantee, all of its right, title and interest in the
following real property (the "Property"):
SEE EXHIBIT A ATTACHED HERETO
AND INCORPORATED HEREIN
The Property is sold SUBJECT TO any accruing real property taxes and is made subject to
any conditions, restrictions or easements of record affecting the Property, including any which may
be shown on a recorded plat or which may be revealed by an inspection of the Property.
TOGETHER with all and singular the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances
belonging or in any wise incident or appertaining thereto;
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all and singular the Property unto Grantee and Grantee's
successors and assigns, forever.
SUBJECT TO THE MATTERS SET FORTH ABOVE, GRANTOR does hereby bind itself
and its successors and assigns, to warrant and forever defend all and singular said Property unto
Grantee and Grantee's successors and assigns from and against any claims by, under or through
Grantor and Grantor’s successors and assigns and every other person whomsoever lawfully claiming,
or to claim, the same of any part thereof.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has caused this General Warranty Deed to be executed
under seal the day and year first above written.
Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence of:

THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE
CITY OF COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA
By:
Name: Ivory N. Matthews
Its: Chief Executive Officer

Witness #1 signs here
Print Name

(SEAL)

Witness #2 signs here
Print Name

STATE OF
COUNTY OF

)
)
)

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

I, the undersigned notary public for the State of South Carolina, do hereby certify that The
Housing Authority of the City of Columbia, South Carolina, by Ivory N. Matthews, its Chief
Executive Officer, personally appeared before me this day and acknowledged the due execution of
the foregoing instrument. The person providing the acknowledgement is either known to me or has
provided satisfactory evidence of identification to be the person whose name is subscribed to the
foregoing instrument.
Witness my hand and official seal this the ___ day of _____________________, 2022.

(NOTARY SEAL)

Notary Signature
Notary Public for the State of South Carolina
Print Notary name:
My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT A
PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
All of that certain piece, parcel or lot of land with the improvements thereon, situate, lying and
being at the northwestern corner of the intersection of Elmwood Avenue and Oak Street in the City
of Columbia, County of Richland, State of South Carolina, being known as 2101-13 Oak Street,
said lot being irregular in shape and measuring and being bounded as follows: On the north by
property of the Housing Authority measuring thereon one hundred four feet {104') more or less;
on the east by Oak Street fronting two hundred eighteen feet (218') more or less; on the south by
Elmwood Avenue measuring ninety feet (90') more or less and on the west by property of the
Housing Authority measuring thereon one hundred ninety feat (190') more or less; and being the
remaining portion of the property heretofore conveyed to Sam Berry and Barney Morris by Alan
J. Reyner by deed dated May 14, 1948, and recorded in Deed Book 18 at page 415. This is the
same property shown on plat of survey prepared by Belter & Associates, Inc., for The Housing
Authority of the City of Columbia, South Carolina dated October 16, 1995, recorded in the Office
of the RMC for Richland County in Plat Book 56 at page 2175.
Derivation: Being the same property conveyed to Grantor by deed from Wachovia Bank of South
Carolina, N.A. as Personal Representative of the Estate of Irma K. Morris, Julius Morris, Samuel
T. Morris, Marcia Helene Berry, and Sheryl Ann Berry Horton (f/k/a Sheryl Ann Berry), dated
March 5, 1996 and recorded in the Richland County RMC Office in Book D-1308 at Page 182.
Tax Map No. R-11505-01-19
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )

)

AFFIDAVIT

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned, who being duly sworn, deposes and says:
1.

I have read the information on this affidavit and I understand such information.

2.
The property located at 2101 Oak Street, City of Columbia, Richland County, South Carolina, having Richland
County Tax Map Number R11505-01-19 was transferred by Deed of The Housing Authority of Columbia, South Carolina to
Richland County on __________, 2022.
3.

Check one of the following: The deed is
(a)

subject to the deed recording fee as a transfer for consideration paid or to be paid in money or
money’s worth.

(b)

subject to the deed recording fee as a transfer between a corporation, a partnership, or other entity
and a stockholder, partner, or owner of the entity, or is a transfer to a trust or as a distribution to a
trust beneficiary.

(c)
exempt from the deed recording fee because it is a transfer realty to the federal government or to
a state, its agencies and departments, and its political subdivisions, including school district – Exemption #2
(If exempt, please skip items 4-7, and go to item 8 of this affidavit).
If exempt under exemption #14 as described in the Information section of this affidavit, did the agent and principal
relationship exist at the time of the original sale and was the purpose of this relationship to purchase the realty?
Check: Yes
No
4.
Check one of the following if either item 3(a) or item 3(b) above has been checked (See Information section of this
affidavit):
(a)

The fee is computed on the consideration paid or to be paid in money or money’s worth in the
amount of $_______________.

(b)

The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty which is _______________________.

(c)

The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty as established for property tax purposes
which is _______________________________.

5.
Check Yes
or No
to the following: A lien or encumbrance existed on the land, tenement, or realty before the
transfer and remained on the land, tenement, or realty after the transfer. (This includes, pursuant to Code Section 12-59140(E)(6), any lien or encumbrance on realty in possession of a forfeited land commission which may subsequently be waived
or reduced after the transfer under a signed contract or agreement between the lien holder and the buyer existing before the
transfer.) If “Yes,” the amount of the outstanding balance of this lien or encumbrance is: ______________________________.
6.

The deed recording fee is computed as follows:
(a)

Place the amount listed in item 4 above here:

$__________.

(b)

Place the amount listed in item 5 above here:
(If no amount is listed, place zero here.)

$-0-__________

(c)

Subtract Line 6(b) from Line 6(a) and place result here:

$___________.

7.
The deed recording fee due is based on the amount listed on Line 6(c) above and the deed recording fee due is:
$___________
8.
As required by Code Section 12-24-70, I state that I am a responsible person who was connected with the transaction
as: ________________ of Grantor.
9.
I understand that a person required to furnish this affidavit who willfully furnishes a false or fraudulent affidavit is
guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, must be fined not more than one thousand dollars or imprisoned not more than
one year, or both.
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The Housing Authority of the City of Columbia, South
Carolina Limited liability company
SWORN to before me this
day of _______________, 2022.

By:
NAME: ______________________________________
Its: ___________________________________________

Notary Public for South Carolina
My Commission Expires:
INFORMATION
Except as provided in this paragraph, the term “value” means “the consideration paid or to be paid in money or money’s worth for the realty.” Consideration
paid or to be paid in money’s worth includes, but is not limited to, other realty, personal property, stocks, bonds, partnership interest and other intangible
property, the forgiveness or cancellation of a debt, the assumption of a debt, and the surrendering of any right. The fair market value of the consideration must
be used in calculating the consideration paid in money’s worth. Taxpayers may elect to use the fair market value of the realty being transferred in determining
fair market value of the consideration. In the case of realty transferred between a corporation, a partnership, or other entity and a stockholder, partner, or owner
of the entity, and in the case of realty transferred to a trust or as a distribution to a trust beneficiary, “value” means the realty’s fair market value. A deduction
from value is allowed for the amount of any lien or encumbrance existing on the land, tenement, or realty before the transfer and remaining on the land, tenement,
or realty after the transfer. Taxpayers may elect to use the fair market value for property tax purposes in determining fair market value under the provision of
the law.
Exempted from the fee are deeds:
(1)

transferring realty in which the value of the realty, as defined in Code Section 12-24-30, is equal to or less than one hundred dollars;

(2)

transferring realty to the federal government or to a state, its agencies and departments, and its political subdivisions, including school district;

(3)

that are otherwise exempted under the laws and Constitution of this State or of the United States;

(4)

transferring realty in which no gain or loss is recognized by reason of Section 1041 of the Internal Revenue Code as defined in Section 12-6-40(A);

(5)
transferring realty in order to partition realty as long as no consideration is paid for the transfer other than the interests in the realty that are being
exchanged in order to partition the realty;
(6)

transferring an individual grave space as a cemetery owned by a cemetery company licensed under Chapter 55 of Title 39;

(7)

that constitute a contract for the sale of timber to be cut;

(8)
transferring realty to a corporation, a partnership, or a trust in order to become or as a stockholder, partner, or trust beneficiary of the entity provided
no consideration is paid for the transfer other than stock in the corporation, interest in the partnership, beneficiary interest in the trust, or the increase in value
in such stock or interest held by the grantor. However, the transfer of realty from a corporation, a partnership, or a trust to a stockholder, partner, or trust
beneficiary of the entity is subject to the fee even if the realty is transferred to another corporation, a partnership, or trust;
(9)
transferring realty from a family partnership to a partner or from a family trust to a beneficiary, provided no consideration is paid for the transfer
other than a reduction in the grantee’s interest in the partnership or trust. A “family partnership” is a partnership whose partners are all members of the same
family. A “family trust” is a trust, in which the beneficiaries are all members of the same family. The beneficiaries of a family trust may also include charitable
entities. “Family” means the grantor and the grantor’s spouse, parents, grandparents, sisters, brothers, children, stepchildren, grandchildren, and the spouses
and lineal descendants of any of the above. A “charitable entity” means an entity which may receive deductible contributions under Section 170 of the Internal
Revenue Code as defined in Section 12-6-40(A);
(10)

transferring realty is a statutory merger or consolidation from a constituent corporation to the continuing or new corporation;

(11)

transferring realty in a merger or consolidation from a constituent partnership to the continuing or new partnership;

(12)
that constitute a corrective deed or a quitclaim deed used to confirm title already vested in the grantee, provided that no consideration of any kind
is paid or is to be paid under the corrective or quitclaim deed;
(13)
transferring realty subject to a mortgage to the mortgagee whether by a deed in lieu of foreclosure executed by the mortgagor or deed executed
pursuant to foreclosure proceedings;
(14)
transferring realty from an agent to the agent’s principal in which the realty was purchased with funds of the principal, provided that a notarized
document is also filed with the deed that establishes the fact that the agent and principal relationship existed at the time of the original purchase as well as
for the purpose of purchasing the realty; and
(15)
transferring title to facilities for transmitting electricity that is transferred, sold, or exchanged by electrical utilities, municipalities, electric
cooperatives, or political subdivisions to a limited liability company which is subject to regulation under the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. Section 791(a))
and which is formed to operate or to take functional control of electric transmission assets as defined in the Federal Power Act.
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Agenda Briefing

Prepared by:
Lauren Hogan
Title:
Senior Assistant County Attorney
Department:
County Attorney’s Office
Division:
Click or tap here to enter text.
Date Prepared: February 10, 2022
Meeting Date: February 22, 2022
Legal Review
n/a
Date:
Click or tap to enter a date.
Budget Review
Abhijit Deshpande via email
Date:
February 10, 2022
Finance Review Stacey Hamm via email
Date:
February 10, 2022
Approved for consideration: County Administrator
Leonardo Brown, MBA, CPM
Committee
Development & Services
Subject:
Road Closure Petition (Pointe Grand Columbia, LLC v. SCDOT, RC, DPX Holdings, LLC 2021CP-40-06246) to close Research Court for which Richland County currently provides
maintenance.
RECOMMENDED/REQUESTED ACTION:
Council discretion:
1. Approve petitioner’s request to close the subject road and direct Legal to answer the lawsuit
accordingly.
2. Deny petitioner’s request to close the road, state reasons for such denial, and direct Legal to
answer the lawsuit accordingly.
Request for Council Reconsideration:

Yes

FIDUCIARY:

Are funds allocated in the department’s current fiscal year budget?
If no, is a budget amendment necessary?

Yes
Yes

No
No

ADDITIONAL FISCAL/BUDGETARY MATTERS TO CONSIDER :
Removing roads from Richland County books only decreases maintenance spending.
COUNTY ATTORNEY’S O FFICE FEEDBACK/POSSIBLE AREA(S) OF LEGAL EXPOSURE:
This matter originated in the County Attorney’s office via Petition (lawsuit) filed with Richland County
Clerk of Court.
REGULATORY COMPLIANCE:
None applicable.
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MOTION OF ORIGIN:
There is no associated Council motion of origin.
Council Member
Meeting
Date

Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.

STRATEGIC & GENERATIVE DISCUSSION:
County Council is requested to approve, deny or make a recommendation with respect to a Petition for
a Road Closing regarding Research Court in accordance with Richland County Code of Ordinances
(Roads, Highways and Bridges) section 21-14. The road is more particularly described in the attached
Summons and Petition for Abandonment and Closing Of Road filed as 2021-CP-40-6246 in Richland
County.
Richland County Code of Ordinances (Roads, Highways and Bridges) section 21-14 requires the County
Attorney to consult with the County’s Planning, Public Works and Emergency Services departments, and
to then forward the request to abandon or close a public road or right-of-way to County Council for
disposition. All afore-mentioned departments have been informed of the need for input and none have
any comments, concerns, or objection to the closure.
Research Court (in District 7) is a short cul-de-sac with 2 other abutting property owners both of whom,
according to the Plaintiff in the Petition, have consented to the closure, as well as SCDOT.
A DDITIONAL COMMENTS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Click or tap here to enter text.
ATTACHMENTS:
1. Summons and Petition for Abandonment and Closing of Road
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