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City of Easley
Work Session
May 11, 2026

1.  CALL TO ORDER: 

Mayor Lisa Talbert called the meeting to order at 5:00pm.  All members were present.

2. [bookmark: _Hlk213338340][bookmark: _Hlk215748935]AGENDA ITEMS:

A. First reading of Ordinance 2026-15 to rezone parcel located at 1098 S. Pendleton Street, Easley, SC, identified as Parcel ID 5018-08-98-1206, from General Residential 2 (GR-2) to General Commercial (GC). Councilwoman Rainey stated that that building has been used commercially since she moved into the area and Corey Holycross, City Planner, explained that the owner was looking for a business license, and it required zoning approval which is where it was seen that it was not zoned as a commercial property.

[bookmark: _Hlk213338390][bookmark: _Hlk215749049]B. First reading of Ordinance 2026-16 to provide for the adoption of a city annual operating budget, its execution and effect, for the fiscal period July 1, 2026, through June 30, 2027.  Finance Director Ralph Herden gave a presentation on the proposed budget.  Discussions also touched on the complexity of the budget, with council members requesting a comprehensive, final budget document to review before voting. There was concern about the lack of detailed budget packets compared to previous years, which made it difficult for council members and the public to fully understand the budget. Mr. Herden explained that the detailed budget book, including special revenue and enterprise funds, would be compiled and provided within a week, though it would not be bound until after approval. The council debated the distribution of contingency funds, with some funds reallocated to professional fees and council budget items based on prior overages.

C. First reading of Ordinance 2026-17 to authorize a franchise agreement.  City Attorney Daniel Hughes explained that Wire 3, LLC, is looking to enter into a franchise agreement with the City of Easley.  A public hearing will need to be advertised before the next meeting for the item to be voted on.  The council discussed the nominal franchise fee of $1,000 per year, which is capped by federal telecommunications law based on the city’s population. Unlike cable franchises that generate 5% revenue for the city, this fee is minimal and is not a significant revenue source. Council members inquired about the possibility of negotiating additional benefits, such as free public Wi-Fi in downtown areas, but were informed that the Telecommunications Act restricts such negotiations. However, the city could request such services, though the company is not obligated to provide them. 


3. PROJECT UPDATES:

Façade grant program consideration for the TIF district was presented by Easley’s Building Official Tor Ellstrom.  Mr. Ellstrom explained the program guidelines.  The program offers matching grants up to $15,000 for improvements such as awnings and other enhancements to building exteriors, with a maximum annual fund allocation of $75,000. Applicants who receive a grant are ineligible for another for five years. The program focuses on visible facades but may consider rear or side improvements if they are visible from public areas or used for ingress and egress. The application is available on the city’s website, and the program is set to take effect on July 1, 2026, coinciding with the new budget year. Questions were raised about project completion timelines and refund policies, with the city clarifying that funds are reimbursed after work completion and that extensions may be granted under certain circumstances.

4. COUNCIL DISCUSSION:

Peddler’s ordinance.  Councilwoman Donna Rainey stated that she requested for this topic to be added to the agenda.  The council then revisited the topic of a peddler’s ordinance, prompted by a recent incident involving individuals who entered a resident’s yard and asked intrusive questions, causing discomfort and fear. The individuals’ vehicle was towed by police after being parked suspiciously for several hours. Council members expressed concern about the safety and nuisance caused by such solicitors and discussed the need to regulate door-to-door sales more effectively. Mr. Hughes, city attorney, explained that a peddler’s ordinance typically requires solicitors to obtain a business license, which allows the city to monitor and control who is conducting business within city limits. Enforcement involves revoking licenses for violators and potentially charging those operating without a license. The council debated the practical enforcement challenges, especially in situations where residents feel unsafe or unwilling to confront solicitors directly. The ordinance could provide a deterrent by requiring background checks and identification for solicitors, but concerns remained about how it would work alongside existing trespassing laws and homeowners’ association no-solicitation signs.  Further discussion addressed the legal nuances of no solicitation signs, which currently do not have the force of law in the city, meaning ignoring such signs is not unlawful. The proposed ordinance could make it illegal to solicit properties displaying these signs, providing residents with greater protection. However, exemptions exist for certain groups, such as 501(c)(3) organizations like Girl Scouts, who would be allowed to solicit under specific conditions. The council acknowledged that while the ordinance might not stop all unwanted solicitation, it would empower residents and law enforcement with clearer legal tools. The council requested Mr. Hughes to research how similar ordinances function in other municipalities, including Greenville, and how they interact with existing laws and homeowners’ association rules.

5. EXECUTIVE SESSION: 
Councilman Tom O’Shields made a motion to enter Executive Session, seconded by Councilman Justin Alexander at 5:57pm.  Motion passed unanimously. 

Mayor-Council discussed legal advice pertaining to Case 2026-CP-39-00539 and Case 2026-CP-39-00538. (Section 30-4-70 (a)(2)).  Contractual matter/legal advice regarding E911 agreement. (Section 30-4-70(a)(2)).

No votes or action were taken.

Councilman Bob Fedder made a motion to exit Executive Session, seconded by Councilman Tom O’Shields at 6:42pm.  Motion passed unanimously.  
		
 
With no other business, Councilman Tom O’Shields made a motion to adjourn, seconded by Councilwoman Chris Clark.  The meeting concluded at 6:43pm.


								_________________________________
								Mayor Lisa Talbert
ATTEST:

_________________________________
Jennifer Bradley, City Clerk
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