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City of Easley
Work Session
August 10, 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]UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

A. Ordinance 2026-19: Solicitors, Canvassers, and Peddlers.  Council discussed Ordinance 2026-19, an ordinance to amend Title XIII, Business Regulations, of the City of Easley Code of Ordinances by adding Chapter 123 regarding solicitors, canvassers, and peddlers.  Discussion began with clarification of the term “nonprofit business.” It was explained that the term refers to an entity incorporated as a nonprofit, such as a 501(c)(3) or 501(c)(4), with funds used toward the organization’s stated educational, charitable, or similar purpose.  Council then discussed permit fees. It was noted that the fee would be established by City Council in the comprehensive fee schedule and would require a budget amendment process. A suggested fee of $150 per individual was discussed, which would cover the permit, background check, and solicitor identification card for a one-year period. It was clarified that business license requirements would be separate and could apply to the business.  Questions were raised regarding whether the term “convicted” would include pleas of guilty, and it was confirmed that it would. Council also discussed whether the ordinance would apply to first responders collecting donations at intersections. It was clarified that the ordinance is directed toward the sale of goods and would not regulate governmental donation collections.  Additional discussion focused on whether the ordinance’s use of the term “canvasser” could affect political canvassing, constituent outreach, or nonprofit youth fundraising activities such as Boy Scouts or Girl Scouts sales. It was clarified that the ordinance is intended to regulate door-to-door sales of goods, not political outreach or requests for opinions. Youth and student-based organizations were discussed in relation to permit fees, background checks, and whether the ordinance should distinguish between youth participants and adult leaders.  Council discussed whether nonprofit and youth organizations should be exempt from permit fees only or from permit requirements altogether. It was noted that, as drafted, certain organizations may still need a permit but would not be charged applicable fees. Council considered whether additional language was needed to clarify the intent.  Questions were also raised regarding background checks for individuals from other states. It was stated that background checks would likely be handled by a third-party service and that such systems generally access records across states.  Proposed amendments to Ordinance 2026-19 were discussed, including redlined changes prepared for Council review. Members discussed the proper procedure for voting on the ordinance as amended, including making a motion to amend the ordinance to incorporate the redlined changes before voting on the ordinance itself.  Council further discussed enforcement, including whether violations would apply to individual solicitors or sponsoring businesses. It was noted that service of violations would generally need to be made on the individual present within the City, and that pursuing a sponsoring business outside the jurisdiction could be more complicated unless additional civil remedies were included. The potential fine amount of $500 was discussed, along with court costs and assessments, and it was noted that the total ticket amount could be higher once assessments are included.  Council discussed the ordinance’s effective date. Because permit fees would require adoption through the comprehensive fee schedule and budget amendment process, Council discussed setting a delayed effective date. A possible effective date of January 1, 2027, was discussed, with language providing that the ordinance would become effective on the latter of second and final reading or January 1, 2027.

Ordinance 2026-20: Annexation of Portion of Tax Map No. 5039-16-84-8206.  Council discussed Ordinance 2026-20, an ordinance to annex certain property identified as a portion of Tax Map Number 5039-16-84-8206, consisting of approximately 13.16 acres owned by Lean Road, LLC, and to designate the property as Office Institutional zoning with a commercial future land use designation.  The property was described as the lower portion of the parcel near the traffic circle, extending from the Tri-City Rentals area toward Rolling Hills. Steve Hubrick of Hubrick Contracting spoke on behalf of the project, which was identified as a proposed Libertas Academy school.  Mr. Hubrick stated that project representatives had completed required studies with the Department of Transportation and the Office of School Facilities. He reported that the project exceeded on-site stacking requirements by providing approximately 4,000 feet of stacking where approximately 3,500 feet was required. He also reported that DOT had approved the traffic impact assessment, subject to planned improvements.  Planned transportation improvements include a right-turn lane, a striped left-turn lane into the site, reconstruction of the driveway serving Tri-City Rentals for employee, staff, and visitor access, school access from Mid Circle for morning drop-off and afternoon pickup, signal upgrades including protected left-turn movements, and a receiving right-turn lane at another nearby intersection. Mr. Hubrick stated that DOT concerns had been addressed and that the project had agreed to complete the required improvements.  Utility improvements were also discussed. The project includes a regional sanitary sewer pump station, utility coordination with Easley Combined Utilities, easements involving a neighboring apartment complex, and extension of an eight-inch water line along Highway 153. The project team indicated that these improvements would support the school site and may benefit future utility extension in the area.  Council asked about buses, playgrounds, school grade levels, and site operations. It was stated that the school would initially use two to three buses, which would access the site near the Tri-City Rentals driveway and unload students directly to a sidewalk near the gym area. Playground areas were described as located behind the building, with two to three areas planned and the possibility of additional playground space as enrollment grows.  Council asked why the applicant wanted the property annexed into the City. Representatives stated that the location was desirable and that annexation would support access to City utilities, including water and sewer service associated with the planned pump station. Representatives also explained that Libertas Academy seeks to locate schools in more rural communities and currently operates or supports schools in several South Carolina communities.  Representatives described the school as a public charter school offering a classical education model. The curriculum was described as including Eureka Math, Core Knowledge Language Arts, Core Virtues, daily physical education, and art or music every other day. It was also stated that the school day would run approximately from 7:50 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. and that students would not have homework.
Council asked about extracurricular opportunities, special-needs eligibility, student selection, and enrollment. Representatives stated that the school would be open to eligible students throughout South Carolina, would offer extracurricular activities such as sports and drama, and would use a lottery system if applications exceeded available seats. It was stated that siblings of admitted students would receive automatic entry and that students would remain enrolled in subsequent years without repeating the lottery process.  Questions were raised regarding state funding, Pickens County School District impacts, and whether students would return to district schools after eighth grade. Representatives stated that the school is approved for 4K through eighth grade and that any decision to add a high school would be made by the local board. Council members expressed concern about future impacts on Easley schools if students later returned to the district system.  Council asked about the school calendar, lunches, and uniforms. Representatives stated that the school calendar would generally align with the local school district, that lunches would be contracted through Chartwells with on-site preparation and participation in free and reduced lunch programs, and that uniforms would be required but tuition would not be charged.  Members discussed the potential benefits of annexation to the City, including utility infrastructure improvements, an eight-inch water line extension along Highway 153, traffic signal and turn-lane improvements, fire protection and life-safety considerations, and future utility availability. Representatives estimated that project-related infrastructure investments could exceed $1 million.  Council also discussed consistency in annexation decisions. Members noted that annexation proposals should be evaluated on a case-by-case basis and discussed how this request differed from prior annexation and rezoning requests. Concerns were raised regarding whether the City would receive tax revenue from the school while also providing police and fire protection. It was also noted that school resource officer funding may be available through the state if the school is annexed and served by the City.

Ordinance 2026-21: Mobile Food Vendors.  Council discussed Ordinance 2026-21, providing for an amendment to Chapter 121 regarding mobile food vendors of the City of Easley Code of Ordinances. Staff stated that the ordinance had been discussed at the prior work session and that an exemption had been added for schools and churches, including events such as spring events, end-of-school events, and fall festivals.  Council asked whether the revised exemption language for schools and churches was included in the current packet. Staff indicated that changes had been prepared and could be discussed further.  Council asked whether the requirement that mobile food vendor vehicles be removed from the parcel at the end of each business day was new language. Staff clarified that the requirement is included in Department of Agriculture rules and is also in the existing ordinance, but that enforcement has generally been left to local jurisdictions.  Council also raised questions about tents or similar setups selling beverages in parking lots. Staff stated that future renewals would require a site plan review, which would address layout, parking, seating, and other setup details, along with any applicable business license requirements.

3.    NEW BUSINESS:

[bookmark: _Hlk213338390][bookmark: _Hlk215749049]A. Ordinance 2026-26: Amendments to the Unified Development Ordinance.  Greg Gordos, City Planner, was introduced and discussed Ordinance 2026-26, which proposes amendments to multiple portions of the Unified Development Ordinance. The proposed changes include amendments related to town homes, short-term rentals, accessory dwelling units, and freestanding sign area standards.  Mr. Gordos explained that the town home amendments would make town homes conditional uses rather than permitted by right in certain areas and would add dimensional requirements, including minimum lot width and unit width. The short-term rental and accessory dwelling unit provisions would allow those uses in additional areas, while the freestanding sign amendment would restore a chart that had been omitted from the UDO.  Council members expressed concern that the ordinance packet did not clearly show the exact changes being made, such as through strike-through and underline formatting. Members stated that more time and a clearer redlined document would help Council understand the proposed amendments.  The City Attorney stated that there was no legal requirement to present the ordinance changes in that format but acknowledged that showing the changes within the body of the UDO would be helpful. Staff indicated that they were amenable to providing that format in the future.
It was noted that the Planning Commission had reviewed the proposed amendments and recommended them. Council discussed that, if desired at the business meeting, a motion could be made to table or postpone the ordinance until the next meeting to allow the text amendments to be inserted directly into the UDO for review.

4. COUNCIL DISCUSSION:

Flock Safety Camera System
Police Chief Brandon Liner addressed Council regarding the City’s use of Flock Safety license plate reader cameras. Chief Liner explained that Flock is used as a law enforcement tool to assist with criminal investigations and public safety matters, including cases involving violent crimes, stolen vehicles, hit-and-runs, drug offenses, and missing persons.  Chief Liner emphasized that the department recognizes privacy and civil liberty concerns and has adopted a strict policy requiring Flock searches to be for criminal or law enforcement purposes only. He stated that officers must have a case number or call-for-service number associated with a search, and that misuse may result in serious discipline, up to and including termination.  Chief Liner stated that the City currently operates eight stationary Flock cameras. He noted that some neighborhoods and private entities may also operate their own systems and may choose to grant law enforcement access, but access is permission-based and requires a legitimate law enforcement reason.  The department described its audit process, stating that activity is reviewed monthly by multiple personnel and that supervisors have authority to review officer use. Audit records and the department’s policy may be subject to public records requests, while active investigative data may be protected to preserve privacy and ongoing investigations.  Council asked about data storage and retention. It was stated that camera data is stored in Flock’s cloud-based system and generally rolls off after thirty days unless it is needed for an active criminal case or other law enforcement purpose. In cases where information is needed as evidence, the department downloads and retains it consistently with normal evidence procedures.

Meeting Location Announcement.  It was announced that this would be the last work session held in the current meeting room due to growing attendance and limited space. Future work sessions and regular meetings will be held at the Law Enforcement Center, with work sessions beginning at 5:00 p.m. and regular meetings beginning at 7:00 p.m. The move was noted to provide additional space and improved sound-system capabilities.


With no other business, Councilman Tom O’Shields made a motion to adjourn, seconded by Councilman Bob Fedder.  The meeting concluded at 6:26pm.




								_________________________________
								Mayor Lisa Talbert
ATTEST:

_________________________________
Jennifer Bradley, City Clerk
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