
10 N. ROOSEVELT STREET 
PO BOX 500 (803) 684-2341
YORK, SOUTH CAROLINA 29745 WWW.YORKSC.GOV 

AGENDA 
YORK CITY COUNCIL 

WORK SESSION MEETING 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 2023 

5:00 PM 

1. Welcome and Call to Order  Mayor Mike Fuesser 

2. Prayer

3. Pledge of Allegiance

4. Presentations:
4.1 Ratliff Heights – Eastwood Homes

5. Discussions:
5.1 Redistricting – NAACP and RFA
5.2 Procurement Ordinance – Update/Amendment
_________________________________________________________________________________

AGENDA 
YORK CITY COUNCIL 

SPECIAL CALLED MEETING 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 2023 

Immediately Following the Council Work Session 

Mayor Mike Fuesser 1. Call to Order

2. Discussions:
2.1 Moratorium Ordinance:
• Zoning Ordinance Update
• Comprehensive Plan Update
• Land Use Map Update

3. New Business:
3.1 Ordinances:

Ordinance 23-687, Moratorium Extension 

4. Adjourn
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City of York 
Memo
TO: Mayor and Council    

FROM: City Manager, Dalton Pierce, MPA 

MEETING DATE: February 20, 2023 

SUBJECT:  Presentation – Ratliff Heights/Eastwood Homes 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Eastwood Homes will provide Council with a presentation of the proposed residential project, Ratliff 
Heights. The new residential development is set to be located at Kings Mountain Street and Carroll 
Avenue upon Council’s approval. Planning staff has given the following updated recommendations 
to Eastwood Homes for Ratliff Heights residential development: 

• The community mailbox location must be defined;
• Removing the word “may” in amenity wording and defining Phase 1 to include the amenities;
• Revising the elevations to include 1½ story homes;
• Including a minimum of 10% of single-story homes;
• Pushing homes back to help with aesthetics and parking; and
• Addressing all previously-noted City staff concerns. After reviewing your previous response, the

following items remain:
1. Add the following to Common Area, Note 1 on RZ-2: smaller “pocket park”/bench

areas, design feature(s) along Kings Mountain Street frontage to reflect the historic
nature of the area and potential decorative fencing around the stormwater pond(s).

2. Verify with the City of York Utilities Department that the project can be served by the
City utility system.

3. Add to note 19 (remove from18): The applicant will provide written verification of York
County approval with the preliminary plat submittal.

ATTACHMENT(S): 
A. Ratliff Heights Updated Rezoning Plan

REQUESTED ACTION 
Requesting Council’s Approval for a First Reading 



RATLIFF PROPERTY 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

February 20, 2023|  City Council Workshop

Another Quality Community By:



PAGE

Building homes with care since 1977

Eastwood Homes is a family-owned, locally-based home building 

Company born in Gaston County and now headquartered in 

Charlotte. Joe Stewart, a life-long resident of Bessemer City, 

started Eastwood homes forty-five years ago in 1977. Through 

providing the customer with exceptional value, outstanding 

craftsmanship and unparalleled customer service, Eastwood 

Homes has grown to eight divisions throughout North Carolina, 

South Carolina, Virginia and Georgia and has been named one 

of the Nation’s “Top 100 Builders”. While Joe is still actively 

involved in the day-to-day at Eastwood, Clark Stewart, Joe’s 

son, has now succeeded Joe as owner. Clark grew up in 

Bessemer City, spent his formative years there and still resides 

in Gaston County. Eastwood Homes is proud of its Gaston 

County heritage and our deep commitment to building the best 

communities in the industry.



Our Mission
Driven by integrity and our core 
values, we build homes of exceptional 
value and outstanding craftsmanship 
while delivering unparalleled customer 
service. Our purpose is to ensure our 
Customers, Employees, and Trade 
Partners will recommend us with 
confidence, inspiring every 
homeowner to say,
"Eastwood Homes, That's My Builder."

Joe Stewart – Founder
Clark Stewart – Owner

Mike Conley – Charlotte Division President
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$450K - $500K
- Overall Craftmanship Of homes
- Award-Winning Design Center
- Interior Upgrades Available
- Preservation of existing specimen trees
- Multiple Outdoor Living Spaces Available

“They build a very beautiful home with amazing top of the line quality! I love that you can choose 
all your choices at their design center instead of picking them out in a garage at a model home.”

-Yelp review from an actual customer

https://www.yelp.com/biz/eastwood-homes-charlotte-11?hrid=4q0YKOlylC8NMeYclnHfJQ&rh_ident=design_center&rh_type=phrase
https://www.yelp.com/biz/eastwood-homes-charlotte-11?hrid=4q0YKOlylC8NMeYclnHfJQ&rh_ident=design_center&rh_type=phrase


Benefits of Development
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City of York 

Memo 
 

TO: Mayor & Council       
 

FROM: Dalton Pierce, City Manager 
 

MEETING DATE:   February 20, 2023 
 

SUBJECT:  February 20th, 2023, Workshop 

 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

The City Council provided feedback in response to the redistricting proposals provided by the SC Revenue 
and Fiscal Affairs and NAACP representative Dr. Ruoff regarding the Census 2020 Benchmark & 
Redistricting data at the City Council Workshop on January 17, 2023.  
 

DISCUSSION(S)  

Discussion of responses from SC Revenue and Fiscal Affairs and Dr. Ruoff regarding the 2020 Benchmark 
& Redistricting data and map proposals. 
 

 

 

ATTACHMENT(S):  

Attachment #1: City Council Feedback 

Attachment #2: SC Revenue & Fiscal Affairs Feedback 

Attachment #3: NAACP, Dr. Ruoff Feedback 

 

 

 

 

 

REQUESTED ACTION 

General Information  
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Attachment #1: Feedback provided by City Council RFA & NAACP Redistricting 
Proposals 

Mayor Mike Fuesser 

Both presentations were informative. The RFA did not consider the communities of interest because they 

were not familiar with the complete demographics of our city. I would be in favor of either plan. The NAACP’s 

recommendation is one that keeps communities of interest intact and, in my opinion, would be a viable option for 

redistricting. When can we get the public involved for their input? Should we hold meetings separate from regularly 

scheduled council meetings? 

Matt Hickey District 1 

Concerned with both redistricting proposals as it relates to the California Street area that is not in one 

district, but is in more than one. Could Liberty St. be the district line to keep all of the California Street areas 

together? Also, does redistricting account for future growth with all of the approved developments within the city? If 

so, could District one be less than the 1,400 threshold, as there are three larger subdivisions that are underway? 

Stephanie Jarrett District 4 

I am not opposed to the NAACP redistricting, with just some slight tweaking, and I believe that it would 

make this process much easier to lean toward what the NAACP and Dr. Ruoff are proposing for the City’s 

redistricting map. The 8 homes along E Liberty St between Cemetery St & Garner St,  which is a total of 15 adults, 

added to district 4. 

Charles Brewer District 5 

I think the NAACP presented a decently solid redistricting plan with regard to community demographics and 

supporting the minorities in the City of York, which will be important, especially with the development coming. 

Whereas the RFA least change model didn't account as well, in my opinion, for the minority districts and current 

distribution of communities of interest.  

My main concern with both plans is that they should not remove Ashcake in Hunter Park from District 5. 

There is plenty of population deviation allowable by redistricting not to have to split a portion of the same 

neighborhood between districts. I would like to see the Hunter Park neighborhood stay as a complete unit in District 

5. 

Ed Brown District 2 

In favor of the NAACP recommendation due to keeping communities within the city together. 

Marion Ramsey District 3 

Good with the recommendations provided by both proposals. 

Kellie Harrold District 6 

Concerned with both recommendations and the future growth of the currently approved subdivisions within 

the City with the disparity in total approved subdivisions in the NAACP plan. District 1 – 5 total subdivisions; District 2 

-1 total subdivision; District 3 – 1 Total subdivision; District 4 – 0 Subdivisions, District 5 – 7 Total Subdivisions. 

(Refer to the map attached in the email) 
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Attachment #2: Response provided by Mr. DeMars of the SC Revenue & Fiscal Affairs 
Office 

 
Good morning Mr. Pierce and Members of Council, 
 
Thank you for the questions and comments and I hope to answer or clarify a majority below. 
 
Unfortunately, redistricting does not account for new growth but rather is based solely on the decennial 
population numbers.  However, local governing entities are allowed a deviation from the one person, one 
vote, which can be used to offset some of the anticipated growth.  Revenue and Fiscal Affairs recommends 
a total deviation range of 5% or lower. However, this is only our recommendation. A deviation range of 
10%, or a deviation not to exceed 5% for each district, has generally been accepted.   
 
Additionally, because your city has grown, it is possible to add additional census blocks within the municipal 
boundaries for purposes of redistricting.  However, these additional blocks are also limited to the population 
numbers published by the census.   
 
Based on the comments and feedback provided relative to RFA’s initial draft, if Council wishes to provide 
additional input to improve upon RFA’s initial draft, we will be happy to work with you.  
 
If Council decides to use another method to conduct redistricting, we ask that you submit your final 
ordinance and boundary data to our agency as we work on behalf of the South Carolina Election 
Commission with respect to the voter registration records. 
 
We look forward to your response. 
Respectfully 
Adam 
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Attachment #3: Response of the NAACP provided by Dr. Ruoff  

 

The Ruoff Group 

6170 Crabtree Rd. 

Columbia, SC 29206 

Email: JRuoff@TheRuoffGroup.com 

Telephone: 803-603-3224 

 

February 14, 2023 

Dalton Pierce, M.P.A. 

City Manager 

York, SC  

Sent by Email 

Mr. Pierce: 

On behalf of the Western York Branch NAACP, I am submitting responses to the comments raised by a 

member of the City Council regarding our proposed redistricting plan: 

1. Mayor Mike Fuesser 

The Western York Branch NAACP strongly supports publication of a proposed plan and an 

opportunity for public comment, including both written comments and public hearings. The Branch 

stresses the importance of public involvement and transparency during the redistricting process. 

Those hearings should be accessible and held outside normal working hours. There should be 

sufficient and accessible notice of hearings at least 7-10 business days in advance. The hearings 

should allow for remote participation. 

2. Council Member Matt Hickey 

The NAACP proposal divides California Street into two districts, compared to three in the RFA 

proposal. That division occurs along the significant boundary of US Highway 321. To extend District 

2 across that highway in the western California Street area below W. Liberty Street would require 

substantial redrawing of the remainder of the map and implicate Voting Rights Act concerns by 

diluting the opportunity of Black voters to elect a candidate of choice in District 3. 

In redistricting, while it may be helpful to think through the implications of population change, we 

are not able to adjust target populations or deviations to account for future development in districts. 

We must instead take the population as reported by the Decennial Census. 

3. Council Member Stephanie Jarrett and Council Member Charles Brewer 

Adding the block along E. Liberty Street between Cemetery Street and Garner Street to District 4 is 

an easy fix, especially when balanced against moving Ashcake to District 5. It expands the Total 

Deviation to 8.6 %, within the presumptively constitutional limit. 

4. Council Member Kellie Harrold 

Development has been planned in certain communities. That development is consistent with those 

communities. As a result, those developments are going to be more concentrated in certain 

mailto:JRuoff@TheRuoffGroup.com
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districts. Changing those districts to spread the developments more evenly among the districts 

would undermine the goal of compactness as well, requiring odd fingers. 

We would recommend that Council adopt the NAACP proposal with the tweaks requested by Council 

Members Jarrett and Brewer and draft an ordinance incorporating that plan. Council should publish that 

plan, invite comments, and hold a separate public hearing on it. Council could make any further 

refinements, if needed, after the public hearing, and then proceed with adoption of the ordinance. 

I look forward to meeting with you this coming Monday and to working with Council as it completes 

redistricting. 

Sincerely yours, 

/s/ John C. Ruoff 

John C. Ruoff, Ph.D. 
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District Population # % # % # % # % # %
1 1,457        5                0.3% 334            22.9% 932            64.0% 123            8.4% 68              4.7%
2 1,426        (26)             -1.8% 837            58.7% 500            35.1% 55              3.9% 34              2.4%
3 1,432        (20)             -1.4% 850            59.4% 471            32.9% 61              4.3% 50              3.5%
4 1,406        (46)             -3.2% 380            27.0% 766            54.5% 190            13.5% 70              5.0%
5 1,531        79              5.4% 523            34.2% 888            58.0% 83              5.4% 37              2.4%
6 1,457        5                0.3% 297            20.4% 855            58.7% 222            15.2% 83              5.7%

Total 8,709        (3)               3,221        37.0% 4,412        50.7% 734            8.4% 342            3.9%

Target Population = 1,452        
Total Deviation = 8.6%

District Population # % # % # % # %
1 1,069        221            20.7% 723            67.6% 71              6.6% 54              5.1%
2 1,084        596            55.0% 429            39.6% 39              3.6% 20              1.8%
3 1,020        600            58.8% 348            34.1% 40              3.9% 32              3.1%
4 1,025        274            26.7% 613            59.8% 96              9.4% 42              4.1%
5 1,074        342            31.8% 664            61.8% 43              4.0% 25              2.3%
6 1,081        199            18.4% 694            64.2% 130            12.0% 58              5.4%

Total 6,353        -             2,232        35.1% 3,471        54.6% 419            6.6% 231            3.6%

Voting Age Population
NH DOJ Black NH White Hispanic NH Other 

York City Council
NAACP Proposal  2-A 02/16/2023

Population
Deviation NH DOJ Black NH White Hispanic NH Other 



City of York 

Memo 
 

TO: Mayor & City Council      
 

FROM: Dalton Pierce, MPA, City Manager 
 

MEETING DATE:  February 20th, 2023   
 

SUBJECT:  City of York Procurement Ordinance Update/Amendment 

 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

The City needs to consider updating the procurement ordinance and its associated thresholds every so 
often due to the continual cost increases associated with purchases over time (i.e., inflation) to continue to 
do business in a timely manner for the benefit of the organization and community. The current procurement 
thresholds are substantially lower compared to municipalities with similar budget totals and populations. I 
am requesting City Council consider amending the current dollar amount thresholds for Article V. 
Purchasing Sec. 2-356 to 359 & 361.  
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS 
Sec. 2-356 Not to Exceed $1,500 
Sec. 2-357 Exceeding $1,501 but less than $5,500 
Sec. 2-358 Exceeding $5,501 but less than $25,000 
Sec. 2-359 Single Purchase Orders Exceeding $25,001 required competitive sealed bid 
Sec. 2-361 Add Sole Source Procurement  

Any request by an agency or department head that procurement be restricted to one potential 
source shall be accompanied by a letter from the using department signed by the department head 
stating why no other source will be suitable or acceptable to meet the needs. A contract may be 
aware for a property, supply, service, or construction item without competition when the City 
Manager or designee determines in writing that there is only one source for the required property, 
supply, service, or construction item or that the proposed award to a single source is a permitted, 
non-competitive procurement as established herein, After verification of a sole source vendor or 
the justification of a sole source purchase is warranted, the City Manager, or designee, has the 
authority to negotiate the price, terms, and conditions of the procurement.  
 

Examples of permissible, non-competitive procurement include, but are not limited to: 
 

• When the City Manager and the Department Head has deemed the compatibility 
of equipment, accessories, services, systems, software or replacement of parts is 
to be of paramount importance. 

 

• When public utility services are to be procured 
 

ATTACHMENT(S):  
Attachment #1: Current Procurement Ordinance 
Attachment #2: Procurement Comparison 
 

ACTION REQUESTED 
General Information 



Article V. Purchasing 

Division 1. Generally 

Sec. 2-356. Single purchase orders not exceeding $200.00. 
Single purchase orders not exceeding $200.00 may be awarded by the city manager, or some other person 
designated by the city manager without bids.  
(Code 1977, § 2-121) 
Editor's note(s)—At the direction of the city, the above section has been amended to read as set out herein. 
The former section pertained to similar subject matter.  
 
Sec. 2-357. Single purchase orders exceeding $200.00 but less than $2,000.00. 
Single purchase orders exceeding $200.00, but less than $2,000.00, may be awarded by the city manager, 
the municipal clerk, or some other person designated by the city manager, to the vendor or supplier of such 
goods or services whose quotation is most advantageous to the city after the city has received telephone, 
oral or written quotations from at least two vendors or suppliers of such goods or services, when practicable 
and feasible.  
(Code 1977, § 2-122) 
 
Sec. 2-358. Single purchase orders exceeding $2,000.00 but less than $3,000.00. 
Single purchase orders exceeding $2,000.00, but less than $3,000.00 may be awarded by the city 
manager, the municipal clerk, or some other person designated by the city manager, after telephone, oral 
or written quotations have been received from at least three vendors or suppliers of such goods and 
services, when practicable and feasible, and the purchase order has been approved by the city manager or 
municipal clerk.  
(Code 1977, § 2-123) 
 
Sec. 2-359. Single purchase orders exceeding $3,000.00. 
Single purchase orders which exceed the sum of $3,000.00 shall be publicly advertised for bids at least 
once in a newspaper having a general circulation in the city, at least seven days prior to the date set for 
formal opening of written bids. Bids in writing, based on written specifications, shall be received by the 
municipal clerk until the advertised deadline. Upon receipt, the municipal clerk will maintain a record of the 
date received and forward bid packages to the treasurer. Bids will be secured in a lock box within the vault 
until the stated time of the bid opening. Bids shall be publicly opened at the date and hour specified in the 
advertisement soliciting bids by at least two members of the city's management staff, to be defined as 
follows: city manager, treasurer, public works director, fire chief, police chief, parks and recreation director, 
and planning director. At the bid opening, a form will be completed which includes the following information: 
item/project being bid, date and time of bid opening, contractors or firm bidding, amount of each bid and 
alternate bids where applicable. The city council shall award the contract for the furnishing of such goods 
and services to the vendor or supplier of such goods and services, submitting the bid most advantageous 
to the city. The council shall receive a copy of the bid form and the bid package price pages prior to the 
council meeting at which the bid is to be awarded. Nothing contained in this article shall be construed to 
require the city manager, the treasurer or city council to accept the apparent low bid when it shall appear 
that the acceptance of some other bid shall be most advantageous to and in the best interests of the city 
government. If the bid selected as most advantageous to the city is not the apparent low bid, the city 
manager shall prepare a full and complete statement of the reasons for accepting the bid of, or awarding 
the contract to, the vendor or supplier of goods and services other than the apparent low bidder.



 

 

 
City of York (population 8,615; FY Budget $23.7) 

• Purchase orders not exceeding $200.00 may be awarded by the city manager, or some other 

person designated by the city manager without bids. 

• Single purchase orders exceeding $200.00, but less than $2,000.00, may be awarded by the city 

manager, after the city has received a telephone, oral or written quotation from at least two vendors 

or suppliers of such goods or services, when practicable and feasible. 

• Purchase orders exceeding $2,000.00 but less than $3,000.00 may be awarded by the city 

manager, the municipal clerk, or some other person designated by the city manager after 

telephone, oral or written quotations have been received from at least three vendors or suppliers of 

such goods and services. 

• Purchase orders which exceed the sum of $3,000.00 shall be publicly advertised for bids. 

City of Fountain Inn (population 10,416; FY Budget $20.1M) 

• Small purchases under $1,500 do not require securing competitive quotations. 

• Purchases between $1,500 and $5,500 require a minimum of two verbal or written quotes. 

• Purchases over $5,500 but not exceeding $25,000 require a minimum of three verbal or written 

quotes. 

• Competitive Sealed proposals are required for purchases of $25,000 or more. 

City of Newberry (population 10,691; FY Budget $55.1M) 

• $0-999.99 - Purchase may be made by the department head or warehouse inventory agent on his 

own authority. Competition is encouraged to ensure fair and reasonable pricing. 

• $1,000 - $9,999.99 - Purchase may be made by the department head or warehouse inventory 

agent using an informal bid procedure, with the award subject to the approval of the purchasing 

agent. 

• $10,000 and Above - Purchase must be made by purchasing agent or his designee with the award 

subject to the approval of the city manager. The written informal bid procedure will normally be 

used; however, the formal bid procedure may be ordered at the discretion of the city manager. 

City of Beaufort (population 13,607; FY Budget $23.7M) 
Procurement procedures are governed by City's Ordinance (sub-section 9). In summary: 
Purchases below $15,000 are at the City's discretion and are handled by the departments. 

• The City solicits a minimum of two (2) quotes by telephone or email for purchases between 

$15,000 and $50,000.  

• The City solicits three (3) written quotes for purchases less than $100,000 but greater than 

$50,000.  

• Competitive sealed proposals are required for purchases of $100,000 or more. 

City of Cayce (population 13,781; FY Budget $34.6M) 

• Provided that for procurements of more than $25,000.00, except for emergency services or 

emergency replacement of essential equipment or except as further provided or allowed herein, the 

manager shall be required to receive formal, written bids or proposals after due notice inviting bids 

or proposals.  



 

 

• For procurements of more than $25,000.00 and for all contracts for new construction, he/she shall 

present such bids or proposals to the council for approval or rejection.  

City of Clemson (population 17,681; FY Budget $32.6M) 

• Expenditures of $1,000 to $2,500. A purchase order is required to be approved by the department 

head and the purchasing agent (or designee) prior to the order being placed with the vendor. 

Written quotes should be obtained from at least two vendors. 

• Expenditures over $2,500 up to$5,000. A purchase order is required to be approved by the 

department head, the purchasing agent (or designee), and the finance director prior to the order 

being placed with the vendor. Bids are not required, but written quotes should be obtained from at 

least two vendors 

• Expenditures over $5,000.00. A purchase order is required to be approved by the department 

head, the purchasing agent (or designee), the finance director, and the city administrator prior to 

the order being placed with the vendor. Three written bids are required to be obtained by the 

department head. Bids may be obtained by advertising, invitation, use of catalogs, brochures, 

proposals or other written materials. Less than three bids will be accepted only where the bid 

request has been advertised or if state purchasing is used. 

• Construction projects or custom ordered vehicles or equipment over $50,000. Sealed bids shall be 

used for these types of expenditures over $50,000. A bid tabulation form must be attached to the 

purchase order. 

• Sole-source purchasing. "Sole-source purchasing" is defined as purchases from a single vendor 

without competitive bidding. It is permitted where there has been a determination to standardize 

with that product or there is only one vendor of the product. The department head shall document 

the need for sole-source procurement and attach such documentation to the purchase order. 

 
 
 

https://online.encodeplus.com/regs/clemson-sc/doc-view.aspx?pn=0&ajax=0&secid=34


PO Box 500. 10 N. Roosevelt St. York. South Carolina. 29745. (864) 839-2332 

City of York 
Memo
TO: Mayor and Council    

FROM: City Manager Dalton Pierce, MPA 

MEETING DATE: February 20, 2023 

SUBJECT:  New Business – Moratorium Extension 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
Moratorium Ordinance 

On September 6, 2022, Ordinance 22-681, Temporary Moratorium, was imposed for certain types 
of residential subdivision/development and invoking the application of the pending ordinance 
doctrine. On March 5, 2023, the Ordinance 22-681 will expire. The Planning Department has 
prepared Ordinance 23-687, Moratorium Extension, that will allow the moratorium to continue 
through either June 6, 2023, or August 1, 2023. 

Staff Recommendations 
The Planning Commission recommends that Ordinance 23-687, Moratorium Extension, be 
imposed to allow necessary changes to be implemented to the zoning ordinance, 
comprehensive plan, and land use map. In addition, the moratorium extension will provide 
the public additional time for feedback through the public hearing process. 

Attachments 
A. Ordinance 23-687

Requested Action 
Council’s Approval 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA     ) 
) CITY OF YORK 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

  ORDINANCE 23-687 

EXTENDING A TEMPORARY MORATORIUM ON CERTAIN TYPES OF 
RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION /DEVELOPMENT AND INVOKING THE 
APPLICATION OF THE PENDING ORDINANCE DOCTRINE. 

WHEREAS, York City Council and Planning Commission find that a moratorium is 
necessary to allow the City the opportunity to research and implement 
needed changes to the zoning ordinance and comprehensive plan to 
facilitate desired growth moving forward; 

WHEREAS, York City Council and Planning Commission find that such revised 
ordinances/ standards would ultimately streamline and make the overall 
application process more understandable for all involved; and 

WHEREAS, York City Council and Planning Commission find that such a 
moratorium should be limited in duration and that action should be 
taken promptly to research and implement needed changes. 

WHEREAS, York City Council and Planning Commission find that a limited 
extension of the moratorium is necessary to complete the 
comprehensive action items prescribed by the moratorium and to allow 
ample time for public feedback through the public hearing process. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED in Council assembled on the dates hereafter 
set forth that York City Council does herewith extend a moratorium on the subdivision 
of a residentially-zoned and/or –used property into more than 5 lots as well as the 
usage of the R5 special exception and PUD processes and also invokes the application 
of the pending ordinance doctrine; furthermore, the number of lots in subdivision will 
be determined by the number of lots in the entire planned subdivision development 
(including all phases of the proposed development). 

The moratorium is hereby extended to allow the City the opportunity to address the 
following with the assistance of professional consultant(s) as necessary: 

1. Update pertinent sections of the 2019 Comprehensive Plan to provide better direction
and benchmarking regarding growth management in the City.

2. Update the City’s future land-use map to provide better guidance regarding the proper
zoning/usage of property in the City as well as around the perimeter of the City.



3. Conduct a housing survey as prescribed in the 2019 Comprehensive Plan to determine
the proper number and mix of residential housing types in York as well as the desired
population growth rate for the City.

4. Create or revise distinct residential and mixed-use zoning districts with by-right
zoning standards to include density, parking, housing variety, and other specifications
with emphasis on single-family detached, single-family attached, multi-family,
residential projects.

The provisions of this ordinance shall be effective immediately upon adoption and shall 
remain in effect until: Option 1: June 6, 2023, or option 2: August 1, 2023. See commentary 
regarding options in attached email. 

York City Council reserves the authority to extend the moratorium for a limited period upon 
finding that the City is making reasonable, prompt progress in carrying out needed action 
items set forth in this ordinance and that additional time is needed to adequately complete the 
action plan. 

York City Council hereby invokes the pending ordinance doctrine recognized under South 
Carolina law, effective immediately upon first reading approval. Applications for the type of 
subdivision/development specified in this ordinance shall not be accepted by the City of York 
while York City Council considers whether to extend a moratorium and during the duration of 
a moratorium. 

MICHAEL D. FUESSER, MAYOR 

ATTEST: 
Municipal Clerk 

First Reading: ________________________ 

Public Hearing: ________________________ 

Second Reading: ________________________ 
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