AGENDA
LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
Committee Meetings
Tuesday, August 23, 2005
Second Floor - County Administration Bulldmg
212 South Lake Drive, Lexmgton, SC 29072
- Telephone - 803-785-8103 -~ FAX 803-785-8101

1:35 p.m. - 1:50 p.m. - Planning and Administration
(1) Town of Swansea - Annexation of Lexington County Public Works Camp #2 - The
Honorable Ray Spires, Mayor .. .........oiotiieinee e e eeee e
(2) Town of Swansea - Anmexation of Clay Pit, Lexmgton County Industrial Park - The
Honorable Ray Spires, Mayor . ... ... oottt e et e e
(3) Zoning Map Amendment M05-05 - 121 Pleasant Springs Court - 2" Reading ...............
(4) = Zoning Map Amendment M05-06 - Flamingo Road and Meredith Drive - 2™ Reading ........ :
- (5) Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program - Consolidated Annual Performance
~and Evaluation Report Program Year 2004 (July 1, 2004 - June 30, 2005) - Community
Development - George Bistany, Community Development Administrator ........ P
(6) Old Business/New Business
(7) Adjournment

1:50 p.m. - 2:10 p.m. - Justice :
(1) Temporary Part-time Communications Clerk - Public Safety/Communications - Major

- George Brothers, Homeland Security Coordinator ........... ... i ...
~ (2) False Alarm Ordinance - Sheriff’s Department - Major John Tate, General Counsel . .........
(3) 0Old Business/New Business =
(4) Adjournment

2:10 p.m. - 2:40 p.m. - Public Works - _ -
(1) Improvements to Pine Ridge School - Public Works - John Fechtel, Director ...............
(2) SCDOT 2006 State Match Program - Public Works - John Fechtel, Director . ................
(3) Transfer of Roads - SCDOT to Lexington County - Public Works - John Fechtel, Director . . . .. .
(4) Old Business/New Business - Sohd Waste Funding . '
(5) Ad]ournment ' :

' 2 40 p.m. - 3:10 p.m. - Economic Development
(1) Fire Hydrant - Mr. Dean Young, Alpha Manufacturing Company, Inc., 100 0Old
Barnwell Road, West Columbia, SC 29169
(2) Fire Hydrant - Mr. Steve Derrick, Southern Propane Systems Inc., 133 He1de1berg Drive,
Leesville, SC 29070




(3) Ordinance 05-07 - Amend the Agreement for Development of Joint County Industrial Park
Between Lexington County and Calhoun County - The Electric Controller and
Manufacturing Company, LLC - 1% Reading .............oiiiiiiiriiniinannn...
(4) Adoption of Amendment to Agreement for Development of Joint County Industrial Park
Between Lexington County and Calhoun County - The Electric Controller and
Manufacturing Company, LLC . ... ... .. . i i i i e i
(5) Ordinance 05-08 - Authorizing an Amendment to a Lease Agreement Between Lexington
County and Michelin North America, Inc. With Regard to the Investment to be Made by the
Company in Connection With the Fee in Lieu of Tax Payments and Infrastructure Tax
Credits - I¥ Reading ... ......itt it et ettt e
(6) Adoption of Amendment to Lease Agreement Between Lexington County and Michelin North
America, INC. . . . e
(7) Old Business/New Business - Fire Hydrants
(8) Adjournment

3:10 p.m. - 4:15 p.m. - Committee of the Whole
(1) Project Pet Update - Ms. Denise Wilkinson, Vice President, 2711 M1ddleburg Drive,
Columbia, SC 29204
(2) Technology Assessment Project - Information Services - Jim Schafer, Director .............
(A) - Request for Approval to Utilize Request for Proposals (RFP) Process for ROD System -
. Register of Deeds - The Honorable Debra Guater
(3) Request for Qualifications - Professional Engineering Services/Road Design Projects -
Public Works - John Fechtel, DITeCtor .. ... ovttntt it et eaeans
(4) Recommendations for Plan Review and Inspections - Public Works - John Fechtel, Director . . .
(5) Banking Services - Clerk of Court - The Honorable Beth Carrigg
(6) Request for Funds - Water Line for Cross Roads Fire Station - Councilman Johnny Jeffcoat
(7) Old Business/New Business :
(8) ~ Adjournment




Planning & Administration
J. Owens, Chairman
. J. Jeffcoat, V Chairman
J. Carrigg, Jr.
B. Derrick
D. Summers
T. Cullum

Public Works
B. Derrick, Chairman

B Keisler, V Chairman

S. Davis
J. Owens
~ T. Cullum

-Committee of the Whole
. T. Cullum, Chairman
J. Owens, V Chairman
B. Derrick
- S. Davis _
D. Summers
B. Keisler
J. Jeffcoat
- J. Carrigg, Jr.

J usticé
S. Davis, Chairman

- T. Cullum, V Chairman

J. Owens : -

~ B. Keisler

Economic Development
J. Jeffcoat, Chairman

S. Davis, V Chairman

B. Derrick

J. Carrigg, Jr.

T. Cullum




: AGENDA _
LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
Tuesday, August 23, 2005
Second Floor - Council Chambers - County Administration Building
212 South Lake Drive, Lexington, South Carolina 29072
Telephone - 803-785-8103 FAX - 803-785-8101

4:30 P.M. - COUNCIL CHAMBERS

Call to Order/Invocation

" Pledge of Allegiance

Employee Recognition - Art Brooks, County Administrator

Resolution .. ... ... ... ... ... . ..
(1) Chief Michael F. Sonefeld '

(2) Family Day

(3) Frank R. Stover, Jr.

CAppointments .. ... e

Delayed Item
(1) Ordinance 05-02-B - An Ordinance Adopting a Supplemental Appropnatlon for Flscal

Year 2004-05 - 3" and Final Readmg e peen
| _Ch:;irman‘j‘s Report._.

Administrator’s Report

Approval of Minutes - M_eetings qffune 28, July .12, and July 25; 20Q5 e .. R y

Approval of Budget Worksession Minutes - Meeting of May 24, 2005 ......... S U




Ordinance

(1) Ordinance 05-06 - Authorizing Lexington County Rural Recreation District to Issue General
Obligation Bonds in an Amount Not to Exceed $17,000,000 and General Obligation
Refunding Bonds in an Amount Not to Exceed $17,000,000 - Frannie Heizer, Attorney,

McNair Law Firm, PA -2®Reading ..................... e

Committee Reports

Planning & Administration, J. Owens, Chairman

'( 1) Temporary Sign Ad Hoc and Planning Commission Recommendations . ....................
(2) Zoning Map Amendment M05-05 - 121 Pleasant Springs Court - 2™ Reading - Tab C

(3) Zoning Map Amendment M05-06 - Flamingo Road and Meredith Drive - 2™ Reading - Tab D

Justice, S. Davis, Chairman
(1) Temporary Part-time Communications Clerk - Pubhc Safety/Com.mumcatlons Tab F

Public Works, B. Derrick, Chairman

(1) Improvements to Pine Ridge School - Public Works - Tab H

(2) SCDOT 2006 State Match Program - Public Works - Tab I

(3) Transfer of Roads - SCDOT to Lexington County - Public Works - Tab J

Economic Development, J. Jeffcoat, Chairman

(1) Ordiance 05-07 - Amend the Agreement for Development of Joint County Industrial Park
Between Lexington County and Calhoun County - The Electric Controller and
Manufacturing Company, LLC - 1 Reading - Tab K

(2) Adoption of Amendment to Agreement for Development of Joint Cou:nty Industrial Park
Between Lexington County and Calhoun County - The Electric Controller and
Manufacturing Company, LLC - Tab L :

(3) Ordinance 05-08 - Authorizing an Amendment to a Lease Agreement Between Lexington
County and Michelin North America, Inc. With Regard to the Investment to be Made by
the Company in Connection With the Fee in Licu of Tax Payments and Infrastructure Tax
Credits - 1* Reading - Tab M ' :

(4) Adoption of Amendment to Lease Agreement Between Lexmgton County and Michelin
North America, Inc, - Tab N ' .

.' Airport, T. Cullum, Chairman _ : _ S
(1) Fuel Farm Options ............... e S
- (2) Proposed Building to House South Region - Public Safety/Law Enforcement ................




Comumittee of the Whole, T. Cullum Chairman

(1) Tax BilNG ISSUE . . . o\ et vt et e et e e e e e e e e e e e

(2) Technology Assessment Project - Information Services - Tab O
(A) - Request for Approval to Utilize Request for Proposals (RFP) Process for
_ ROD System - Register of Deeds

(3) Recommendations for Plan Review and Inspections - Public Works - Tab Q

: Zoning Amendments

(1) Zoning Map Amendment M05-08 - Gmny Lane - Announcement of 1% Reading .. ..........

(2) Zoning Text Amendment T05-09 - Article 2, Application of Regulations, Chapter 5, Signs -

Amnouncement of 1¥Reading ............... . ... .. ..ol e

Bids/Purchases/R¥Ps

(1) Hewlett Packard - Information ServiCes . ... ....vuuvnetene et e e,
(2) Lexington County Airport at Pelion - Fuel Farm Program - Procurement ... ...............
(3) All Terrain Vehicle (ATV-Gator) - Public Safety/Fire Service ............covivvveuiiin.

" (4) Architectural/Engineering Services - Construction of Five (5) Fire Stations; Additions to

Five (5) Existing Fire Stations - Public Safety/Fire Service . ...............coovviii..
(5) Mobile Command Post - Public Safety/Sheriff’s Department . .................... e
(6) Roadway Improvements Ben Franklin Road - “C” Funds - Public Works ......... R

(7) Request for Approval to Utilize Request for Proposals Process for a Document Imaging

System - Register of Deeds/Information Services ........... .. viuiitnnnnnnnnn..
- (8) Caron Wheel Tips / Sole Source Procurement - Solid Waste Management ................
- (9) Repair Transfer Station Trash Chute - Solid Waste Management .................c.nun...
(10) Filing System - Treasurer’s Office / Delinquent TaX .. ... ..ot iiinnrennnnn.. ,

(11) Architectural/Engineer Services - New Construction of Law Enforcement Service Center

Located at Lexington County Airport at Pelion - Sheriff’s Department ............ ceees

© 6:00 P.M. - Public Hearings

(1) Zoning Map Amendment M05-07 - 2261 North LakeDrive . ................coviiinn...

(2) Ordinance 05-06 - Authorizing Lexington County Rural Recreation District to Issue General
Obligation Bonds in an Amount Not to Exceed $17,000,000 and General Obhgatmn
Refunding Bonds in an Amount Not to Exceed $17 (00,000 - Tab w o '

Budget Amendment Resolutions

" OLD BUSINESS/NEW BUSINESS

‘EXECUTIVE SESSION/LEGAL BRIEFING
MATTERS REQUIRING A VOTE AS A RESULT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION

ADJOURNMENT




. RAY SPIRES
- Mayor.

“WILLIAM “BILL” DEAL
- LINDA G. BUTLER
. WOODROW DAVIS, JR.

Council

- W. VENSON HUCKABEE
~ Mayor Pro-Tem '

Smansea, South Carolina

* July 20, 2005

Mr. Art Brooks, Administrator
Lexington County 212 S. Lake Drive
Lexington, South Carolina - 29072
Re:  Annexation of Lexington County Public Works Camp #2, TMS 012900-01-043
Dear Art: | |
The town would like to annex this property, TMS 012900-02-036 so that we can better

~ patrol it. We have staff in the area all the time and our response time is much faster than

~ can be provided by the sheriff with his limited staff. '

We have attached the necessary form needed to accomplish this task.

Your assistance wﬂl be greatly appreciated.

TOWN OF SWANSEA

Ray Spires, Mayor

Cc: John Fechtel

PO. Box 429 « Swansea, South Carolina 29160-0429 « (803) 568-2835 « Fax (803) 568-2827




~ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ~ . PETITION

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON © YREQUESTING ANNEXATION
TOWN OF SWANSEA Sy |
L , being the owner in fee simple of

. that certain parcel of land located in county and state aforesaid, lying adjacent and
~ being contiguous to the present town limits, and further described as Tax Map

Number / / . as set forth on a Lexington

County Tax Map, ihcluding any and all highway/road right-of-ways, do hereby
| respectfully petition the Swansea Town Council to annex said property into the

Town of Swansea.

Date this _day of - , 2005

Witness -




CAMA Property Card - Pagelofl

CAMA Property Card

wnitrie:s

Data last updated: 07/19/2005

TMS#: 012900-01-043
TAX YEAR: 2005
OWNER: LEXINGTON COUNTY
ADDRESS: 212 SOUTH LAKE DR
- LEXINGTON, SC 29072
PROPERTY ADDRESS: MARTIN-NEESE RD
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: NONE
- PUBLIC WORKS CAMP 2
DEED BOOK & PAGE: 009Q-0062
PLAT: 49G-189
LAND USE: 9500:COUNTY
TAX DISTRICT: 4
NON TAXABLE 95-NON-TAXABLE COUNTY

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION BUILDING INFORMATION
' LOTS:0 [SQUARE FOOT LIVING AREA:
ACRES: 15.45 UNFINISHED AREA:
APPRAISED LAND: 54080 YEAR BUILT:
APPRAISED BUILDING: 0 NUMBER OF BEDROOMS:
ASSESSMENT LAND: 3240 NUMBER OF FULL BATHS:
ASSESSMENT BUILDING: NUMBER OF HALF BATHS:
HOMESTEAD EXEMPT ASSESSMENT: 0 HEATING SYSTEM:
TAX RELIEF EXEMPT ASSESSMENT: O HEAT:
SALES INFORMATION

SALE DATESELILER BUYER PRICE DEED BOOK & PAGE|

EI powered

Copyright © 2001 Lexington County. All rights reserved.
Revised: April 19, 2004

http://maps lex-co.com/scripts/cgiip.exe/W Service=wsCAMA/CAMA Search/dbmap htm?%.. 7/20/2005




http://maps.lex-co.com/output/currentdata. ADMMAPS0236074816.png

Page 1 of 1

07/20/2005




| @nﬁm of ﬁ%ﬁmnﬁea

. WILLIAM “BILL” DEAL _
1 *~"LINDA G. BUTLER
WOODROW DAVS, JR.

Council

RAY SPIRES
Mayor

W VENSON HUCKABEE
Muyor Pro-Tem

Stoawsea, South @arolina

July 20, 2005

* Mr. Art Brooks, Administrator
Lexington County 212 S. Lake Drive
Lexington, South Carolma 29072
Re: Annexat:lon of Clay P1t Lexmgton County Iudustrlal Park TMS 012900 02- 036
Dear Art:
The town has started to patrol this property due to intensive use by 4 x wheelers and dirt
bikes. We would feel more comfortable if this property, TMS 012900-02-036
was within onr jurisdiction. Tt i$ our understanding that t]:us isa scpara.te parcel and will
have no impact on the Nucor, Inc. property.

We are requesting the property be annexed into the town We have attached the
necessary form needed to accomplish this task. -

Your assistance will be greatly appreciated.
TO OF SWANSEA : ' -t
- Ray Spires, Mayor

Cc: John Fectel

P.O. Box 429 » Swansea, South Carolina 29160-0429 « (803) 568-2835 « Fax (803) 568-2827




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) - PETITION

_COUNTY OF LEXINGTON : ) REQUESTING ANNEXATION
TOWN OF SWANSEA Sy '
L . ____, being the owner in fee simple of

that certain parcel of land located in county and state aforesaid, lying adjacent and

being contiguous to the presént town limits, and further described as Tax Map

Number [ / as set forth on a.Lexingtdn
'County Tax Map, including any and all highway/road righf—of-whys, do hereby
| respectfully petition the Swansea Town Council to annex said property into the

Town of Swansea.

Date this _ __dayof , 2005

Witness.




“Pagelof 1

. CAMA Property Card

CAMA Property Cérd.

o od Friends and gat Communities

Data last updated: 07/19/2005

TMS#: 012900-02-036
TAX YEAR: 2005
OWNER: LEXINGTON COUNTY
ADDRESS: 212 SLAKEDR
LEXINGTON, SC 29072
PROPERTY ADDRESS: N SIDE HWY 3, E SIDE HWY 102
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: UNK.
LEXINGTON SOUTH INDUSTRIAL PRK
DEED BOOK & PAGE: 3113-086 '
PLAT: SL46-10
LAND USE: 9500:COUNTY
TAX DISTRICT: 4
NON TAXABLE 95-NON-TAXABLE COUNTY

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION BUILDING INFORMATION
LOTS: 0 SQUARE FOOT LIVING AREA:
ACRES:21.62 UNFINISHED AREA:
APPRAISED LAND: 64860 YEAR BUILT:
APPRAISED BUILDING: 0 NUMBER OF BEDROOMS:
ASSESSMENT LAND: 3890 NUMBER OF FULL BATHS:
: ASSESSMENT BUILDING: 0 NUMBER OF HALF BATHS:
|HOMESTEAD EXEMPT ASSESSMENT: 0 HEATING SYSTEM:
TAX RELIEF EXEMPT ASSESSMENT: 0 HEAT:
SALES INFORMATION
SALE DATESELLER BUYER ' PRICEDEED BOOK & PAGE
08/01/94 WILLIAMS K R LEXINGTON COUNTY 5 3113-086

E powered

Copyright © 2001 Lexington County. All rights reserved.
Revised: April 19, 2004

hitp:/maps lex-co.com/scripts/cgiip.exe/W Service=wsCAMA/CAMASearch/dbmap htm?t... 7/20/2005




htip://maps.lex-co.com/output/currentdata ADMMAPS02236080421.png
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COUNTY OF LEXINGTON SOUTH CAROLINA

Department of Commumty & Economlc Development
County Administration Building (803) 359-8121
- 212 South Lake Drive Lexington, S_outh Carolina 29072

ZONIN G MAP AMENDMENT APPLICATION # MOS 05-05

- >
g w s

Adch‘ess and/or descnpt1on of property for Wthh the amendment is requested

121 Pleasant Springs Court ' ' TMS# 002796 02-009 s
Development (D High Densitvy Residential (R3) "
Zoning classifications: _Low Density Res:ldéntl)al RD High Density Re31de1§tlal (R3) (R3)

(current) (proposed)

Reason for the request (use the back of this application form if necessary):

- To make highest & best use of property in order to obtain highest price for heirs who own property.

Even though this request will be carefully reviewed and con51dered the burdeu of prov1 o A
- amendment rests with the applicant. . '

Date __06-06-05 Signature _Z¢
{ ) Owner? Name prnt;
(x) Agent? " | o 7
Address 102 Harmon St.
 Telephone # 803-359-2828 Lexington SC 29072

************************************************************************************

1. 6 /6/ 5 Application Received 4 €2 & 1] JCS 3 Property Posted
2._6 /6/ Fee Received _ & /23/o% Notices Sent

3. L /23] s cb Newspaper Advertlsement v . - _ : *
_Z/l/_/ &3 Planning Commission Recommendation: SO DE-’JREOQ/

st s e s shestesi ol s ok ook o ok ok ok skesleste i e stk ok sk ok ok ok sk koo stk ok ol sk ot o s st s R ROk ok R o f SR Rk o ok ok sk kst o kol kol ok ok Rl KR R ok Rl ok

& 1257103 First Reading 7/ 2./ 5 Public Hearing __/__/__ Second Reading __/__/ _ Third Reading

. Results: '

HADOCSWZONING\FORM S\mapamend05-04.wpd

Isal

B R L as
25 - S o © T




' STAFF SUMMARY
ZONING MAP AMENDMENT #M05-05

Description of the Amendment: This ma'p amendment request is for a change in zoning
classification from “Development (D)”and “Tow Density Remdentlal(Rl)” to “High Density
' Remdentlal(RB)” ' .

Character of the Area This is primarily a residential area with the exception of a church activity
located at the corner of Pleasant Springs Ct. and Coldstream Dr.

Zoning History: ‘This propertyis in the Dutch Fork Planning Area zoned in 197 1/ 1974. Over the
years there have been approximately fifteen(15) map amendment requests in the immediate area .

Council District: Six-Councilman Johnny W. Jeffcoat

Attachments: Chart of Allowed Uses by Zoning District
o Political Boundaries Maps
Location Maps

H:\DOCS\ZON]NG\COUNC]L\SUMMOSOS.wpc_l -




" However, home eocupatlen duy care is not subject to the 25% of total floor area resmction orthe 750
square feet of floor area restriction imposed on other home oceupations. Also, home occupation day
care may be conducted outside on the premises using yard furnishings customary to the residential’
setting. Additional traffic pereration from one delivery and one pick up of each individual each day -
shall be considered within the linitations of item “e” abeve. The Board of Zoning Appcal’
deliberations shall include, but not be Hmited to, the following items:

1. thc size of the residence and the oulside recreation arca;

2 parkmg and vehicular access to the residence andits ablhiy fo accormmodate the drop-off and piciv-
up of the additional individuals;

3. the stated opinions of the serrounding property owners; and

4. ifrequested, the acceptability of having an emplovee (“caregiver” as defined by the South Camima :
Depariment of Social Services) who is not a resident of the dwelling unit.

21.30 Permitted Uses by District

The columuar chart which follows describes the activitis permitted within each district. This chartis based upon
the list of principal activities defined n Section 21.10 of this Ordinance and the districts established in Section
H.40, and is subject to the following:

‘& The listing of a permitted activity within a district may be voided upon the application of the special overlay
- district regulations pertaining to flooding, drainage, or airports found in Articles 4 and 5 of this Ordinance.

b. The provisions of Chapters 2, 3, and 4 of this Article shall apply in all districts to all lisked activities as
applicable. The application of these provistons may prohibit an activity from 3&aﬁﬂg in a particular district.

¢ Within the Limited Restriction (LR) district, all activities except the following are pamnl:tcd without review
for compliance with the specific provisions of this Ordinance: :

Extremely Hazardous Materiads s regulated by Article 3
Meining Operations as regulated by Arficle 8

Mobile Home Parks as regulated by Article 7

Sexually Oriented Businesses as regnlated by Article 10

21.31 Chart of Permitted Activities by District

Those activities that are marked by an asterisk (¥) are allowed only when gr:mted a special exception by
the Bourd of Zoning Appeals as outlined in Article 12 of this Ordinance. '

: XX XX | XX || Adminigtrative Offices
I XX XX | XX | XX | XX || Advertising Signs
XX (XX XX | XX | XX | XX | XX )| Adrports
| XX | xx [xx XL | XX || Animal Operations
XX XX | XX XX | XX | XX | XX || Boat Docks.
XX XX ) XX {| Bus mud Transit Tenmnais
- | XX {XX | XX | XX || Busigess Services
I B E<8 o el Pl b XX | xx | XX | Cemeteries
XX EX PEX XX | XX XX ) XX | XX | XX [ XX || Child or Adult Day Care.
Im{}cﬁ-xx:mmxxnmxxmmchmm '
XX XX | XX || Commumication Towers -
IXX XX | XX | XX | XX | XX XX | XX | XX || Commumity Bducation
| , ' XX XX | XX | XX | Construction Services




Crops

Detention Centers

Essential Services (Limited)

Essential Services (Extensiva)

Food Services

General Repair and Mairtesance Services

General Retail (Limited)

{(eneral Retail (Extensive}

Group Assembly {Linited)

Group Assembly {Intermediate)

Group Assembly (Extensive}

Group Housing

Hospitals

Kennels and Stables

Landfills (Limited)

Landfills (Intermediate}

Landfills {Extensive)

Manufacturing (Light Assembly)

Manufacturing (Limited)

‘Manufacturing (Intermediate)

Manufachiring {Extensive)

Marinas

Madicat Services

Milituy Installations

Mining (Limaited)

Mining (Intermediate)

Mining (Extonsive)

Mini-Parks

Mini-Warehouses

Maohile Homes

obile Hoine Parks (Limited) *

Mobile Home Parks (Extensive} *

XX

Nataral Reserves

XX

Non-Assembly Coltaral

#

Nursing Homes

XX

Personal Convenience Services

=l el

Plant Nurseries

Power Plants

XX

| BT« W Il <
| Il ] o] s b

XX

Professional Services

Radioactive Materials Handling

Railraad

Recycling Centers

XX

Research Services

XX

Residentia} Defached

ol |

B
S

XX

Residential Attached (2 dwelling units)

xX

Residential Attached (3 or mnzefdwelling units)

5334 %) %

:EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEREEEE EEEE EEE B EEEEEEEEE EEEEEEEE

B R EEEEE B EE HEE EEE EEE EREEEE EE el EEEE EE B EE EEE EEBE

Retirement Centors/Assisted Living




# The permitting of this activity in these districts is allowed only i the Group Assembly (Limited) activity is 2 membership

 facility owned, operated, aad used by the property owners in the surrounding residential area for which the facility is being

" established.

XX | XX || - Salvage/Wrecking Yard
XX 1 XX Sc::ap-{)pemtiﬂns
XX XX XX | XX | XX ||Business Parks
XX XX | XX | XX {Shopping Centers Speculative Development
XX : XX | XX }udustrial Parks
XX XX | XX | XX || Towing and Impoundment Lot
XX XX | XX | XX || Trade Enterprises
XX XX | XX | #X || Transient Habitation
XX XX | XX | XX || Transport and Warehousing (Limited}
XX _ XX | XX || Transport and Warehousing (Bxtensive)
XX XX | XX | XX | XX p Transport Services )
XX XX | XX | XX || Underiaking
XX | XX XX XX | XX XX ) XX | XX || 1rilities
XX XX ) XX | XX || Vehicle Parking
XX AKX | XX | XX || Vehicle Repair
XX XX | XX | 33 || Vehicle Sales
XX AKX IXX | XX | XXX || Vehicle Bervicing (Limited}
XX I | XX | XX || Vehicle Servicing {Extensive)
XX XX | XX | XX || Veterinarian
XX XX I | X | Zoas




_ parcels
LANDUSE DESCRIPTION

CHURCH

CLUBHOUSE/ COUNTRY CLUB

IRMO/CHARIN RECREATION CENTER

RESIDENTIAL - IMPROVED

DISABLED VETERAN

[ | RESIDENTIAL - UNIMPROVED

TR RURAL=IMPROVED =~~~ - -
RURAL - UNIMPROVED

Existing Landuse
Map Amendment # M05-05
-TMS # 002796-02-009




ZONING DESIGNATIONS

ROAD CLASSIFICATION

B 1 - nverstates

LL - Limfted Local Road

RLE4 - Residential Local 4
RLE - Residenlial Local &
RLG - Residentlal Local 8

RESTRICTIVE DEVELOPMENT

. e

Recrealional / Agricultural -

I:l R1- Low Densily Resldental

777 R2 - Medium Density Residertial

High Density Residential

R2

COee

Reslrictive Development

INTENSIVE DEVELOPMENT

Lmiled Commercial

| B ct - Meighborbood Gomme

Lc-

rciat

- C2 - General Commersial

B

Developmenl

SPECIAL DISTRICTS

EXwr

Intensive

D

Limited Restriction

PG - Planned Developmenl

800

600

D e el ot

Ex

400

200

ing

Zon

ing
Map Amendment # M05

t

IS

05

TMS # 002796-02-009



COUNTY OF LEX]NGTON SOUTH CAROL]NA

Department. of Commumty & Economic Development
County Administration Building (803) 359-8121
212 South Lake Drive Lexington, South Carolrna 29072

ZONING MAP AMENDMENT APPLICATION # MOS Oxé?

PR

Address and/or descnptlon of property for whlch the amendrdent is requested

21\/[18va608 1M1Wva271 F]ammqo Road & Meredith TMS#001998:02- 021
Drive
- Zoning classifications: _Low Density Resxdentral (R1) High Density Residential (R3)
(current) - : (proposed)

Reason for the request (use the back of this application form if necessary):

To make highest & best use of property in order to obtain highest price for heirs Who own property.

Even though this request will be carefully reviewed and consldered the burden of provmg the need ﬁ

| . .amendment rests with the apphcant - _ S o / CC. .
- Date __06-06-05 Signature _ Ay ' 2
2 "
( ) Owner? C Name(p ) John E. Cheatram
(x) Agent?
_ Address_102 Harmon St.
Telephone # 803-359-2828 _ Lexington SC 29072

********************************************************************dk***************

1.6 /6/05 Apphcanon Received 4. £ j2/ 65 Property Posted
2._6 /6 /05 _ Fee Received 5. é/a:?/es’ Notlces Sent

3. & [98]0% Newspaper Advertisement
: _—Z/_L/ oS T Planning Commission Recommendation: S0 Dém&aé

*******************************************************************************I*I****

& /2%7e8 First Reading”7/ J2/©S Public Hearing_ /_/ _ Second Reading _ /_/ _ Third Reading

Results: ' —_—

HADOCS\ZONING\FORMS\mapamend05-02.wpd

R T




. STAFF :S_UMMA_RY'?
ZONING MAP AMENDMENT #M05-06

Description of the Amendment: .This map a.mendment request is for a change in zoning
classification from “Low Density Residential(Rl)” to “High Density Residential(R3).”

Character of the Area: There is a mix of residential(single fainily and apartments in the area) with
some commercial use to the northeast of the subject property.

Zoning History: This property is in the Dutch Fork Planning Area zoned in 1971/1974. Over the
years there have been approximately f1fteen(15) map amendment requests in the 1mmed13te area .

Counc_il District: Six-Councilman Johnny W. Jeffcoat

Attachments Chart of Allowed Uses by Zomng District
- ' ~ Political Boundaries Maps '
Location Maps
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However, home occupation day care is not subject to the 25% of total floor area restriction, or the 750

square feet of floor area restriction imposed on other home oceupations, Also, home occupation day -
‘care. may be conducted outside-on the premises using yard furnishings enstomary to the residential
“setting. Additional traffic generation from one delivery and one pick up of each individual each day -

shafl be considered within the limitations of item “¢” sbove. The Board of Zoning Appeal’ o
.deliberations shall include, but not be limited to, the following items:

1. the size of the residence and the outside -rwcaﬁcn ares;

2. parkingand vehicular accessto the rr:mdvznce. a.mi its abilify to accommeda’te the drop-off and plclv, |
up of the additional individuals, s

3. the stated opinions of the surrounding property owners; and

4. ifrequested, the aceeptability of having an employee (Fcaregiver™as écﬁncdbyﬂlﬁ Sﬁui:h ﬂar&hna _
Department of Social Services) who is not a resident of the dwelling umt

21 3{1 Permitted Uses by District

. The columnar chart which follows describes the activities permitied within each disfrict. Thr.s chartis basedupon
the fist of principal activities defined in Section 21.10 of this Ordinance and the districts esmhilshed in Section -
11.40, and is subject to the following: : :

& The listing of a permitted activity within a district may be voided upon the apphcatmn of the special overlny
district regulations pertaining to flooding, drainage, or airports found in Articles 4 and 3 of this Ovdinance..

b, The provisions of Chapters 2, 3, and 4 of this Article shall apply in all districts o all listed activities as
applicable. The application of these provisions may prohibit an activity from locating in & particular district.

¢ Withinthe Limited Restriction (LK) district, all activities cxcept the following are permitted without review
for campliance with the specific provisions of this Ordinance:

Extremely Hazardous Materials as regulated by Asticle 3

Mining Operations as regulated by Article 8 '

Mobile Home Parks ss regulated by Article7

Sexually Oriented Businesses as regulated by Article 16
2131 Chart of Permitted Activities by District

Those activities that are marked by an asterisk (‘5) are allowed only when granted a specm? ﬁxcs:pﬁon by
the Board of Zoning Appeals as outlined in Article 12 of this Ordinance.

Administrative Offices

Advertising Stons

Adrporis

Animal Operations
Boat Dacks

" Bus and Transit Tenninals

" Business Services

Cemeteries :

Child or Adelt Day Care

Clurches

Communication Towers

Comsmunity Education

Construction Services

<l Il
BB EEEEE EEE

£3| &
S FEEE B EE EEE

z
B

24| 3934
< BEElE
| Bi=]is] |+

=] b= 1=

XX




XX | XX | XX X { XX )| Crops
XX XX | XX §| Detention Centers
XX )X | XN | XX | 3X | XX | XX | XX | XX || Essential Services (Limited}
XXX XX | EX | XX XX | XX | XX || Essential Services (Extensive}
XX |XX XX | XX | XX || Pood Services _
XX XX | XX | XX || General Repair and Maintenance Services
XX XX | XX | XX | X3 I General Retail (Limited)
XX XX | XX | XX || General Retail {(Extensive)
O | XXE|OE)| XX | XX XX | XX XX | XX || Geoup Assembly {Limited)
XX | XX XX | XX | XX || Group Assembly {Intermadizte)
XX XX | X | XX || Group Assembly {(Extensive}
A IXX XX | XX 3X | XX | XX | XX | XX || Group Housing
XX XX XX | XX | XX )| Hospitals
M| XX | XX XX | XX || Kennels and Stables
XX XX | XX || Landfills {Limited)
XX XX | XX || Landfills (nermediate)
XX XX | XX || Landfilis {Extensive)
XX XX | XX | XX | Manufacturing (Light Assembly)
XX XX | XX || Manufacturing (Limited)
XX X | XX || Manufaciuiog (Intermediate)
XX XX | XX §| Mamfacturing (Extensive)
XX XX | XX | XX || Marinas
XX XX | XX | XX | XX | XX || Medical Services
| XX XX | XX {| MHltmy Installations
XX XX XX | XX | 350 || Mining (Limifted)
XX KX XX || Miniug (ntermediate)
XX XX | XX || Mining {Extensive)
OO0 | XX 300 | XX | XX XX | XX | XX | XX | XX || Mini-Parks
XX XX XX | XX [} Mini-Waehouses
RO EX |3 | XX | XX XX | XX | XX | XX || Mobile Homes
XX XX XX | XX | XX || Mobile Home Parks (Limited) *
XX XX XX | XX | XX || Mobhile Home Parks {Extensive) *
XX | XX | XX | XX | 3030 | XX | X | XX | XX | XX | XX || Matural Reserves
_ XX XX PEX | XX | XX | XX | XX || Non-Assembly Caltora!
XX [ XX XX | XX [ XX | XX | XX | XX | XX | XX || Nursing Homes
XX XX | XX | XX | XX || Personal Convenience Services
: H|XX XX | XX | XX [ XX XX | XX f Plant Nwrseries
XX | XX | XX || Power Plants
XX | XX XX | XX | XX | XX || Professional Services
XXy XX | XX || Radioactive Materials Hanedling
XX XX | XX || Railroad
XX XX | XX || Becycling Cenfers
XX XX | XX | XX || Reszarch Services
XX (XXX | XX | XX PXX | XX | XX | XX || Residentisl Detached .
XX | XX O N | XX | XX | XX | XX || Residentiat Attached 2 dwelling units)
XX XX XX | XX | XX || Residentinl Attached (3 or m@re-dwelling units) -
XX XX XX | XX | XX || Retirement Centers/Assisted Living




CSalvage/Wrecking Yard - .

Serap Operations
)| Business Parks - _
Shopping Centers Speculative Development
Industriad Parks - o
||_Towing and Empoundment Lot

Trade Enterprises

Transient Habitation

Transport and Warehousing (Limited)
" ‘Transport and Warehousing (Extenswe}

Transport Services

Undertaking

THilities

Vehicle Parking -

Vehicle Repair

Vehicle Sales

Vehicle Servicing {Limited} .

Vehicle Servicing (Extensive)

Veterinarizn '

# The permitting of this activity in these distiicts is allowed only if the Group Assembly (Limited) activity is a membership

facility owued, opammd sad used E}y the pmperty owners in the surrounding residential area for Whi{ﬁ:z the fagflﬂy ixbeing
established. ~ -

aﬁaéamﬁammaaﬁmaﬁﬁaﬁajj ig;
%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ” |




APARTMENT (UNITS > 4)
[ ] RESIDENTIAL - IMPROVED
[ ] RESIDENTIAL - UNIMPROVED

GENERAL COMMERCIAL - UNIMPROVED
LEGAL RES IN COMMERCIAL ZONED AREA

Map Amendment # M05-06
- TMS # 001998-02-021
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ZONING
ROAD CLASSIFICATICN
@ I - Interstates
A - Arterial Road
C - Collector Road
1L - Limited Local Road
L - Local Road
RL4 - Residential Local 4
RLS - Residential Locat 5
RLE - Residenfial Local 6
RESTRICTIVE DEVELOPMENT
| RA- Recreational / Agricultural
O - Development
E Ri- Low Density Residential
{771 R2 - Medium Density Residential
R3 - High Density Residentiat
I:] RD - Restrictive Developatent
INTENSIVE DEVELOPMENT
LC - Limited Commercial
RN G - Neighborhood Commertial
= C2 - General Commercial
D - Intensive Development
SPECIAL DISTRICTS
BX] LR - Limited Restriction

PO - Flanned Development

0 110 220 330 440

xisting Zoning
Map Amendment # M05-06
"TMS # 001998-02-021




‘County of Lexington

Community Development Block Grant Program
212 South Lake Drive

Lexington, SG 29072

Telephone (803) 785-8600- Fax (803) 785-8188

MEMORANDUM
To: Planning and Administration Committee
Lexington County Council
Through: Art Brooks, County Administrator
From: - George Bistany — C'Gmmunity'Development Administrator /7%
Date: - August 11, 2005 |

Subject: Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program
Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report
Program Year 2004 (July 1, 2004 = June 30, 2005).

4

The County's fifth year of parhcxpat[on in the Communlty Development Block Grant
Program ended on June 30, 2005. Year-end reporting requirements include the’
- submission of a narrative report on goals accomplished in conjunction with our 5-year
Consolidated Plan and financial repor’cs for the year.

Prior to submission to HUD, th:s report is made available for public comment for 15 days
and is presented at a public hearing. The 15-day comment period will begin August 11™
and end August 26™, 2005. The public hearing is scheduled for Thursday, August 25™ at
2:00 pm'in Council Chambers Foliowing the public hearing and comment period, any
comments received are incorporated into the repor’f and the final report is submitted to _
HUD. The report is due no later than September 28™.

The CAPER is being submitted to County Council for information purposes. Their approval
is not expressly required, as the activities have already been approved through the
Consolidated Plan and Annual Action Plan process. Staff will be prepared to review
~ highlights of the report at the Council's Planning and Administration Commlttee meeting on
August 23", _

Attached are copies-of some of the slides planned for the public hearing that provide ~
' information on some of the program year accomplishments.

Requested Action:
~« Committee recommends Councll accept the proposed Consolidated Annual
Performance and Evaluation Report as information.




Lexington County
Community Development
Block Grant Program

Consolidated Annual Performance
Evaluation Report
Program Year 2004

July 1, 2004 — June 30, 2005

@

A

August 2005

Purpose of Hearing

= To hear citizen commentis on CDBG
program for 2004 program year

« 2004 program year
" w July 1, 2004 - June 30, 2005

= Comments will be accepted until 5:00
PM, August 26, 2005." :

» County decides funding priorities (within

What is CDBG? =~ |

Funding to help low and moderate income
perscns, hotiseholds, and neighborhoods

Funds are based on population and poverty .
stalistics ‘

federal guidelines).
Requires end-of-year reporting

" Program Requirements

Primarily benefit low and moderate income
persons and households

If not benefiting LM!, must meet other national
objective : :
" Implement Eligible Activities
Meet other federal program regulations

= Consolidated Plan

— Annual Action Plan
— Annual Performance Report
- — Five-Year Plan

Clearance

Eligible Activities

Acquisition
Public Facilities
Public Services (15% cap)

Code Enforcement

~ Housing

Planning and Administration




Available Funding

2004 Pragram Year o AT
Total Funding: $2,681,441

Garyover
Funding Fram
Frevious -
Years
§1)626,451
{59%)

Lexington County’s Priorities

» Public Facilities, housing, and other
community development needs in LMI
neighborhoods

* Public Infrastructure fo encourage
economic development

» Consolidated Social Services facility
» Road and Drainage projects
+ Fire Services Equipment

2004 Activities .
Infrastructure
— Road Paving
— Storm Drainage Improvements
—Water System Improvements
Fair Housing Education
Homeless Data Analysis
Public Safety
— Fire Station

Expenditures

Summary of Accomplishments
~ + Bellemeade Drainage Improvements Il
—$638,747 project
— Construction nearly complete

— 2,030 LF of concrete pipe, junction
hoxes and catch basins installed

[

S

i




3Py Tawn Project Af

+ Greater Columhia Community Relations
Council

- $50,000 project

— Held fair housing forum, workshop, and -
poster contest

EQUAL HOUSING
CPPORTUNITY

Summary of Accomplishments|

“Next Steps

+ Submit comments by 5:00 PM, August 26, 2005.

+ CAPER to be submitted to HUD by Sept. 28, 2005.

Summary of Accomplishments
* Happy Town Water/Fire Improvements
+ Happy Town Road Improvements
— $1,628,271 project
— Caonstruction nearly complefe

— Project includes road paving, water lines, and
fire hydrants

Summary of Accomplishments
= Midlands Area Consortlum for the Homeless
(MACH])
— $1,000 project

- Provided funds.to MACH for portion of contract
analyzing Lexington County homeless data

Questions or Comments

George Bistany
Community Development Administrator
"212 South.Lake Drive — Administration Building
Lexington, South Carolina 29072
Telephone (785-8600)

Fax (785-81288)
E-Mail: ghistany@lex-co.com




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
FINANCE DEPARTMENT

nteroffice
E N Uu M

to: County Council
| frpm: | Klisﬁ Hornsby, Manager of _Granfs Admillistfation
| subject: Temporary — Part Time Communications Clerk
‘date:  August 15, 2005

The Communications'departrnent is seeking approval to hire a 'témporary part—tirne clerk.
- The duties of this position will be to enter emergency information into the computer-alded
‘dispatch system as part of the “My 9-1-1" program. :

This position has been approved as part of the fiscal year 2006 State Homeland Security .
‘Grant. Therefore, it is 100% federally funded requiring no county match. | _ '

Your immediate response is requested due to the fact that the grant funds expire June 30,
2006. The Communications department needs to advertise, hire, and train the selected
candidate as quickly as possible in order to make the best use of available funds. '

See attached documentation.




_ COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
'STATE HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT
"NEW PROGRAM -
Annual Budget

Fiscal Year - 2005-06
Fund: 2476
Division: Public Safety
Organization: 131300 Commumcauons

_ . BUDGET
Object Expenditure : 2003-04 2004-05 2004-05  2005-06 2005-06 2005-06
Code Classification _ ExpenditureExpenditure Amended Requested Recommend Approved
‘ (May)  (May)
Personnel o \ . - : . :
510300 Part Time (1) ' 0 0 0 8,736 8,736 8,736
511112 FICA - Employer's Portion ] 0 0 0 727 727 727
511130 Workers Compensation - : 0 -0 0 28 . 28 - 28
* Total Personnel _ .0 0 -0 9,491 9,491 - 9,491
'Operating Expenses -
520800 Outside Printing ‘ N S0 21,000 21,000 21,000
525030 800 MHz Radio Service Charges - : ) 0 - .0 %00 .0 ' 0o - 0
* Total Operating . 0 S0 . 900 T 21,000 . 21,000 21,000
** Total Personmel & Operating. . . 0 .~ 0 900 30491 30491 30,491
_ Capital : : .
540000 Small Tools & Minor Eqmpment : 0 o 0 0 0 0 -
540010 Minor Software - : S 0 0 - 738 - 4491 - 4,491 - 449]
. All Other Equipment _ : L. .026,590 17,797 23,362 -
5A6192 (1) Power Point Projector ) o 4,000 4,000 4,000
5A6193 (1) Radio Control Station . R - 6,000 6,000 "~ 6,000
© 5A6194 (1) Personal Computer/software : o 3,509 3,509 3,509
** Total Capital . . 26,590 17,797 24,100 18,000 18,000 18,000

*x% Total Budget Appropriation 26,590 17,797 25,000 48,491 - 4849 48,491 -




'LEXINGTON COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT

August 15, 2005

The Honorable George H. “Smokey” Davis
Justice Committee Chairperson :
Lexington County Council '

212 South Lake Drive

Lexington, South Carolina 29072

Dear Councilman Davis,

As you are no doubt aware from the recent “LCSD Operational Analysis”
provided to Council last month, the false burglar alarm call and associated response is an
increasing problem across Lexington County. As is effectively presented in the report,
the twelve months studied revealed seven thousand and fifty-five (7,055) law -
enforcement responses to false burglar alarm calls utilizing some two thousand, seven
hundred and sixty seven (2,767) man-hours with an estimated cost in excess of sixty
eight thousand dollars ($68,000). Indeed, less than one half of one percent (0.5%) of all
burglar alarm calls so far this year has actually been the result of criminal activity.

_ Several years ago. after initially identifying this concemn, the department

undertook a program of notification and voluntary compliance in an attempt to reduce the
false responses. That program included visits to repeat violators by Region and District
Commanders, formal notice letters, and alarm priority reduction. Unfortunately, while
several locations responded favorably, many did not and the problem continues to
~ consume valuable fiscal and human resources.

Therefore, the department undertook to further identify the underlying causes and
develop strategies to reduce responses to false burglar alarms. While a student at the
‘Southern Police Institute, Capt. Mike Gordon conducted a nationwide survey of such
problems and solutions which have shown promise in other jurisdictions. Fusther, the’
department has maintained an ongoing investigation into the problem, met with
representatives of the alarm industry, and individually surveyed problem alarm owners..
Each identified potential solution tended to include both alarm ‘user education and a
comprehensive Burglar Alarm Ordinance.  The education component is accomplished

- by general public education, specific education of new alarm users by the installers, and
- continuing education of problem alarm owners by deputies though preprinted materials.-

A Nationally Accredited Law Enforcement Agency
P.O. Box 639/Lexington, South Carolina 29071 (803) 359-8230, Fax # (803) 359-1162 -




The lynchpin of any false alarm reduction strategy is a comprehensive Burglar
Alarm Ordinance. A mode] ordinance has been published by the National Fire and
Burglar Alarm Association in conjunction with the False Alarm Reduction Association.
This sample ordinance, available for your review, is merely a starting point and certainly
may be modified for the specific needs of our county. Richland County also has adopted
a false alarm ordinance for burglar alarms in their jurisdiction. Any ordinance
_ contemplated should necessan'ly include an alarm wuser registration, the
regulation/registration of installers’, a “Do Not Respond” list for habitual non-complying
locations, and an escalating ﬁne/fee schedule. The program and the enforcement of
fees/fines may be either administered through County Adnumstratlon or “outsourced” to
a private vendor.? : :

False burglar alarm activations and the associated law enforcément responses
~ continue to unnecessarily consume vast quantities of fiscal and human resources in the
public safety arena. The existing program of “voluntary compliance” and education of
- alarm owners has simply not been wholly effective in solving the problem. As Lexington
County continues to grow, so does the false alarm problem. Therefore, the Sheriff’s
Department is requesting Council to move forward in developing and adopting a
 comprehensive false burglar alarm ordimance as a cornerstone to managing effectlve law
enforcement and fiscal response to our 01tlzens o

B cayds, : /\ L -

John W. Tate
General Counsel

Ce:  Chief Btuce Rucke'r, Director of Public Safety
- Chief Keith Kirchner, LCSD -

' Improper installation and inadequate maintenance are often identified as the primary culprits in false

. alarm activation.

" ? Charlotte-Mecklenburg Police Department currently out-sources their program with reported success.
The developer of this program has offered to present his findings to Lexington County should we so wish.




'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
ENGINEERING

MEMORANDUM

'DATE: = August 15, 2005

TO: - Art Brooks, County Administrator

FROM; John Fechtel, Public Works Directorﬁ
- - Asst. County Administrator

RE: - Improvements to Pine Ridge School |

We have been working with School District 2, the Town of Pine Ridge, SCDOT and others

to solve a very severe traffic problem at the Pine Ridge school located at the Fish

Hatchery Road and Pine Ridge Drive intersection. The situation is compiex and has

. required meetings with these various entities over the last nine (9) months but a solutlon
has been determined and approved by ali involved. -

ThIS is baSICalEy a two-part solution. The first is basically creating a loop road around the
school tying into existing roads and paving the existing gravel road around the Lexington
County Recreation ball fields. Secondly, turning lanes on the ball park/DNR road and on
Fish Hatchery Road where SCDOT would place a traffic light, will complete the project.
Maps showing before and after will be available at the Council meeting.

The two-part solution is as follows:

Part 1: Material costs are eétimated at $42,052.85 (Exhibit A). This is connecting to
existing roads creating a loop around the school and paving a road on two (2) sides of the
ball field, which will intersect at Fish Hatchery Road.

Part 2: Costs are estimated by SCDOT at $275,086.82 for turning lanes on Fish Hatchery
Road and relocating the entrance to Pine Ridge Town Hall / Lexington County Recreation
~ facility shown as Exhibit B. We have prepared a cost estimate for Public Works domg
most of the work for approximately $90,000.00 as shown on Exhibit C.

_ Estimated costs:

Part 1: $ 42,052.85
Part 2: $ 90,000.00

Totai_Costs: $132,052.85

- 440-BALLPARK ROAD + LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29072 +(803)-785-8201—




-Page 2
. August 16, 2005 '
Memo Re: Improvements to Pine Ridge School

Funding sources:

Part 1: Schoof District 2 “C” Fund _ $42,052.85
Part 2: Rise Maich -$30,000.00
. Lexington County “C” Funds "~ $40,000.00
Municipal “C" Funds $20,000.00

Total Funding: $132,052.85

- This project has been endorsed by $.C.D.O.T., DNR, School District 2, SC Dept of B
Education and the Town of Pine Ridge. '

Please present this to the Public Works Committee for their review. -

Attachments




ROAD A

PAVING

12" WIDE, 1860 LENGTH, 1.5" THICK
(INCLUDING TAPER TO 20’ WIDE)

BASE

13"WIDE, 1860' LENGTH, 6" THIC
(INCLUDING TAPER TO 20' WIDE)

DRIVEWAY EXTENSION

21' WIDE, 170' LENGTH, 6" THICK

ROAD B
PAVING

12" WIDE, 420' LENGTH, 1.5" THICK

BASE

13" WIDE, 420' LENGTH, 6" THICK

ROAD C
PAVING

24"WIDE1171' LENGTH, 1.5" TH[CK
(INCLUDING TAPER TO 36' WIDE)

BASE

. 25'WIDE, 1171' LENGTH, 6" THICK
(INCLUDING TAPER TO 36" WIDE)

EXHIBIT A

PINE RIDGE SCHOOL

PROPOSED ROAD LAYOUT

COST ESTIMATE

TONS  COST/TON SUBTOTAL = TAX  TOTAL
385  § 3500 $1347500 $808.50 §14,283.50
1250 $ 490 $ 612500 §$367.50 $ 649250
140 $ 490 $ 686.00 § 4116 $ 72716 -
55 $ 3500 $ 192500 $115.50. $ 2,040.50
210 .~ $ 490 § 1,020.00 $ 6174 § 1,090.74
305 $ 3500 $10,675.00 $640.50 $11,315.50
175 $ 490 $ 5757.50 §$345.45 ‘§ 610295

TOTAL =

-$42,05285




EXHIBIT B

' DISTRICT ONE ENGINEERING
CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE

‘Lexington County
Turn Lanes along Fish Hatchery Road (Altemate 1)

ITEM

Mobilization -
. Traffic Control
Permanent Constr. Signs
Unclassified Excavation
Removal of Existing Pavement
Removal of Existing Asphalt Pavement
- Concrete Sidewalk - 4" Uniform
Surface Type 1 (150#)
Surface Type 1C (1754)
Binder Course Type 1 (2004/SY) -
A A. Base Type 2 (600#)
Binder PG64-22
Asphalt Ditch Paving
18" RCP Class lll
Paint 4" White Solid
Paint 4" Yellow Solid
Paint 4" White Broken
Paint 24" White Solid
Paint, Single Arrow
Thermo 4" White Solid
Thermo 4" Yellow Solid
Thermo 4" White Broken
Thermo 24" White Solid
- Thermo, Single Arrow
4" x 4" Yeliow Bi-Dir Pavement Markers
4" X 4" White Mono- Dir. Pavement Markers
Moving ltem No. (001)
Maintenance Stone
- Silt Fence
Permanent Vegetation

Water valves and meters within R/w ($0.00)

TOTAL

1
1
248
1,100
310
510
350
100
580
300
800
92
50

140
6.400 .

12,800
300
48

3,200

6,400

150
24

84

- 15
NEC
100
1,000

1.8

LS
LS

SF -

CcY

. SY

SY
SY
Tons
Tons
Tons
Tons
Tons
Tons
LF
LF
LF
LF
LF
EA
LF
LF
LF
LF
EA
EA
EA
LS
Ton
LF
MSY

~ UNIT UNIT PRICE

$10,000.00
$15,000.00
$14.00

- $15.00
$10.00
$6.00
$22.00

$50.00°

$50.00

$60.00 .

$70.00
$250.00
$165.00
$24.00
$0.15
$0.15

- $0.15
$1.00
$75.00
$0.50
$0.50
$0.50
$4.00

$150.00
$5.00

$5.00
$500.00
$13.00
$5.00
$500.00

Field Mgmt.
PE
Utilities

EXTENDED
TOTAL
$10,000.00
$15,000.00
$3,472.00
'$16,500.00
$3,100.00
$3,060.00
$7,700.00
$5,000.00
$29,000.00
$18,000.00
$63,000.00
$23,000.00
© $8,250.00
$3,360.00
$960.00
$1,920.00
$45.00 -
$48.00
$300.00
$1,600.00
$3,200.00
$75.00
$96.00
$600.00
$420.00
$75.00
$500.00
- $1,300.00
$5,000.00
$900.00

Constr. Total $225,481.00

$47,351.01
$2,254.81
$0.00

- Grand Total $275,086.82




EXHIBIT C

LEXINGTON COUNTY

CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE

Tum Lanes along Fish Hatchery Road (Alternate 1)

ITEM

Mobilization
Traffic Controi
Permanent Constr Signs
-Unclassified Excavation
Removal of Existing Pavement
Removal of Existing Asphalt Pavement
Concrete Sidewalk - 4" Uniform
Surface Type 1 (150#)
Surface Type 1C (175#)
- Binder Course Type 1 (20043Y) -
AA Base Type 2 (600#)
Binder PG64-22
Asphalt Ditch Paving
- 18" RCP Class Il
Paint 4" White Solid
"Paint 4" Yellow Solid '
Paint 4" Whife Broken
- Paint 24" White Solid
Paint Single Arrow -
Thermo 4" White Solid
Thermo 4" Yellow Solid
Thermo 4" White Broken
Thermo 24" White Broken
Thermo, Single Arrow
4" x 4" Yellow Bi-Dir Pavement Markers
4" x 4" Whtie Mono-Dir. Pavement Markers
- Moving Item No. (001)
Maintenance Stone
Silt Fence
‘Permanent Vegetation

MATERIAL
TOTAL

248
1,100
310
510
350
100
580
300
900
92

50
140
6,400
12,800
300
48

3,200
6,400
150

24

84
15
NEC
100
1000
1.8

UNIT

LS
LS
SF
CY
SY
sY
CY
Ton
Ton
Ton
Ton
Ton
Ton
LF
LF
LF
LF
LF
EA
LF
LF
LF
LF
EA

EA
EA
. LS
Ton
LF
-MSY

UNIT
PRICE

$10,000.00
$15,000.00
$14.00
$15.00
$10.00
$6.00
$9.19
$38.16
$38.16
$38.16
$38.16
$0.00

- $38.16
$0.92
$0.15
$0.15
$0.15

- $1.00
$75.00
$0.50
$0.50
$0.50
$4.00
$150.00
$5.00

$5.00

$0.00
$5.50
$2.00
$500.00

Construction Total

Grand Toftal

EXTENDED
TOTAL

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
$3,216.50
$3,816.00
$22,132.80
$11,448.00
$34,344.00
$0.00
$1,908.00
$128.80
$960.00
$1,920.00
$45.00
$48.00
- $300.00
$1,600.00
$3,200.00
$75.00
$96.00
$600.00
$420.00
$75.00
$0.00
$550.00
$2,000.00
$900.00

$89,783.10

$89,783.10




'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
' ENGINEERING

MEMORANDUM

DATE: . August 15, 2005
TO:. ‘Art Brooks, County Administrator
FROM: John Fechtel, Public Works Dwecto@
_ Asst. County Administrator -

'RE:  SCDOT 200_6 State Match Program

Attached is a letter from SCDOT outlining the 2006 Resurfacing Match Program. This
program match is limited to $848,000 ($424,000 County, $424,000 SCDOT) without any
additional potential funding and is limited to non-federal aid designated roads. As you
are aware, Council recently concurred with SCDOT’s bid for the first seven (7) roads on
‘their priority list (see attached Exhrbrt ‘A", and work has begun ' o

Due to tlme constraints in selecting the roads, Lexmgton SCDOT prioritized their roads
and Richfand SCDOT prioritized their roads as shown on Exhibit “A”; therefore none of
Richland SCDOT roads were approved for resurfacing. This year both of these lists -

- have been consolidated and prioritized into one overall list as shown on Exhibit “B":
Exhibit “B" also shows the roads that were approved last year. The 2006 Resurfacing
- Match Program prioritized list is shown as “Proposed 2006 Match” and totals an

. estimated $847,232.00. Holland Avenue and Julius Feider Street are eligible for Federal :
funds and therefore do not qualify for this match program accordmg to SCDOT S

County Councrl approved $600,000._00 for FY 05-06 asa potentlal SCDOT Match
Program in 2700-121300-530001 (“C" Fund Resurfacing), but based on the above
estimate only $424,000 will be requrred This will leave $176,000.00 to transfer |nto our

‘uncommitted account.

1 recommend Counci approve the proposed roads (priority numbers 8 to 14), as shown
‘on EXhiblt “B” for this year's 2006 match program o -

440 BALLPARK ROAD »LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29072 » (803) ~785-8201—




. Co!umbla Seuth Carolina 29262-0191

. South Carolina
Department of Transportation

| "August 5, 2(_)0_5

Mr. Bruce E. Rucker

Chairman-Lexington County Transportatlon Commlttee
212 South Lake Drive

Lexington, South Carolina 29072

RE: 2006 State Match Program (SMP’06)

Dear Mr. Rucker:

. It is my pleasure to inform you that the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT)
has approved the use of $10 million in state funds for a resurfacing match program for the 2006 fiscal
year. The purpose of the 2006 State Match Program (SMP’06) is to resurface secondary roads on the

- state highway system that are not eligible for federal-aid funding. SMP’06 is a program that promotes a

- cooperative effort between the SCDOT and County Transportation Committees (CTC) to select and fund

resurfacing on the state hghway system

The-ailocation of the SCDOT ‘match funds available to your CTC for SMP’06 is $424,000.00.
- The SCDQOT will match CTC funds on a doliar per dollar basis up to this amount. Unhlce prevrous match
_ programs, there wﬂl be no second distribution as part of the Sl\/ﬁ’ 06 . '

Secondary roads eligible for this resurfacing program (which includes a 2’ paved shoulder in each
outer lane and, in addjtion, a minimum 2’ earth shoulder), are limited to non-federal-aid roads selected in
a cooperative effort with the SCDOT. Guidelines for the program, with schedules included, are enclosed.

If you desire to participate, please submit the enclosed participation form to me no later than August 26,
-2005, in order to reserve your allocation of SCDOT match funds. We will discuss the SMP’06 at the

- Annual SCDOT/CTC Partnering Meeting in Columbia, also on August 26 Please see your letter from
Murs. Mabry for the time and location. . . R .

Your Iist of proposed projects should be -submitted by September 9, 2005. The District
Engineering staff, as well as our “C” Program staff, will be glad to work with you to identify eligible
projects. SMP’06 is an excellent way to bring more highway dollars into your county. By working

_ together, we can improve fransportation for the citizens of your county and our state. If you have any
questions concermng this program, please contact me at 803 737—1 127. U . oo

Smcerely,

QMWDWUM

Randall D. Williamson, P. E
“C” Program Engineer

. RDW:svg

- Enclosure
File: PC/RDW
Post Office Box 181 . .- . .. .- ' Phone: {803) 7372314 . L e e ANEQUALOPPORTUNITY/ -

TTY: (803) 737870 - o e L AFEIRMATVEACTIONEMPLOYER . - ¢



Participation Requirements

| STATE MATCH PROGRAM 2006 (SMP 06)
PROGRAM GOAL S

‘The goal of the State Match Program 2006 (SMP 06) is to preserve the mtegrity of the
_ present highway system through resurfacing with the goal of improving safety for the
three common modes of transportation used on state roadways and rights-of-way:
Vehicles, Bicycles, and Pedestrians. SMP 06 is 1 match program that promotes a
- cooperative effort between SCDOT and County Transportation Committees (CTC) to

select and fund highway improvements.

GUIDELINES

1. The SCDOT will allocate a maximum of $10 million in state funds to the SMP 06
. program for the fiscal year 2005/2006 in order to match “C” Fund contributions.

2. The allocation by SCDOT for each CTC will be based on the “C” Fund distribution

to the SCDOT initia] offering. |

3. SCDOT will match “C” Funds committed to. SMP 06 which are in excess of the 25%
minimum required by law to be spent on the state highway system. : ' ' :

4. A minimum of one dollar in “C” Funds must be committed to SMP 06 for each dollar
contributedl by SCDOT. ' '

5. Projects in.SMP 06 must be roads on the state highway system that are not eligible for
federal aid and must be developed to state standards, Projects eligible for SMP 06
- will be resurfacing projects that will include a 2° paved shoulder on each side and a
minimum 2’ earth shoulder i '

6.. The selection of SMP (6 projects will be a cooperative effort between the CTC and
SCDOT. ' ' :

~ 7. The SCDOT will administer and manage all SMP 06 projects including design,
~ bidding, contract award, and construction field management. Exceptions may be
made upon request, provided the participant demonstrates the ability to accomplish
the work. : _ S o




SMP06 Participation Form

Please fill-in the appropriate blanks indicatin your desire to participate in the program -
and the amount of matching funds you wish to accept. . . .- . T0F

County | :

. Will Participate Yes No

Amount of SCDOT Matching Funds Claimed ~ § |

.7 - List of Desired Projects (By Priorits})
- *Use extra pages if necessary

Rt./Rd.

1 understand that 25% of our total annual "‘C”I Funds must be used for
- resurfacing on the state system in order to be eligible to participate in this Highway
- Improvement Match Program, - o | -

- Authorized Signature - | Date -

~ ReturnForm'to:  Mr. Randal] Williamson

- S . “C”Program Engineer
POBox191
Columbia, SC 29202




EXHIBIT "B"

SCDOT Recommendation for CTC Resurfacing - Lexington Office

Approved 2005 Match - In Progress

Lengthin Widthin Widthto Estimaied Per Mile

Cauncil .. . : B .
Priority # Road Number  Road Name. . From . _ Tn Miles Feat “Widen Cost Co;t Submitted

Dist

TOTAL ) $1,302,000

Proposed 2006 Match

] 8 *5 32-940 Murray Lindler Rd Old Lexington Hwy  Dead End 1.85 20 4 $286,229 $173,472 Proposed
[ 9 *S 32-49 Clark Street Lexington Ave US 76 Chapin Hwy. 0.23 . 1832 ° 4 $38,770 $168,565 Proposed
[ 10 *$ 32-1177  Old Bush River R Old Lexington Hwy  Murray Lindler Rd 1.10 22 0 $160,919 $146,250 Proposed
7 1 5-1307 Broken Hil Rd - Piney Grove Rd Pitney Rd. 0.46 35 0 $105,662 $229,700 Proposed
8 12 S-1854 © Whippoorwill Dr - US 378 Sunset Bivd  Robin Crest Dr. . 045 26 ] $74,320 $165,156 Proposed
3 13 S5-392 Northwood Rd.  US 378 North Lake D Reed Ave. 0.58 20 4 $130,185 $191,448 Proposed
4 14 . 8-902 Glendale Rd. ‘Seay Dr. Dead End 0.30 26 o - $42,759 $142,530 Proposed
. ) TOTAL (includes 1% CPM) . } $847,232
Remaining Roads

6 5 *S 32-594 Long Pines Rd. S 32-51 Amicks Fer. 8 32-231Dreher Is. 1,48 20 0 $192,134 $129,820

6 i6  *§32-82 E. Boundary St.  Old Lexington Hwy  Calumbia Ave, 1.59 20 0 $221,989 $139,616

6 7 - *S32-231 Dreher Island Rd. Newberry Co. St-Peters Church 2.55 20 0 - $214,200  $84,000
B 8 5-1477 Regatta Rd. River Rd. Dead End 1.20 20. 4 $176,400 $147,000
6. 19 *8 32-1319 Dutchman Shores S 32-940 Mur. Lin. ~ Dead End ) 0.61 - 20 4 $89,670 $147,000
8 20 *532-1320  Dutchman Shores S 32-940 Mur, Lfin. 8§ 32-1319 Dutch, St 1.07 20 4 $157,290 $147,000
2 21 S-1039 Friendship;Davis SC 245 Lee Street  SC 245 Lee Street 0.29 - 20 0 $24,360  $84,000
8 22 *S 32-1881 Primrosa Lane = 5 32-83 Old Lex Hwy LJS 76 Chapin Road  0.91 22 4 $141,960 $156,000
6 23 *532-1255  Lake Shore Dr. 5 32-840 Mur. Lin.  Dead End 0.41 20 1] $34,440  $84,000

9 24  ."™3-32 Holland Ave. SC 2 State Street Poplar St. 075 32 0 $102,000 %136,000
9 25 **8-609 Julius Felder St SC 2 State Strest Narth Eden Dr. 0.83 26 0 $90,470 $109,000
Tatal Miles -25.66 Tota! Cost  $5,734,989
' - *Indicates Chapin Area
- ) **Ineligible for 2006 Match due to Federal Aid Status.

ighlighted area indicates Ro_ads already approved.

i
T
i
i
H




gxwdiy 4"

Prioritized SCDOT Recommendation for CTC Resurfacing - Lexington Office

Width
Road Length Width to Estimated Per Mile

CD Pri Numbher Road Name From To Miles Feet Widen ' Cost Cost -

v

The above roads were approved and under contract

$67,160  $146,000

7 8 8-1307 Broken Hill Rd. Piney Grove Rd. Pitney Rd. 0.46 35 0
9 9 S-609 Julius Felder St 5C2 North EdenDr.  0.83 ~ 26 0 $90,470  $109,000
8 10 S-1854  Whippoorwill Dr. Us 378 Goldfinch Ln. 0.55 28 0 $59,950  $109,000
3 11 S-392 Northwood Rd. Us 378 Reed Ave. 0.72 20 0 $60,480 $84,000
4 12 S-802 Glendale Rd. Seay Dr. Dead End _ 0.3 24 0 - $30,600  $102,000
9 13 832 Hoiland Ave, SC2 : Poplar St. © 075 32 0 - $102,000 $136,000
2 14 S-1039 Freindship;Davis SC 245 - 8C245 © 0.29 20 0 - $24,360 $84,000
"6 15 '5-1477  Regatta Rd. River Rd. - Dead End 1.2 20 4 $176,400  $147,000

Prioritized Chapin Area Roads Recommended by Richland Office
6 1° 832-231 Dreherlisland Rd. Newberry Co. 532-29 2.55 20 0 $214,200 $84,000
. B 2 532840 . Mumay Lindler Rd. & 32-83 Dead End 1.65 20 4 $242,550  $147,000
6. 3 53281  E. Boundary St. §32.83 - . 53248 ) 159 20 - 0O $133,560 °© $84,000
5] 4 532-1177 Old Bush River Rd. $32-83 _ § 32-840 1.06 . 22 0 $97,944 $92,400
6 5 §532-319 Dutchman Shores S 32-949 - Dead End 0.61 20 4 $89,670  $147,000
6 6 8 32-320 ' Dutchman Shores S 32-949 S 32-1319 107 20 4 $157,290  $147,000
6 7 S5 32-1881 Primrose Lane S 32-83 Us76 0.91 22 4. $97,944  $156,000
6 8 532.1255 Lake ShoreDr. =~ S532-940 =  Dead End .0.41 20 0 $34,440 $84,000
Total Miles’ 24,05 Total Cost $2,981,018
Roads by Council District

2 14 51039 - Freindship;Davis = 8C 245 8C 245 0.29 20 0 $24,360 $84,000
3 4 8-855 Bruton SmithRd.” US 1 Us 378 0.23 24 0 $23,460 - $102,000
.3 5 85-28 Hope Ferry Rd. Midway Rd. -Us 378 057 20 4 $83,790 - $147,000
3 6 35-874 Hope Ferry Rd. Midway Rd. Corley Mill Rd. 192 20 4 $282,240  $147,000
3 11 S-392 Northwood Rd. us 378 Reed Ave. 0.72 20 0 $60,480 $84,000
4 1 8-337 Parker St. Swartz Rd. 8Cs 0.59 24 0 $60,180 . $102,000
4 12 S5-902 Glendale Rd. Seay Dr. Dead End 0.3 24 0 '$30,600 ° $102,000
6 3 538 River Rd. SCH End State Mt. 1.74 20 4 $255,780 $147,000.
6 15 S-1477 Regatta Rd. River Rd. Dead End 1.2 20, 4 ‘$176,400-. $147,000
7 8 8-1307 Broken Hill Rd. Piney Grove Rd. Pitney Rd. : 0.46 35 o] $67,160  $146,000
8 2 35-864 Hooksen Cir. Leaphart Rd. Hooksen Cir. 0.75 26 0 $81,750  $109,000
8 10 S5-1854  Whippoorwill Dr. us 378 Goldftnch Ln. 0.55 26 0 $59,950  $109,000
9 9 S5-609 Julius Felder St sC2 North Eden Dr. 0.83 26 0 $00,470  $109,000
g 13 8-32 Holland Ave. sC2 Poplar St. 0.75 32 0 "$102,000 $136,000
2/5 7 5-278 Calks Ferry Rd. Two Notch Rd. Nazareth Ch.Rd. 3.3 22 4 $514,800 $156,000
6 1 §832-231 Dreherlisland Rd. Newberry Co. .= $32-29 2.55 20 0 $214,200 $84.000
6 2 3532-840 Murray Lindler Rd. S 32-83  Dead End 1.65 20 4 $242,550 - $147,000
6 3 §3281 E.BoundarySt. - .§32-83 - 53248 158 - 20 0 $133,560  $84,000
-6 4 8321177 OKd Bush River Rd. ' §32-83 " 532-940 1.06 22 0 $97 944 $92,400
6 5 §32-319 Dufchman Shores S 32-949 Dead End - 0861 20 4 $89,670  $147.000
6 6 §32-320 Dutchman Shores S$32-949 = = $532-1319 1.07 20 4 $157,290  $147,000
6 7 S$32-1881 Primrose Lane 532-83 Us 76 - 0.9 22 4 $97,944  $156,000
6 8 $32-1255 Lake Shore Dr. §32-840 . Dead End 0.41 20 0 '$34,440 $84,000
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'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
" PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
ENGINEERING

MEMORANDUM

DATE: . August 10, 2005

TO: Art Brooks, County Administrator

FROM: John Fechtel, Public Works Director % -
Asst. County Administrator :

RE: Transfer of Roads — SCDOT to Lexington County

Attached is a Ietter from SCDOT referencmg the mileage cap that is used when we
“swap” roads (example We pay SCDOT to pave a mile of County dirt road — we accept_ .
a mile of their dirt roads). The transfer of mileage is required by SC Code of Laws
‘Section 57-5-80 (attached). Basically, when SCDOT takes a mile, the county gets a-
mile, but it is always a road of lesser importance usually determined by traffic counts.

Please have County Council approve the transfer. The first road is Limerock Road for a
distance of 0.27 mile. The other road is a portion of Samaria Highway for a distance of

3.21 miles. By the County taking a total of 3.48 miles from SCDOT, we will be 0.27
miles below the cap.

I recommend County Council vote to accept this transfer of roads from SCDOT.

440 BALLPARK ROAD ¢ LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29072 « (803)-785-8201
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Mr. John Fechtel, Director

Lexington County Department of Public Works
440 Ball Park Road

Lexington, South Carolina 29207

Re: Transfer of Portions of Limerock and Samaria Roads to Lexington County

_Dear John:

As you are aware, Lexington County has a State Highway System mlleage cap
which presently is exceeded by 3.24 miles. In previous discussions and a subsequent on-
site inspection of several roads, you agreed to accept two roads into your county system
with a total mileage of 3.48 miles. The transfer of these two roads W111 result in Lexmgton

- County being 0.27 miles under the mandated cap. :

Enclosed are the transfer documents for portions of Limerock Road (S-32-85) and
- Samarig. Road (S-32-76). Please return the executed documents to my ofﬁce usmg the
enclosed envelope. .

Your cooperation in this matter is greatly appreciated.

Sincerel

M. Thad Brunson
District Engineering Administrator

MTB/jh o
cc: Fred Berry, ‘C’ Project Development _ ~

Dave Bowers, Traffic Engineering _
Mike Wilson, Resident Mamtenance Engmeer _

Enclosures
" File: D1/Lexington/MTB

... ANEQUALCPPORTUNITY/ o }
" AFFIRMATIVEACTIONEMPLOYER - .. .




REQUEST FOR REMOVAL _
FROM STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
(REVISED 5-22-2000) '

DESCRIPTION OF SECTION OF ROAD TO BE REMOVED

COUNTY: _LEXINGTON ROAD NUMBER: _S32-85 ROAD NAME: _LIMEROCK ROAD
LENGTH TO BE REMOVED: _0.27 MILES |

BEGINNING POINT: (MP01.26) 832-86 ENDING POINT: _(MP01.53) END OF ROAD - _ '

DESCRIPTION: (PLEASE ATTACH LOCATION MAP)

REMOVE UNPAVED PORTICON OF LIMEROCK ROAD (832-85) , FROM 832-86 TO END OF STATE MAINTAINED
PORTION THIS ROAD DOES NOT GO ALL THE WAY TO THE AIKEN COUNTY LINE BUT ENDS AT MP01.53, THE
REMAINDER OF THIS ROAD NEEDS TO BE REMOVED FROM THE SYSTEM., THE DISTANCE FROM THE END OF
MAINTAINED PORTION TO THE COUNTY TLINE IS 0.45 MILES. '

ACCEPTANCE OF MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITY BY OTHER ENTITY

IT IS REQUESTED THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED ROAD BE REMOVED FROM THE STATE

HIGHWAY SYSTEM. OWNERSHIP AND MAINTENANCE OF THIS ROAD WILL BECOME THE RESPONSIBILITY

OF . . | .
(INSERT COUNTY / CITY / SCHOOL DISTRICT NAME) |

COUNTY / CITY / SCHOOL DISTRICT OFFICIAL

NAME:

PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT
TITLE:

PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT
SIGNED: DATE:

NOTE TO DISTRICT ENGINEERING ADMINISTRATOR:
THIS COMPLETED FORM AND MAP SHOULD BE FORWARDED TO:

MR. ROCQUE L. KNEECE

SCDOT PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER
. 955 PARK STREET - ROOM 427, P.'0O. BOX 191

COLUMBIA, S. C. 29202 '




REQUEST FOR REMOVAL
FROM STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
(REVISED 5-22-2000)

DESCRIPTION OF SECTION OF ROAD TO BE REMOVED .

COUNTY: _LEXINGTON ROAD NUMBER: _832.76 ROAD NAME: _SAMARIA ROAD

LENGTH TO BE REMOVED: 0321 MILES

BEGINNING POINT: _(MP00.00) US178 FATRVIEW RD. ENDING POINT: _(MP03.21) $32-292 HAVEN RD.

DESCRIPTION: (PLEASE ATTACH LOCATION MAP)

REMOVE A PORTION OF SAMARIA ROAD (S32-76) FROM THE STATE SYSTEM. FROM FAIRVIEW ROAD TO

HAVEN ROAD. THE TOTAI AMOUNT REMOVED FROM THE SYSTEM IS 3.21 MILES. PLEASE REMOVE
THIS SECTTON FROM THE STATE SYSTEM. :

ACCEPTANCE OF MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITY BY OTHER ENTITY

IT IS REQUESTED THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED ROAD BE REMOVED FROM THE STATE
HIGHWAY SYSTEM. OWNERSHIP AND MAINTENANCE OF THIS ROAD WILL BECOME THE RESPONSIBILITY
OF '

(INSERT COUNTY / CITY / SCHOOL DISTRICT NAME)

COUNTY /CITY / SCHOOL DISTRICT OFFICIAL

NAME:
PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT

TITLE:

’ PLEASE TYFE OR PRINT

SIGNED: | DATE:

NOTE TO DISTRICT ENGINEERING ADMINISTRATOR:
THIS COMPLETED FORM AND MAP SHOULD BE FORWARDED TO:

MR. ROCQUE L. KNEECE
SCDOT PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER
955 PARK STREET - ROOM 427, P. 0. BOX 191

' COLUMBLA S.C. 29202 -
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ORDINANCE 05-07

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE AGREEMENT FOR DEVELOPMENT OF JOINT
COUNTY INDUSTRIAL PARK DATED DECEMBER 11, 1995 BY AND BETWEEN
LEXINGTON COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA AND CALHOUN COUNTY, SOUTH
CAROLINA, PROVIDING FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A JOINTLY OWNED AND
OPERATED INDUSTRIAL/BUSINESS PARK SO AS TO INCLUDE ADDITIONAL
PROPERTY IN THAT PORTION OF THE JOINT COUNTY INDUSTRIAL PARK
GEOGRAPHICALLY LOCATED IN CALHOUN COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, AND -
OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO

WHEREAS, Lexington County, South Céfdli’ﬁéf“(th’é'“Cdiﬁl’c’y”)‘"ahd"Célﬁ'éuﬁ"'c'bﬁhty',""‘ .

South Carolina (jointly the “Counties™) are authorized under Article VIII, Section 13 of the
South Carolina Constitution to jointly develop an industrial or business park within the
geographical boundaries of one or more of the Counties; and

: WHEREAS, in order to promote the economic welfare of the citizens of the County by
providing employment and other benefits to the citizens of the Counties, the County entered into
~ an agreement with Calhoun County to develop jointly an industrial and business park (the
“Park”) as provided by Article VI, Section 13 of the South Carolina Constitution and in
~accordance with Section 4-1-170 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as a.mended (the
- “Act™). -

WHEREAS, the Counties executed an Agreement for Development for a Joint County
- Industrial Park on December 11, 1995, which was subsequently amended (as so amended, the
- “Agreement”) which they now Wlsh to further amend so as to add property geographically
* located in Calhoun County.

NOwW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL:

Section 1. Lexington County 1s hereby authorized to amend the Agreement so as to
expand the Park premises located within Calhoun County, Attached hereto as Exhibit A is the
land description of the expansion of the Park premises within Calhoun County to be added to the
Agreement. The form, terms and provisions of the Agreement (as amended by the addition of

Exhibit A) as filed with the Clerk of County Council be and they are hereby approved, and all of
the terms, provisions and conditions thereof are hereby incorporated herein by reference as if the
Agreement were set out in this Ordmance in its entlrety :

- 635495/28838.2 . - . 1




Section 2. This Ordinance shall be effective after third and final reading and -

. publication.

. LEXINGTON COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA

By:

Chairman, County Council of
Lexington County, South Carolina .

ATTEST:

Clerk to County Coﬁncil
Lexington County, South Carolina

First Reading:
Second Reading: . : -
Third Reading;:

Public Hearing:

635495/28838.2 ' R )




EXHIBIT A
- PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

- All that certain piece, parcel or tract of land, with the improvements thereon, if any, situate, lying
and being near St. Matthews, County of Calhoun, State of South Carolina, containing 14.63
acres, more or less, and being shown and delineated on a plat prepared by Emergi-Lite, Inc., by
Donald J. Smith, Jr., Inc. dated May 19, 1997, revised May 22, 1998 and recorded in the Office
ofthe Clerk of Court for Calhoun County in Plat Book 3873-A. Reference being made to such

" plant which is incorporated herein by reference for a more accurate and complete descrlptlon all
measurements being a little more or less. :

TMS: 117-00-02-033

Derivation: Being the same property conveyed to Sandy Bay Properties, LLC, a South Carolina
Limited Liability Company from Thomas & Betts Corporation, a Tennessee Corporation filed on
October 9, 2003 in Book 179, Page 195. Also conveyed to Sandy Bay Properties, LLC, a South
Carolina Limited Liability Company by Quit Claim Deed from Thomas & Betts Corporation, a
Tennessee Coxporatlon filed on October 9, 2003 in Book 179 at Page 207.

635495288382 . L 3




AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT-FOR.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
L R ) DEVELOPMENT OF JOINT COUNTY
- COUNTYOFLEXINGTON = ° . )  INDUSTRIAL PARK
. ’ ) ' .
)

COUNTY OF CALLHOUN

: THIS AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT FOR DEVELOPMENT OF A
. JOINT' COUNTY INDUSTRIAL PARK DATED DECEMBER 11 1995 (THE '
. “AGREEMENT?”) is entered into as of this _ day of . 2005, - between
LEXINGTON COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA and CALHOUN  COUNTY, SOUTH
CAROLINA. :

1. y authority of ordinance enacted by the County Council of Lexington County on
- 2005, and ord:mance no. - enacted by the County Council of - -
: Ca]houn County on 2005, for value recewed Lexmgton County and

" .Calhoun County hereby agree as follows: '

The site more particularly described on Exhibit A attached hereto is hereby added to the
Agreement and is therefore located in a Multi-County Business/Industrial Park or
Industrial Development Park as provided in S.C. Code §4-1-170.

2. All other terms and provisions of said Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.

WITNESS our hands and .seals as of the day first above written.

LEXINGTON COUNTY,
SOUTH CAROLINA

By:

- Chairman, Lexington County Council
ATTEST:

Clerk, Lexington County Council - -

CALHOUN COUNTY,
SOUTH CAROLINA

By:

: Chairman, Calhoun County Council .
ATTEST: : ' ' '-

- Clerk, Calhoun County Council
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- EXHIBIT A
" PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

All that certain piece, parcel or tract of land, with the improvements thereon, if any, situate, lying and
being near St. Matthews, County of Calhoun, State of South Carolina, containing 14.63 acres, more or
less; and being shown and delineated on a plat prepared by Emergi-Lite, Inc., by Donald J. Smith, Jr.,
Inc. dated May 19, 1997, revised May 22, 1998 and recorded in the Office of the Clerk of Court for
Calhoun County in Plat Book 3873-A. Reference being made to such plant which is incorporated herein
by reference f0r a more accurate and complete descnptlon all measurements bemg a little more or less.

“TMS: 117-00-02-033

~ Derivation: Being the same property conveyed to Sandy Bay Properties, LLC, a South Carolina Limited

Liability Company from Thomas & Betts Corporation, a Tennessee Corporation filed on October 9, 2003

in Book 179, Page 195. Also conveyed to Sandy Bay Pfopetties LLC, a South Carolina Limited

- Liability Company by Quit Claim Deed from Thomas & Betts Corporanon a Tennessee Corporation
- filed on October 9, 2003 in Book 179 at Page 207. .
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LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL. MEETING

DATE: August 23rd, 2005

' AGENDA ITEM: Ordinance

DEPARTMENT: Economic Development

~ * ISSUE UNDER CONSIDERATION: A request from Michelin North America, Tnc. to
amend their ex1st1ng Fee-in-Lieu Agreement w1th the County.

CURRENT STATUS; The ordinance before Council will amend an existing Fee-in-Licu

- agreement between the County and Michelin North America, Inc. The current action
being considered by County Council is a modification to an existing agreement that will
pave the way for potential expansion in the future. Clarifying the possible support
- available is an important part of the process that helps them in their long term planning,

- The amendment sets-up a sliding scale that ranges from $300 million to $500 million and
300 jobs to 100 jobs.

" POINTS TO CONSIDER:

1. Michelin has two operations in Lexington County.

2. Michelin currently employs ap;ﬁroximately 1500 people.

3. The proposed change will put in place a shdmg scale related to capltal

- investments and jobs.
OPTIONS:
1. Approval of the ordinance as submitted.
2. Council requests additional information.

3. Denial of the request.

'STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that Councﬂ approve the ordmance
as submitted. :

" ATTACHMENTS:

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT .+~ COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
DIRECTOR ' ' S : .




Lexington County, South Carolina : -~ ORDINANCE NO. 05-08
Ordinance : o

AN ORDINANCE

~ AUTHORIZING AN AMENDMENT TO A LEASE AGREEMENT DATED AS OF -
DECEMBER 1, 1996 BETWEEN LEXINGTON COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA (THE
“COUNTY”) AND MICHELIN NORTH AMERICA, INC. (THE “COMPANY”) WITH
REGARD TO THE INVESTMENT TO BE MADE BY THE COMPANY IN CONNECTION
WITH THE FEE IN LIEU OF TAX PAYMENTS AND INFRASTRUCTURE TAX CREDITS
DESCRIBED THEREIN; AND OTHER MATTERS RELATING TO THE FOREGOING.
' 'WHEREAS, Lexington County, South Carolina (the "County“) acting by and through the
- Lexington County Council (the "County Council"), is authorized by Title 4, Chapters 1 and 29,
"+ Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as amended (collecﬁvely, the "Act"), to acquire, own, lease,
and dispose of properties through which the industrial and commercial develoﬁment of the State of
South Carolina will be promoted and trade and commerce developed by inducing manufacturing
and commercial enterprises to locate and/or expand existing facilities in the State of South Carolina,
and thus utilize and employ the manpower and natural resources of the State _of South Cafolina; and
WHEREAS, the County is authorized by Section 4-1-175 and 4-29-68 of the Act to provide
“an infrastructure tax credit (the “Infrastructure Credit”), secured by and based solely on revenues of
the County from payments in lieu of taxes pursuant to Section 4-1-170 and Section 4-29-60 or
Section 4-29-67 of the Act, for the purpose of defraying a portion of the cost of designing,
acquiring, constructing, improving or expanding the infrastructure serving the County in order to
enhance the economic development of the County; and _
- WHEREAS, pursuant to an Ordinance dated December 19, 1996, | (the "1996

" Ordinance"), the County Council authorized the issuance of Lexington County, South Carolina -

 Industrial Revenue Bonds in an aggregate principal amount not exceéding’ $450,000,000 in one _

_990753/30884




or more series through December 31, 2004, or through December 31, 2006, if an extension of
time in which to complete the Project was granted by the County pursuant to Section 4-29-67 of
Title 4, Chapter 29, Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as amended (the “Bond Act”) (the
"1996 Bonds") for the purpose of flnanoi_ng th_e costs of the acquisition, construction, installation,
.e_xpansio_nl, improvement, design, and engineering, 1n phases, of addition_al or improved
 machinery and equipment, buiidings, irnprovements or fixtures (the '.'Project") which constitute
expansions or improvements of the manu_facturing faoiIiti.es (the "Facilities") owned by Michelin

| North America, Inc. and its affiliates (collectively, the “Company”) and located in the County;
" _ _ _ _ _ .

| WHEREAS, pursuant to a Lease Agreement dated December 1, 1996 by and between the
| -~ County and the Company (the “Lease Agreement ), the Cornpany leases the Project from the
| County and in connection therewith pays a fee in lieu of ad tialorem faxes on the value thereof in
accordance with the provisions of the Lease Agreement. | -
.WHEREAS, ‘pursuant to. an Addendum to Lease .Agreement by and between the. County
| and the Company and.Lexington Real Estate.HoIding Corporation,' an afﬁljate corporationot' the -
Company (“LREHC"”) dated on or about November 18, 1998,. LREHC was identified as an
investor afﬁhate quahfymg under Section 4-29-67(B)(4)(b) of the Bond Act; | |
WHEREAS pursuant fo an OrdJnance dated October 23 2001, the County Councﬂ
approved an Amendrnent to Lease Agreement to. authonzed the issuance of additional Lex1ngton
"County, South Carohna Industrial Revenue Bonds in an aggregate prmcrpal ‘amount not
exceeding $100,000,000 in one or more series through Decemher 31, 201 1. (the'“200.1 Bonds")
- for the purpose of prov1d1ng addltlonal ﬁnancmg for the costs of an expansmn of the PrOJect to

' 1nclude anew. famhty m the County located adJacent to its ex1st1ng fa01hty (the “New Facﬂlty’ )




(collectively, the “Expanded Project”), authorizing an extension of the time in which to complete.
the Project and Expanded Project to the fullest extent permitted by law and authorized the
'granting of an infrastructure tax credit as more fully set forth therein all as an incentive to the .
-.Co”mpany to make capital investments in the. County and create jobs and'contimie to employ -
persons in the County all in accordance with and as contemplated by. the provisions 'of the South -
| Carolina Code of Laws of 1976, as amended; and

| WHEREAS, the Company and the County have agreed to amend the investment criteria
_ Whl.Ch. entitles the Company to qualify for certain of the fee in lieu of tax benefits and infrastructure
tax credits provi'ded in the Lease Agreement and the Afnendment to Lease Agreement; and
WHEREAS, the County Councﬂ has caused the following documents to be prepared and.
| | presented to this me_eting which the County either proposes to e)%ecute and deliver or which.
constitute a part of this transaction (a) a form of an Amendment to Lease Agreement containing
an aniendment to the Lease; eﬁd (b) such ofher documents and eertiﬁcates as may- be deemed -
' necessary or elesirable to consummate the transactions confemplated by the foregoing documents;

WHEREAS, it appears that | the' foregoing documents are in appropriate form and
substance fof execution by the County. |

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE L_EXINGTON COUNTY
| COUNCIL IN MEETING DULY ASSEMBLED: |

| | ARTICLEI

- FINDINGS

Section 1.1. _Pursuent_ to .the Act and particularly Section 4-29~60 thereof, the.Lexington

County Council has made and hereby makes the following findings:




(@) By providing improved or. expanded manufacturing, production, distribution and -
research and development capabilities which will eﬁhance the preductivity and general economic -
v_iebﬂity of the Company’ s Facilities in the County, the Project and the Expanded Project
subserve the purposes of fhe Act by promoting iﬁdustrial develepment in_the County and in the
State of South Carolina. : | : |

()  Each of the Project end the Expanded Prdject constitute a “projeet" within the
rneaning of the Act. | |

© Inasmuch as fhe Projet:t and Expanded Project, are providing and upon completioﬁ
are expected to prov1de benefits to the general public Welfare of the County by prOV1dmg

- employment and other public benef ts not othermse provided locally |

(d) Neither the .Proje(':t nor the Expanded Projeet, nor the issuance. of the 1996 Bonds _
or fhe 2001 Bonds (as defined in the Lease Agreement) to ﬁnaﬁce the cost of the ?rojecf and the. '
) 'Expahded Prbject will give rise tlo_'a. pecuniary liability of the County or to ahy charge against its

general credit or taxing power. | |

(&) Due to the nature and potential benefits of the Project and Expanded Project, it is
appropriate for the County to approve apprqpriate amendments to tﬁe prox}isions in the Lease
permitted by the Code. | | .

| ARTICLE II

AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT

Section 2.1. Authorization. The County Council 'hereby authorizes the execution and
'delivery of the Amendment to Lease _'A_greement which contains an amendment to the Lease

- Agreement modifying the investment eriteria describe_d in the Lease ‘Agreen.lent which allow the




- Company to qualify for certain fee in lieu of tax benefits and infrastructure tax credits, the form
- of such Amendment to Lease Agreement being attached hereto as Exhibit B -
ARTICLE III

EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF DOCUMENTS

- Section 3.1. Documents. The Lexington County Council hereby autﬁorjzes and directs

. the Chairman of County Council and the Clerk to County Council .to execute and deliver the
| following documénts, together with such changes from the form of such docﬁmcnts presented at
this. meetiﬁg as such exe.cuting officer 'may approve, their execution and - delivery of such
documents to constitute conclusive evidence of their approval of.any such ehaﬁge’s Or revisions:
o (@) . The Amendment to Lease Agreement; and
(b  Such otﬁer documents and certificates as may be deemed necessary or desirable to
~ consummate the transactions contemplated by _the foregoing documents.

Each and every covenant made herein and in the foregoing documeﬁté' is predicated upon
the condition that any obligation for the payment of money incurred by th_e County shall not create
| a pecuniary liability of the County or a charge upon its general credit or against its taxing powers, -
“but shall be payable solely from revenues and other amounts derived from the Project a1_1d the -

Expanded Project.

Section 3.2. Instruments of F_urther Assurance. The County covenants that it will do,

- execute, acknoWIedge, and deliver or cause to be done, éxecuted, acknowiédged, anid delivered,
such further acts,_'instnnnents, and things as may be necessary or desirable to accomplish the

matters described in the Amendment to Lease 'Agreemen_t.




CARTICLETV -

- MISCELLANEOUS .

Section 4.1. Severability. The provisions of this Bond Ordinance are hereby declared to
be se.verable, and if any section, .phrase, or provision shall for.any reason be declared by a court
of competent jurisdiction to be invalid or unenforceable, such declaration shall no'f affect the
| validity of the remainder of the sections, phrases and provisions hereof.

Section 4.2, Transferal of Léxingt_on County's Rights and Duties. In the event of the

.. dissolution of the County or the consolidation of any - part of the County with any other political
subdivision or the transfer of any rights of the County to any other such political subdivision;, all
of the covenants, stipulations, promises, and agreements of this Bond Ordinance shall bind and

‘inure to the benefit of the successors of the County from time to time and any entity, officer,

_ -board,_ comrmission, agency, or instruﬁmntality- to whom or to which any power or duty of the

" County shall have been transferred.

Section 4.3. Effective Date of Ordinance. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately
upon third reading of the County Council and shall supersede any inconsistent ordinancés. S

First reading: .

_Secotld reading:

Public hearing:

Third reading:




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

I, the undersigned Clerk to Lexington County Council, State and County aforesaid, do

hereby certify as follows:
1. The foregoing constitutes a true, correct, and verbatim copy of an Ordinance

adopted upon third reading by the Lexington County Council at a duly called and propefly '

conducted meeting on , 2005‘

2. The reading schedule shown on the attached Ordinance is true and correct; all
three readings were accomplished at duly called, properly advertised, land properly conducted
meetings of the County Council; and the pﬁblic hearing wés proﬁe_rly advertised and properly
conducted. | | | |

3. . The original of the attached Ordinance is duly entered in the permanent records of

minutes of meetings of the Lexington County Council which are in my custody as Clerk.

IN WTTNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and the seal of Legington County . -

onthis ___day of , 2005.

- Diana W. Burnett, Clerk
‘Lexington County Council

[SEAL]




EXHIBIT A

' (FORM OF AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT)




: Lexiﬁgton County, South Carolina -
| - AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT
THIS AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT (this “Amendment”) is: made. and

_ entered into as of this day of , 2005 by and among LEXINGTON COUNTY,

SOUTH CAROLINA (the “County”), a body politic and corporate-and a polifical subdivision of the
State .of South Carolina, acting by and through the Lexington County Council (the “Coﬁnty
Council”) as the governing body of the Counfy; and MICHELIN NORTH AMERICA, ]NC.; a New
York corporation duly qualified to transact business in the State of South Carolina. .
WITNESSETH:
Rt%c_itali |
| -~ Pursuant to a Bond Ordinance dated December 19, 1996 (the “1996 Bond Ordinance”), the
Lexington County Council (the “County Council™). authorized the issuance of Lexington County,
Sduth Carolina . Indﬁstrial Revenue Bonds in an aggregate principal amount not exceeding.' 3
$450,000,000 in one or more series through December 31, 2004, or through December 31, 2006, if
an extension of time in which to complete the Project is granted By the County pursuant to Section
| 4-29-67 of Title 4, Chapter 29, Code of _Law_s of South Carolina, 1976, as amended (the “Bond
Act?) (the-“1996 Bonds”) for the pﬁmose of financing the costs _éf the acquisition, construction, |
- installation, expansion, improvement, design, and engﬁleering of : certaiﬁ- real properties :and
improvements to real propertiés owned by Micheh'i_i North- America, Inc. and._its a_fﬁliatés (the -
| “Company”) located within the Céunty and of the machinery, equipfnent, ﬁxmrcé, and furnishings - -
to be installe_d therein relating to the production and sale of tires and other legal acﬁvities_ of the

| Company (the ‘“Project™). . i
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Pursuant to a B_ond Ordinance addpted-October 23,2001 (the “2001 Bond Ordinance’), the
County Council authorized the issuance of Lexington County, South Carolina Industrial Revenue
- Bonds in an aggregate principal amount not exceeding $100,000;000 in one or more series (the
~ “2001 Bonds™) .for the purpose of financing the costs related to an expansioﬁ of the Projecf fo j
' include additional properties, jInprQ\}ements, machinery, and other personal property which would
. enhance the Company’s manufactlﬁing processes and their flexibility and which was to be located
o .at the Company’s existing facility in the County and at a new facility in the County located adjacent
thereto (the “New Facility”) (collectively, the “Expanded Prdj ect”), all of which was intended to be - -
 located within the multi-county industrial park deve_lopéd by the Coﬁnt& with Calhoun County,.
Souﬂl Carolina (the “Park™).

Pursuant to the terms of the Lease Agreement (tﬁe “Lease Agre_ement”) dated as .of |
 December 1, 1996, between the County and the Company, the Company agrees, in co_ﬁnection with
each ;‘equisition..from the “Construction Fund,” to deliver to the “Escrow Agent” such _?‘Transfer. .
Documents™ as may be necessary to more sﬁeciﬁcally idéntify each “Phase” of the Project (such
terms being defined in the Lease Agreement). Pursuant to the terms of the Trust Indenturé- (the
“Trust Indeﬁturc”) dated as of December 1, 1996, by and among the County, Wachovia Bank,
National Association (f/k/a | First Union National Bank), as Trustee (ﬂle “Trustee™), and the
Compény, each such PhaSe is fecognized' as being inclﬁdeci within thé description of the Project
'_éontained iﬁ the Le.ase Agreefnent, said Lease Agreement having beeﬁ assigned by the'Cou_:nty to .
the Trustee pursuant to the terms of the Trust Indenture. |

i’ursuant to an Addendum to Lease Agreement by and between._.the County and the . |

Company and Lexington Real Estate Holding Corporation, an affiliate corporation of Company -




(“LREHC”) dated on or about No.vember 18, 1998, LREHC was identified as-an investor afﬁliate
qualifﬁng under Section 4-29-67(B)(4)(b) of the Bond Act. |

Pursuant to the 2001 Bond Ordmance, the County and the Conipany entered into an
Amendment to Lease to provide the Company with various ince-ntiv'es'to proceed with the

Expanded Project and to afford the Company the benefits permitted under Section 58 of Act 89 of

-+ 2001 by permitting the Company a ten (10) year period in which to meet the minimum investment

level réquire’d by Section 4-29-67(D)(4) of the Bond Act and a fifteen (15) year period in which to
complete the Project. |

Pursuant to a an Ordinance dated 2005 (the “2005 Ordinance™, the County

Council authorized the execution and delivery by the County of this Amendment. In view of the
considerations proyided by the County, the Company de_sires to enter into this Amendment with thg
| County. | | |

| NOW, THEREFORE, FOR AND IN CONS]DERATION of the premises, the parties hereto
.agree as follpwsz | | |

| 1. First Amendment to Lease Apreement. In the definitional section the .followjng _
definition shall be inserted: o | |

Investment Criteria

“Investment Criteria” shall mean that the Coni_pany and its affiliates in the
| County shall have invested capital in the County as part of the Project and the
Expanded Project and in connection with the Project and the Expanded Projet_:t

created the number of jobs satisfying one of the criteria specified below:




Capital : : : - New Jobs

$300,000,000 . K : o : 300

350,000,000 - . : . 250
400,000,000 S ' 200
425,000,000 - B _ ' 175
450,000,000 1o — 150
475,000,000 | ' “125
500,000,000 — o | o - 100

-2 Second Amendment to Lease Agreement.” Section 4.7(d) of the Lease Agreement is

hereby amended by deleting the exisﬁng provisions thereof and substituting therefor the following -

new provisions:

| (d) Failure to Meet Investment CriteriaError! Bookmark net
defined.. - |
(1) The Company shall furnish to the County on an anmual basis'
' through December 31 2011 a report on the total amount invested by the Company
‘with resPect to the PI'Q]CCt through such perrod | R
(2) In the event that the cost of the PI‘Q]CC’[ and the Expanded
~ Project and the _]ObS created durmg the term of the PI'O_]CCt and Expanded PI‘Q]CC’[
“have not satrsﬁed the Investment Crrtena by December 31, 2011 but satlsﬁed one
of the requirements under Secti_on'4f29—67(D)(4) of the Bond_ Act, as amended '

from time to time, the Company shall pay to the Coun_ty to'gether_ with its Fee -




" Payment due not later than January 15, 2013, a p_remiufn equal to fifty (50%)
percent of the Fee Payments. that would have been made by the Company under
this Section 4.7 (disregarding the amount of the Infrastructure Credit taken by the .

‘Company under Section 4.7(g) against such Fee Payments) with respect’ to

property placed in service at any time on or before December 31, 2011 as part of - .

the Project or Expanded Project and subject to a. four (4%) percent assessment
ratio and shall continue to_pay ﬁ fifty (50%) percent penalty each year with respect
to the Fee Payments on such property for so long as the Company makes payments
o t.l.l_ereon:under Section 4;7(51) of this .Lease Ag’reefnent. |
(3 In the event that the Investment Criteria have not been satisfied by
December 31, 2011, and none of the 'reQuiremems und¢r Section 4-29-67(D)(4) of -
- the Bond Act, as amended from time to time have been satisfied, buf the cost of
the .Project exceeded $45,000,000 by Deéembe‘r 31,2001, beginning With.th_e
payment due for 2011, the payment in lieu of ad valorem taxes to be paid to the -
- County by the Company with regard to property which becomes a parf of the
Project or Expanded Project on or before December 31, 2003.sha11 become _equal
. to thé'amount that. would be due ugder Section 4—29—67(D)(2)-6f the Bond Act
- using an assessmént _fatid of six (6%) perceﬁ_t, a millage rate equal to f.he rate used = -
for the purposes 6f making the calculation in Section 4.7'_(a)(iii)' her_éof, and with
regard to each PhaSe a Term of .twenty (20 .years from the dﬁté such Phase was -
first placed in service. Any'p'fbperty placed in éeryice after December 31, 2003

- shall become subject to ad valorem taxes as reqtiired by Section 4—.29—60 of the




- Bond Act. In addition to the foregoing, the Company. shall pay to.the County an -
» amount equal to the excess, if any, of (i) the total amount of payments in'lieu of ad
~ .valorem taxes that would have been payable to thé-County with respect to the
- Project or the’ Expanded PréjeCt for tax years through_and including 2004 under -
" the provisidns of Section 4?29—67(D)(2) of the Bo'n_d'Act ilsing an assessment ratio . -
of six (6%) percent, a millage rate equal to the rate used for the purposes of
making the calculation in Section 4.7(a)(iii) hereof, and with regard to each Phase”
a Term of twenty .(20) yearé from the date such Phase was. first placed in service
(but aslt.o property placed in service after December 31, 2003 shall beéome subject
to ad valorem faxes as required by Section 4-29-60 o.f the Bond Act) over (ii) the
total amount of paments in lieu of .a.d valorem taxes made by the Company with -
_respect to the Project or the Expaﬁded Project for tax years through and includjng
.2004. _Any amounts determined to be owing bursuant to the -foreg_o.ing'sentence
éhall be subject to interest as provided in Section 4-29-67.of the Bond Act; |
| 3.. Third Amendment to Lease Agreement. Séction 4.7(g)(v) of the Lease Agreement
is.hcrcby a:mcnded by deleting the existing provisions and substituting therefore the following:
) In. the event .that, by Décember ..3}, 2011, the Cqmpany and/qr- its
_afﬁ]iates in the C.qunty haye not sat_iéﬁe(_i:_' the Iﬁves‘mne_nt C_riferia, then the Compaﬁy
shall not be entitled fo T.he_ infrastructufe Credit sct forth abc_)v_e. In addition, to thc‘l |
_éxten't_ that the _Cqmpany has taken Infrastrucﬁu'e C_r_edit against Fee Payﬁents prior
: '.to Df:ce_mbf:f 31, 2011, at the s_ame_.tim__le that the Company’s Fee Payment for the

- year ending December 31, 2011 is-paid or is due, whichever occurs first, the




Company shall pay to the County the Ifull émount of all Infrastructure. Credits =

previously taken.

4. Fourth Amendment to Lease Agreement. Section 4.7(h) of the Lease Agreement -

shall be deleted in its entirety.

5. Acknowledgement. The parties at:knowledge that Lexington Real Estate Holding

Corporation (LREHC), which has previously been named as an investor affiliate, has been merged

- into and survived by the Company; and therefore the Company has assumed all of the obligations of .

LREHC and succeeded to the rights of LREHC including those related to this Project and: the
Expanded Project.

6.  Effect on Lease Agreement. Except as amended héreby, the parties agree that the

Lease Agreement shall continue in full force and binding e.ﬂ'ect. upon the parties hereto.

‘IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the County, acting by and through the County Council, has
caqéed this Amendment to Lease Agréement to be executed in its name and behalf by."the duly
' authorized officers of I;ze)cjhgton Coun'ty and to be attested by the Clerk to Cbuﬁty Council; and the.
Company has caused this Amendment to Lease Agreement to be executed by its duly authorized
officer(s), all as of the day and year first above written, -
| WITNESSES: - LEXINGTON COUNTY,

SOUTH CAROLINA.
. By:

, Chairman
Lexington County Council

Attest:

- Clerk to County Céuncil




MICHELIN NORTH AMERICA, INC.

By:

© Its:




'STATE OF SOUTH CARCLINA )
o - | , PROBATE
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

. PERSONALLY appeared the undersigned witness and made.oath that (s)he saw the within
named Lexington County, South Carolina, by its duly authorized officers, seal and as its act and
deed, deliver the within written Amendment to Lease Agreement (County Bond) and. that (s)he,
~ with the other witness subscribed above, witnessed the execution thereof. '

SWORN to before me this
day of , 2005
| (SEAL)
- Notary Public for South Carolina -
My commission expires:
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" STATEOF ___ L ).

PROBATE

COUNTY OF )

) PERSONALLY appeared the undersigned witness and made oath that (s)he saw the within
named Michelin North America, Inc. by its duly authorized officer, sign, seal and as its act and

deed, deliver the within written Amendment to Lease Agreement (County Bond) and that (s)he,

w1th the other witness subscribed above, witnessed the execution thereof. -

. SWORN to before me this
- dayof ., 2005
- (SEAL)
Notary Public for '

My commission expires:

1




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT PROJECT
Executive Summary
June 2005 R

Traditionally, Lexington County Information Services (IS) has provided support services to other
departments. Now, IS also is a “front line” service department, since the web site: ‘may be the ﬁrst
- or the only representative of Lexington County government that some citizens see.

What difference does IS make to other departments and to citizens? The vision for IS is that we
can make it as convenient and efficient as feasible for our internal and external customers to
conduct and document business processes with and for Lexington County government, and can
help provide convenient access to public information and to preserve public records in
compliance with applicable laws and regulations.

L. Strategic Technology Plan Operating Principles.

. IS has followed several principles in the county’s strateglc technology plan These include: using.
open systems’; relying on standard technologies’; owning source code’; ; standardizing
hardware and software to the maximum extent; aligning initiatives with customer busmess
plans; and partnering strategically.

Using open (non-proprietary) systems and relying on standard technologies minimizes cost
and risk. This is because open systems and standards-based technology exist in a competitive
- market characterized by multiple sources of supply and support. Competition drives down the
prices of proven, reliable products from companies that use standards-based open system
technology. Also, the risk that a technology or system will dead-end is rmmrmzed

Most county business processes are relatively simple and stable. ThlS means that proven,
standard technologies offer significant opportunities for increased efficiency without the extra
expense of leading / bleeding edge technology.! In addition, open systems and standard
technologies increase opportunities for the sharing of data and integration of data processmg
across system and departmental lines,

Source code provides the keys that unlock the functionality of a particular application. If the
County owns the source code to a system, we cannot be held hostage by a third-party for
additional costs every time a program modification is needed. We do not have to worry what will
happen if the third party goes out of business or sells out, which happened with the County’s first
Family Court document imaging system. Avoiding such contingencies minimizes costs and risks.

! “Open systems are computer systems that provide either interoperabitity, portability, or freedom fiom proprietary -
standards.... Interoperability is the capabi[ity of different programs to read and write the same file formats and utilise the same
protocols. ...Perting is the adaptation of a piece of software so that it will function in a different computing enviromment to that for
which it was originally written. Portability is a property of software that is easy to port. As operating systems, languages, and
programming techniques evolve, software becomes increasingly simple to port between environments. Proprletary softwareis a
tenn used to describe software in which the user does not control what it does or cannot study or edit the code....” From Wikipedia,
http://en. wikipedia. org/wiki/Open_system_%28computing%29 )
%*A standard is a published document that sets out specifications and procedures designed to-ensure that a material, product, method,
or service meets its purpose and consistently perforns to its intended use.” Standard teclmologtes evolve from technology

. specifications agreed upon by the IT commmunity through various standards- -setting agencies, such as [EEE, ANSI, and ISO. From The
Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, lncorporated, {IEEE ), http://standaids.iece. org/sa-mem/why_std.htiml
¥ <A computet program's source eode is the collection of files that can be converted from human-readable form to an equivalent

. computer-executable form. The source code is efther converted into executable by a compiler for a particular computcr arc}utectule or

executed from the human readable form with the aid of an interpreter.” From Wikipedia,

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/'Source code

* This is in contrast to some businesses that have highly complex and rapidly changing manufacturing and/ or business processes in

which costly, bleeding edge technology may help differentiate them from the competition thereby incréasing their market share.
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By standardizing on rehable proven equipment and systems available on state contract, the
County saves time 1n its acquisition, configuration, maintenance and support. Common supplies
can be bulk purchased and stocked at Central Stores for nearly immediate delivery, as needed.

Aligning technology initiatives with user business plans means that systems acquisitions are
based on what is needed instead of what slick marketing promises. IS supports a requirements
definition process {0 accurately define real business requirements prior to acquiring or developing
systems. This minimizes the risk of purchasing functions that are unneeded, will be unused or
will require business process-changes that actually decrcase product1v1ty

IS has employed strategic partnering with vendors and contractors to cut development time, to
reduce false starts and system design errors for the development of in-house software systems.
Our strategic partners have helped us accomplish these objectives by providing: training,
mentoring, industry standard software development tools and utilities, consulting services, system -
monitoring and administration services, and/or temporary manpower services. This principle has
offered the advantages of third-party experience for functions less familiar to IS staff while at the
same time maintaining the advantages of County ownership.

II. Current Enterprise, Work Group, and Department Systems

Network Infrastructure. Lexington County owns and operates a robust wide area data network
(WAN). It is built on a Gigabit Ethernet’ backbone supported by a Windows 2000 operating
system and file servers. Network routing and switching for the backbone and local area
networks (LAN’s) (for department or facilities) is run on a combination of on an Enterasys
Matrix and Enterasys Vertical Horizon cores and “smart” switches—the former at the Judicial
Center and the latter at other locations (see Appendix I).

The WAN includes three major campuses: Administration/Court Facility; Law Enforcement /
Jail; and Ball Park Road. The campuses are cabled internally. From Administration to Law
Enforcement there is a county-owned 24-strand fiber optic link. The current microwave link to
the Ball Park Road Campus is aging and less than dependable. Connectivity to other facilities on
--the WAN is largely ISDN and Road Runner links, with a few dial-in users remaining. -

The network is protected by a firewall and DMZ® structure. Spam reduction and employee

" Internet management appliances are in place. Firewalls protect remote LANS that are connected
to the WAN. Email services are provided using MDaemon email sofiware, which also provides
groupware and IM functionality, if enabled.

Wireless services were first provided at the Judicial Center. Additional wireless services have
been added to support Sheriff’s Office field reporting and will be added to support EMS field
reporting. Wireless soon will be installed at the Temporary EOC and County Council chambers.

Security, especially at the outer edges of the WAN, is a major concern. Intrusion detection and
prevention 1s an issue that we may be able to address through the SC CIO office under a

*=A version of Ethernet, which supports data transfer rates of I Gigabit (1,000 megabits) per second. The first Gigabit Ethernet
standard (802.3z) was ratified by the IEEE 802.3 Comimittee in 1998.” From Webopedia, www.webopedia.com

6 “Short for demilitarized zone, a computer or small subnetwork that sits between a trusted internal network, such as a corporate
private LAN, and an untusted external network, such as the public [ntemet. Typically, the DMZ contains devices accessible to
internet trafﬁc such as Web (HTTP ) servers, FTP servers, SMTP (e-mail) servers and DNS servers. The term comes from military
use, meaning a buffer area between two enemies.” From Webopedia.

June 2005 Executive Summary Page?2 of 5




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT PROJECT
Executive Summary
June 2005
homeland security cyber security grant project. Access to commercial instant messaging is not
prohibited by policy (currently under review).

- Line of Business Applications. The IS Department provides varying levels of support for 61
applications (see Appendix II). The county owns the source code on 43(71%) of these systems.
Thirty-seven of the systems were in-house or “hybrid” developed. Thirty-six of the systems use
Progress database and development systems. In-house, Progress-based systems make up 26 of
the 30 major systems (87%) serving the Judicial / Law Enforcement areas.

Inter-Application Data-sharing and Integration. By using open systems, opportunities for
system interfacing and integration have been implemented and others are possible with less
financial commitment than would be required to purchase a multlpmpose / multi-departmental
integrated COTS’ systems (See Appendix III for schematic of major system relationships.)

Document Imaging and Management. The county ROD office is using a leased document
imaging system. The Family Court is using document imaging system that was developed by IS
(using the “hybrid” approach, with strategic partners) and is supported by IS staff. Components
of that system are being adapted to support the Sheriff’s Department recordkeeping system. Most
other imaging that is being done is ad hoc, and not linked to particular applications at this time.

Since in-house developed the line of business programs used by the Family Court and Sheriffs

- department, the county-owned imaging system was developed with the potential for integration
into the line of business applications of these departments, if and when that is desired (i.e.
integration means the ability to pull up images from within the line of business apphcatlon rather
than having a separate program to access images.)

The Records Management and Microfiliing Division of IS now is equipped to scan images as
well as perform microfilming. Scanned images are easier to store and access than microfilmed
ones. Records Management is encouraging county departments to allow their records to be
scanned rather than microfilmed and for paper records to be destroyed as soon as permissible.
The Division is using state-approved records retention schedules as a guide and now has archival
storage space to offer storage space as an incentive to follow the approved schedules.

Web Site Information and Services. Rather than trying to do everything (including entertain
and promote), the County’s web development effort has been aimed at providing useful
information and helpful online services relating directly to the functions of County Government
and its deparfments. Success in this regard was recently recognized by the web site winning the
Greater Columbia Chamber of Commerce’s “Palmetto Pillar of Technology Award” in the
“Technology Application” category.

IS Department Organization and Capabilities. The IS Department has a staff of 14 FTE’s—

five FTE’s in the technical work group, six in the applications development and support group,

~ and three in the web site / email and operations work group. The Records Management Division
has an addition three FTE’s (see Appendix IV for organization chart). Growing service demands :

and expectations have put a severe strain on the depafcment § ability to reSpond -

- Information Technology is a rapidly changing field. Emphasis is needed on training, especially in
- areas where new systems are to be developed and implemented. The County has a capable IS

. 7 Short for eommercial aff-the-shelf, an adjective that describes software or hardware products that are ready-made and available for :
~ sale to the general public. From Webopedia, www. webopedia.com.
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staff that is customer-oriented and motivated to keep up with changes in the field. However,
growth in the number systems and devices without a comparable growth in staff levels is a
problem. County IT services have become a 24X7 core business component of county
departments and web site users. :

In addition to these guantitative issues, IS has become responsible for a broader variety of support
services as well, The department has assumed the responsibility for managing the
audio/video/courtroom technology resources at the Judicial Center. Wircless data
communications has been introduced at that facility and several others. IS has assumed a much
greater supporting role with the Registration and Elections Department since they moved from

+ punch card to electronic voting machines. IS has provided support to the EQC and
Communications Center.

- Although the Solicitor’s Office, the Sheriff's Department and the Library have IT positions on
their staff, IS staff has worked with these staff persons on new projects. - IS staff has also prowded ‘
troubleshootmg and repair assistance to these offices, when requested.

III. Operating Strategies

Through in-house and “hybrid” development of line of business applications we avoid annual

. charges for “technical currency and support” that average between 18% and 24% of COTS
applications’ purchase prices. This saves the county hundreds of thousands of dollars annually.
It also facilitates inter-application data sharing and integration, as noted above.

The purchase of open systems applications, including source code, and the acquisition of
standards-based technologies also minimize cost and risk. Even for third party COTS line-of-
business applications—such as Banner, Tax Billing and Collections, Treasurer Fund
Accounting—we own the source code. This means IS staff is better able to make modifications
and develop needed reports, saving tens of thousands of dollars annually in “customization” fees

. and, often, waiting time, since county staff can handle more promptly high priority needs. Where
appropriate due to the complexity of a system, we strategically partner with COTS providers to
supply database administration or other special services.

Operating principles are aligned with user business plans under the County’s Budget Policy of -
. “Functional Coordination.” This policy requires operating departments to cooperate with internal
-service departments in developing and implementing plans. For the IT function, this is
accomplished through user groups and special teams that departments participate in and for which
IS provides staff support. Coordination also is accomplished through joint IS / user group review
of IT budget requests and IS review of technology requisitions.

- Partnering strategically, including “outsourcing,” is a significant component of IS’s operating

- strategy. For example, the County has procured GIS and document imaging support services

" through a competitive RFP process. We also have contracted with a variety of state contract
vendors for services that county staff does not have the experience or time availability to do
. without assistance. For example, a local state contract vendor provides configuration and
. equipment maintenance services for our network gear. System design and programming for the

.mandated and grant funded software for incident-based crime reporting by the Sheriff’s
Department is being done by a local firm under state contract. Similar assistance has been used
for an upgrade and web-enablement of a system that tracks the permitting and inspection process
- of private residential and-commercial projects that are inspected by the County.

June 2005 Executive Summary Page 4 of 5




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT PROJECT
Executive Summary-
June 2005

The county has partnered with Midlands tech for training and for two half-time Co- -Op students to
fill one FTE for IS. Co-Op students also have been used in temporary positions to assist with
application program coding work, such as with the Family Court document i imaging project and
EMS field reporting and management information system.

In addition, the County contracted with SC CIO (Chief Information Office) to handle the credit
card and payment process for the online tax payment system. This avoided duplicating a system
that already was in place at CIO and having the liability of receiving payee credit card numbers
into a system on the county network. :

IV. Identified Technology Needs -

Aligning technology initiatives with user business plans requires full participation by -
departments in user group meetings. It also requires that departments involve IS and
‘Procurement as early as possible in establishing the requirements that systems will need to satisfy
and the opportunities for interface and integration with other systems that exist. '

_ Generally, this has worked well, especially for those projects requiring general fund
appropriations, Grant and special fund projects have been a little more dlfﬁcult to conform to the

county budget policy.

- Through the processes described above, over $1,500,000 in major technology projects have been
identified that could help address a number of county and departmental goals in the foresecable
future. Appendix V is a table that identifies these projects.

V. Top Flfteen Technology Issues

IS and other county departments are using technology to develop information, analyses, repbrts
and services every day. Important work is going on with the technology that already is in place.

In addition, changing conditions have given rise to issues that require policy and budgetary

~ choices beyond projects that respond to mandates or opportunities for further automating business
processes. So in addition to such projects, IS and user department personnel have identified the

top 15 technology issues facing Lexington County government. These issues need to be studied

further. Priorities, alternative solutions and potential costs need to be identified so that informed

choices can be made about the future direction of technology services to the departments and

citizens.

_ Appendix Vlis a table that identifies the top 15 technology issues facing Lexington County
government that involve important decisions by County Council which go beyond the normal use .
of existing systems and normal replacement of obsolete equipment.
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‘Software/Release

Source

OS/Release
§ Eiﬁ?

RDBMS/

Release
i ; i

Hardware
Platform

Primary/Secondary

Client(s)

Comments

Windows 2000 File . . Poweredge All count Hosts files saved from client work stations. IS
Servers 27 ' Microsoft Windows 2000 | NA 2500, 26%0, departmex};ts. Support level: Total '
1850, 1650. : :
o A small number of Windows 95, 98 and NT
Deskiop Systems Microsoft | Windows 2000 | NA Dell 178 systems remain in service. A few Windows XP
_ _ systems are in place. Windows 2000 is the
current standard. IS Support Level: Total.
. Standardization helps on stocking supplies and
Printers HP/Okidata NA NA HP 163 servicing by IS technicians. 1S Support Level: ...
Total. B
. _ : Standardization helps on stocking supplies and
Fax Machines Brother NA NA Brother, HP Insert Number XXX servicing by IS technicians. IS Support Level:
' Total.
Enterasys . -
Matrix Core, Provides total network connectivity and data
. i Cabletron . traffic routing for the entire county. IS support
g\?ﬁi?;b Cores and Enterasys NA NA Core, Vertical ?e]i):g‘rﬁlér};ts level: Day to day management, troubleshooting -
' Horizon and o and problem response with help desk and
Matrix maintenance from third-party.
switches.’ _ )
Provides wireless connectivity for visiting
: ' professionals who have business with the
Wireless . Judicial Center public | county Judicial System. IS Support Level: Da
Receivers/Transmitters Enterasys NA NA Enterasys and departméntf, EOC | to day managemeflt, troubleshooting and = ’
problem response with help desk and
, maintenance from third-party.
RAS_(Rem_ote Access Microsoft Windows NT NA Compaq Fire Stations Access to WAN. IS Support Level: Total
Services) Deskpro Remote Users management, -
: Dell Sends and receives domain email. IS Support .
MDaemon Email Server | AIt-N - Windows 2000 gitemal DAT Poweredge gll County Level: Total with technical currency and weak
© 2650 epartments helpdesk from third-party.
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' : RDBMS/ Hardware | Primary/Secondary
Software/Release S oS a .
! i ource _ /Relg s Release Platform Client(s) Comments
_ Filters out most spam (90% of all incoming
Barracuda Spam Blocker Barracuda . NA—Appliance | NA—Appliance | Appliance All county email). IS Support Level: Total with technical
Networks departments ,
currency and helpdesk from third-party.
_ _ Enforces county Internet use policy by
S Bed i | | A Coun kg e of s cior e et
Employee Internet St. Bernard NA-—Appliance | NA--Appliance Appliance unty vioiate county policy or wou stictly for -
Management Systom _ : Departments personal rather than business use. IS Support
& ysien ' Level: Total with technical currency and - |
helpdesk support from third-party.
Dell Provides platform for web development and
IIS 5.0 Web Server Microsoft Windows 2000 NA Poweredge Public ACC?SS w0 . web SCTVICES. I3 Support Level: Total with
: | 2650 County online services | technical currency andhelpdesk support from
third-party. .
Procurement, Clerk of | Line of business tool allowing departments to
Court (General post job openings, bid opportunities, rosters,
Sessions, Common jury messages, public safety announcements,
Dell Pleas, and Family judicial sales, Council meeting agendas
WebTools : In-House Windows 2000 Access, XML Poweredge . ' . ’ . ’
: 2650 Court Divisions), minutes, and summaries. IS Support Level:
: Public Safety, County | Total. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE CODE.
' Council, Master-In- System deyelope'd with assistance from local

Equity, Personnel third-party developer.
i Tn

i

éierk" of Court, Family

Scans, stores, indexes and retrieves documents.

' Dell Court; plan to expand . A ;
Document Imaging 2.0 In-house Windows 2000 Progress/9.1.C Poweredge to Gen. Sessions, 15 Supp ort Level: Total management with
' ' - technical currency and helpdesk on platform
2500 : Common Pleas,

Personnel, and Sheriff only. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE CODE.

Empl oyée nametag application and storage;

ProWatch Access Control . ' ' Dell ls);g?fl}ne[ proximity card application and online access
and Badeing Svstem ADT Windows 2000 SQL Server 2000 Poweredge Judicial Services authorization; video monitoring camera control
g Sy ' 2500 4 and video storage. IS Support Level:

Building Services

Secondary to clients and third-party contractor.
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Software/Release Source 0OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware PrlmarX/Secondary Comments
_ Release Platform Client(s)
;@ﬁgéggg s ég%hmg Egsgizg : ;f e; R
. . System Acquired 1991, Updated 1999, IS
: . . | Progress OE Dell _ Support Level: Total with third-party technical
ADG Fund Accounting g:::rgfélu ;{elc}ogat Linux Enterprise Poweredge Treasurer currency and helpdesk support. County owns
' P ' RDBMS 10.02B | 2650 source code. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
‘ CODE. '
_ ' Auto Taxes implementation, 12-99; Real
Progress OE | Dell Auditor, Treasurer /.| p ot and Delinguent, Spring 2000, 1S
ADG Property Tax American Red Hat Linux Eres: © Assessor, Online roperty an nduen’, Spring ' .
Billin Data Grou 2 1AS Enterprise Poweredge taxpavers and Support Level: Total with third-party technical
SHE P ' RDBMS 10,02B | 2650 iy E.ges currency and helpdesk support. COUNTY
aunes. OWNS SOURCE CODE.
Progress OF Dell Treasurer, Auditor/ Auto Taxes, Real Property and Delinquent
. American Red Hat Linux OBrEd: Assessor, Online Taxes. IS Support Level: Total with third-
ADG Tax Collection Enterprise Poweredge
Data Group 2.1A8 RDBMS 10.02B | 2650 taxpayers and party technical currency and helpdesk support
' inquiries COUNTY OWNS SOURCE CODE.
: ' Delinquent Property Tax Sale. 1S Support .
American | Red Hat Linux Progres§ OF Dell . . Level: Total with third-party technical
ADG Tax Sale Enterprise Poweredge Treasurer, Auditor
Data Group 2.1AS8 RDBMS 10.02B | 2650 currency and helpdesk support. COUNTY
) ' | OWNS SOURCE CODE.
Online real and vehicle property tax payments.
Red Hat Linux Progress OF Dell g IS Support Level: Total management with
Web Tax Payments In-House 2 1AS Enterprise Poweredge Public third-party technical currency and support on
"’ RDBMS 10.02B | 2650 platform issues only: COUNTY OWNS
SOURCE CODE.
Online real and vehicle property tax searches.
. Progress OF Dell IS Support Level: Total management with
z\é;t;}l‘ax & Property In-House ;{iilgat Linux Enterprise Poweredge Public third-party technical currency and support on
_ ' _ RDBMS 10.02B | 2650 ' platform issues only. COUNTY OWNS
SOURCE CODE
Fune 2005 Page 3 of 11
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Software/Release Source | OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware Prlmar}:/Secondary Comments
Release Platform Client(s)

Database serves for tax value appraisal, tax
mapping, and real personal property tax billing
data. IS Support Level; Total management.

Computer Assisted Mass Hybrid thllrd— SCO UnixWare | Oracle 8.1.5 Dell Assessqr { Auditor, _ Technical currency and helpdesk support no

. party and in- Poweredge Treasurer, GIS, Online | longer available for platform components,
Appraisal/2.01 7.1.3 Forms4.5 B Co .
_ house | 2650 Inquiries except server. Application was customized by

IS from third-party software after termination
of relationship with contractor, COUNTY
OWNS SQURCE CODE

T xrm ; T
W

b
Intier

Banner Finance provides an comprehensive,
integrated financial management system which
SUN ., enables you to track, maintain, and process all

Banner Finance/6,2 ACS Solaris 5.8 Oracle/ 81 Enterprise Egl;t?;f ,Sf’gfecsurgment, the relevant financial data. IS Support Level:

450 Total with technical currency, helpdesk and
: database management support from third-party

contractor. COUNTY HAS SOURCE CODE.
Banner Human resources system provides: -
position control, position budgeting, - '
application tracking, employment and
_ .B SUN _ cZIrEpensation administration, beIﬁeﬁtiq '

anner Human . . . o, . administration, time entry, payroll calculation,
Resources/6.2 ACS Solaris 5.8 Oracle/ 8i 4E;1(t)erpr1se Personnel, Finance payroll adjusiments and lzisl'so;?;, and electronic
' : approvals. IS Support Level: Total with
technical currency, helpdesk and database
management support from third-party
contractor. COUNTY HAS SQURCE CODE.
Provides finance the capability to print, display

. _ R S Compaq DP L and email pay vouchers. IS Support Level:
Online Pay Vouchers In-house ngdows 2000 Access 2000 PC Finance : Total management, COUNTY OWNS -
: SOURCE CODE - :
|t | SN | s, Pocrmen, | FOCUS BT Widhys oo T e
FOCUS ) _ - | Windows 2000 Oracle/8i ' Enterprise Central Stores and & PP Y.
Builders 450 Personie] SCT/ACS). IS Support Level “Total

man. gement
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Hardware

Software/Release Source OS/Release RDBMS/ PrlmarX;’Secondary Comments
Release Platform Client(s)
- Dell . : - ]
Track-It! Blge Ocean Windows 2000 dBase PowerEdge Information Services Work Order tracking. IS Support Level: Total
Software 2500 management
Work Order and Asset Tracking. IS Support
) : : Level: Total management with third-party
Work Order System In-house Windows 2000 Progress/9.1.C Dell PC Building Services technical currency and helpdesk support on
. platform enly. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
CODE.
. . ' . : Dell nilding Permit
Building Departn?,ent Bu11fier Windows 2000 MySQL Poweredge Division, Planning & ASP. IS Support Level: Troubieshootmg
Software Blue Prince Radius 1650 Dev assistance,
1 . . . Hw . ‘ Currently in development. IS Support Level:
Ful\r/licfef?xefl?pr?gﬁ)g In-house giﬁggg: Z%((i’ogro SQL Server 2000 | requested in E;?rlé(ips:fetgﬁliEMS/ Total management. COUNTY OWNS
i | new budget Tty Billing SOURCE CODE.
Fire incidents reporting software. Also used
Public Safety , Fire for gnterlng anfi tracking cliata cn like inventory, |
‘ Compag Stations. Consolidated equipment testing and maintenance, hydrants,
'| FireHouse Version 6.0 ACS Windows 2000 MySQL Proliant P occupancies, personnel, department training,
: Communications . ..
: ML350 Center (Dispatch) and training programs. IS Support Level: Total
© P with technical currency and helpdesk bupport
from third-party.
Creation, linking, and integration of data tiles
and layers related to geographic features and
Planning and GIS, Tax geog{'aph_lcally based or related boundaties,
. physical infrastructure, or events. IS Support
SQL Server 2000 Assessar, Public Level: Hardware, network access o
GIS ESRI Windows 2000 Dell 2650 Works, 911 y .o . ’ .
: ArcSDE _ L troubleshooting. Programuming, systems design
Communications, : . :
Sheriff. Admin and troubleshooting by Planning & GIS Dept.
? ) (IS consultant under contract for technical
assistance. Technical currency and helpdesk
support froni third-party contractor {(ESRI).
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'.County of Lékington

Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS - June 2005

RDBMS/

Software/Release Source OS/Release Hardware Pr1mar¥/Secondary - Comments
Release Platform Client(s) :
: _ C Converts GIS data into data sets small enough
Planning and GIS, Tax | to send over the Internet. IS Support Level:
Assessor, Public " Hardware, Internet Access, troubleshooting.
. ' Dell 650 Works, 911 Programming, systems design and
Internet Maps ESRI Windows 2000 ArcIMS & 2400 Communications, troubleshooting by Planning & GIS Dept. GIS
Sheriff, Admin., consultant under contract for technical
Public assistance. Technical currency and helpdesk
support from third-party contractor (ESRI).

. : Dell Request/work order/job cost management
Pub.hc Works/Road VHE.; Windows 2000 Borland Poweredge Public Works information system. Level of IS Support:
Maintenance Engineers Database ‘

1700 Hardware. _ _
: Management information system for zoning
. Community & and subdivision review/approval functions.
: Access (TRAX) | Dell Economic Level of IS Support: Will increase to total
TRAX/WebTRAX In-house Windows 2000 SQL 2000 PowerEdge Development, Public management for WebTRAX. COQUNTY
' {(WebTRAX) 2500 Works / County Mgt., | OWNS SOURCE CODE. System developed
Developers with assistance from local third-party
developer,
Reads individual vehicle weights
automatically; computes charges by ton, cubic
yard, or quantity; and prints tickets for cash or
Carolina Dell charge account transactions. Computes pricing,
WasteWorks Version 6.9 : Windows 2000 Dbase PowerEdge Solid Waste including special contracts and discounts,
. Software Syrs . . -
600 customer billing, and financial reporting, and
comes with built-in report-generating capacity.
IS Support Level: Total with third-party” '
technical currency and help desk support.
- Integration of all telecommunications,”
Emergency Central ~computing, v1'sual displays, video and video
_ : . . teleconferencing, and-alarm: systems onto
. . : Service Windows 2003 Communications/ . e .
Universal Dispatcher : - SQL Server \ computer platforms operating within a multiple
: Integrators Server Public Safety . . :
; : - screen, virtual desktop environment. IS Support
(ESi) Departments, EOC . -
: Level: Secondary. Primary support provided
by ESi. ' S
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County of Lexington

Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS — June 2005

RDBMS/ imary/Seco -
Software/Release Source OS/Release BM Hardware | Pri Y ondary Comments
- Release Platform Client(s) _ _ .
Emergency information management system - .
displays text-based lists, reports and :
checkpoints in conjunction with graphics,
maps, video, live TV camera, contact lists and
other information needed in an emergency
Emergency . d e . . :
. . situation.” Provides secure, real-time access to
Service Public Safety . .
| Web EOC - state and national weather trends, satellite
| Integrators Departments, EOC . o . :
(Esi) : images, mapping information, details of

operations in other jurisdictions, local, regional
and even national resource status and other
data. IS Support Level: Total. Third-party
contractor provides techmcal currency and

Interactive Voice Response System for chi

DAITSI DAISI Windows 2000 NA | Vend(?r Clerk of Court, Public | support information. IS Support Level:
Systems Supplied ‘ - : . :
: Coordination and connectivity.
: Tracks case data and documents for Common
EVANS Case EVANS Case . Dell Clerk of Court — Pleas Court. IS Support Level: Total with
Management | Windows 2000 SQL Server 7.0 | Poweredge
Management - Common Pleas technical currency and helpdesk bupport from
_ | Solutions : 1650
third-party.
: Dell . Primarily tracks court ordered child support
S 3CO.UnixWare/ Clerk of Court ~ receipts and payments. IS Support Level:
Family Court In-house 712 Progress/9.1.C gg(‘;’;redge Family Court Div. Total Management. COUNTY OWNS
SOURCE CODE. '
Dell Primarily tracks coust ordered receipts -
Fines, Fees, and In-house SCO UnixWare/ Progress/o 1 c P ¢ 4 Clerk of Court generated by fines, fees, and restitutions. IS
Restitutions > 7.1.2 EYESS/. 2. zggg’re £e Support Level: Total management. COUNTY
OWNS SOURCE CODE.
: . . Dell ' Tracks cases, dockets, dispositions, etc. 1S
General Sessions In-house g (1:% UnixWare/ Progress/9.1.C Poweredge gfri( Olf g:u;:;s Support Level: Total Management. COUNTY
- i 2500 neral session OWNS SOURCE CODE. '
: A Selects and manages juror information for
Dell Jury Commission, General Sessions and Common Pleas. 1S
Jury Selection In-house Windows 2000 SQL Server 7.0 | PowerEdge General Séssiors,
_ : 1650 c Pleas Support Level: Total Management COUNTY
ommon eas OWNS SOURCE CODE.
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| County of Lexington

Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS — June 2605

Software/Release Source OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware Prtmarz,f/Secondary Comments
Release Platform Client(s) .
: Selects data from the Sheriff’s Jail _ :
: Dell Management system to produce PR'and Surety
Magistrate Bail Forms In-house Windows 2000 Progress/©.1.> Poweredge Magistrates Bond bail forms. IS Support Level: Total -
2650 management. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
CODE. :
E Red Hat Linﬁx Progress OF Dell Tracks warrants, case dates, dispositions, etc.
Magistrate Bond Court In-house 2 1AS Enterprise Poweredge ‘Magistrates IS Support Level:  Total Management.
) ) RDBMS 10.02B | 2650 COUNTY OWNS SOURCE CODE
Red Hat Linux Progress OFE Dell Tracks warrants, case dates, dispositions, etc.
Magistrate CDV Court In-house ' 2 1AS Enterprise _ Poweredge Magistrates IS Support Level: Total Management., . .
' ' RDBMS 10.02B | 2650 COUNTY OWNS SOURCE CODE
. |- Consolidated Magistrate Criminal database for
: . Progress OFE Dell . inquiry and reporting. Tracks warrants, case.
Magistrate Central In-house giigat Linux Enterprise Poweredge Ig/fle‘xﬁ;;;rates/ dates, dispositions, etc. IS Support Level:
) RDBMS-10.02B | 2650 Total Management. COUNTY QWN
SOURCE CODE. - . :
_ o %gl(igw; 5) Dell Tracks cases, case dates, dispositions, etc. IS
Magistrate Civil (8) In-house Red Hat Linl’.lx Progress/9.1.D Poweredge Magistrates Suppoit Level: Total Management. COUNTY
2.1AS (Qty. 1) 1600 OWNS SOURCE CODE.
Windows g .\
- | Dell . . Tracks warrants, case datés, dispositions, etc.
Magistrate Criminal (6) In-house 12{%(;01{12?5311”{ Progress/9.1.D Poweredge ge;%ll(s;r; Egcs);ihenff, IS Support Level: Total Management.
1600 COUNTY OWNS SOURCE CODE.
2.1AS (Qty 1) . ‘
Tracks tickets, trial/hearing rosters, dispositions
Magis&ate Traffic Court In-hoﬁse Red Hat Linux E;C;grr;ffsg . I[’):\lalferedge Magistrates and receipts. 18 Support Level: Total
' 2.1A8 Management. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
RDBMS 10,02B | 2650
, CODE. :
Vital records management includes birth,
death, marriage, and probate, commitments
Dell (mental and chemical), conservator and
Probate Court ICON Windows 2000 dBase/ Poweredge | Probate Court ment: . ! ) .
1650 : guard}ansmps. IS Support Level. Total with
technical currency and helpdesk support
provided by a third-party.
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County of Lexington

‘Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS ~ June 2005

Software/Release Source OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware Pr:mary:/Secondary Comments
' Release Platform Client(s)
' Contains pre-2000 prosecutlon data. Replaced
Dell by CRIMES, but kept online for historical
C SCO UnixWare Solicitor (District reference.  Sometimes called the “Bandaid
Prosecution C_a_se Magt. In-house 712 Progress/9.1.C | gggxgredge Attorney) System.” IS Support Level: Total software
‘management. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
CODE. :
. . . Dell Incident and case tracking data. IS Support
?{};Zgrfgssb(/:;ﬁgueiem In-house gcﬁ UnixWare Progress/9.1.C ~ | Poweredge Sheriff Level: Total Software Management. COUNTY
g - 4400 OWNS SOURCE CODE,
coe v . Dell . Warrant receipt and service tracking, IS
E\},l:fits /Ei:fclil ton In-house 30101 UnixWare Progress/9.1.C Poweredge Sheriff Support Level: Total Software Management,
o 4400 COUNTY OWNS SOURCE CODE.
Laptop incident reporting system for deputies.
. L : _ ) IS Support Level: Total Software Management
gh::;ifl Field Reportmg In-house Windows 2000 Progress/9.1.D ?}?TS}:;] lck Sheriff with per hour support from a local third-party
Y : Oughbeo ' developer. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
CODE. .
: Dell | Booking, inmate classification and services
Sheriff — Jail : ooy . tracking. IS Support Level: Secondary to .
Management (JAMIN) Text & Data Windows 2000 Progress/9.1.D Poweredge Sheriff Sheriff’s staff, with technical currency and
. . 2650 : o
helpdesk support from a third-party.
Sheriff — Lexington Inc 1de.nt reporting of all crimes (replaced UCR
. , : Deli- reporting). IS Support Level: Total software
County Incident SCO UnixWare _ - : . . : .
Reportine Svstem In-house 711 Progress/9.1.C | PowerEdge Sheriff | management with assistance from local third-
D s Y ' o o 4400 party developer COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
(LCIRS)
* AT
_ Tracks hours of work and pay rates for poll
Poll Worker Management ) i ' - Compaq Registration & | workers. IS Support Level: Totdl
System In-house Windows 2000 Progress/9.1.C Proliant 5500 | Elections/ Finance Management. COUNTY OWNS SOURCE
CODE.
. Dell Provides for indexing of m1croﬁ!med records
Records Management . ' Records Management | by department name and records series. IS
Indexing In-house Windows 2000 Progress/.1.D l;g&erEdge {Microfilm) support Level: Total Management. COUNTY
' ' OWNS SOURCE CODE.
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'County of Lexington

Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS — June 2005

Software/Release Source OS/Release RDBMS;/ Hardware Prlmar)i/Secondary Comments
Release Platform Client(s)
Register of Deeds / Under the existing contract, this is a service.
Team 1A SQL Server/ Vendor Assessor, Public All hardware and software is owned by the
ROD Document Imaging (Leased) Optica Imaging Supplied Works, Commmunity contractor and leased to the ROD. 1S Support
' _ System {Leased) and Economic Level: IS personnel not allowed to touch
Development, Public system,
Displays on the county web site the i 1mages of
Public/ Assessor, deeds and mortgages and a subset of the
EGS / Lyles Dell Public Works, indexing information. Updated daily from
ROD Web Services Data Windows 2000 SQL Server Poweredge Community and downloads from the document imaging system.
' 2650 & NAS | Economic IS Support Level: Total with technical
Development curreticy and helpdesk support from a th:rd-
party.
Keeps location and content information for -
: Records : Dell Records M mert iy b tained hival shel
Simple Records Manager | Management | Windows 2000 FoxPro Poweredge ores v anage storage boxes maintained on archival shelving.
Software, Inc. - 2500 & NAS & Mmmﬁlm IS Support Level: Total with technical currency

Support for the 11" Circuit Solicitor consists of primary support for desktop,

and helpdesk support from a third-party.

network, internet and email; and secondary support for applications.

Software/Release Source OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware | Primary/Secondary Comments
Release Platform Client(s
T 11 Circnit SoHGitor W
Exchange 2000 Microsoft Windows 2000 g:;s:;‘ay Solicitor IS Support Level: Secondary
CRIME 5.0 Ciber Windows 2000 | Oracle 8i Gateway | g icitor Both Adult and Juvenile Case Management
Server : System. IS Support Level: Secondary
Juvenile Arbitration In-House Windows 2000 dBase {DOS) Gateway Solicitor Manages the Jl-.wemle Arbitration Program. IS
: Server Support Level: Secondary
‘ ‘ ‘ Case Management for WC Program. Tracks
Worthless Check Program | In-House Windows 2000 | SQL Server 2000 | G2EWay Solicitor bad checks received, sends letters,
Server disbursement of funds, ete. IS Support Level:
Secondary
Microsoft Money Windows 2000 N/A Gateway Solicitor FPrint checks. Balance WC bank account. 15
' Server Support Level: Secondary _
. Crystal . Dell .. On-demand reports for CRIME system 15
Crystal Enterprise Decision Windows 2000 N/A Workstation Solicitor Support Level: Secondary
June 2005 Appendix 11 . Page 10 of 11



County of Lexingtoh

‘Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS — June 2005

Software/Release Source 0OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware PrlmarXISecondary Comments
- Release Platform Client(s) - _
Entity _ ' . . '
PTI Systems & Windows 2000 FoxPro Gateway PTI Staff Only Pre-Trial Intervention (PTI) Case Management
p . Server _ System. IS Support Level: Secondary
| Programming _
June 2005 Appendix II Page 11 of 11




County of Lexington
Technology Assessment Project

I N
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~ ‘L.
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| Coim‘ty of Lexington |
Technology Assessment Project

In-House Progress

Magistrates Shime
- Line of E—
Business

Systems Users

‘Magistrates (6)
i Salicitor

Sheriff’'s Department -

Sheriff
Department
Line of
Business
Systems Users

Wireless
Data
Upioad

Deputies Field L ) o - @

Reporting System
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County of Lexington |
Technology Assessment Project

-"Planned expansion of ..
Document Imaging to
.. General Sessions and
... Common Pleas

County Website
Internet Services

- ﬁﬁ

Clerk of Court
Line of
Business
. Systems Users

I

South Carolina . *
Court Administration ' N Probate

Clerk of Court

Probate Court o
Line of j, _ e
Business . :
Systerns Users

_J
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_ Lexington County
Technology Assessment Project

Director
Jim Schafer

Systems Analyst 1l /

“Systems Analyst Il / M'ﬂ::g“’?gi{ds Systems Analyst Il /
Application Services Application Services o Supgrvisor Technical Services
Marlon Buff . . Rick Van Sant D.J. Yandle .. Mike Berrian
Applications Systems Systems Systems T Microfitm Microfilm PCALAN PCILAN PCILAN
Analyst Arnalyst Analyst . | Operator Operator e = o
Analyst Il . ] Specialist If Specialist [I Specialist I
Mike Smith Rose Randy Todd 7. Arita Danny P. Hughes A, Marshe " C. Hayes
Kitchings Munsch Dunkerley - . -| Beckham Levine ’ ’ i
r ._”m._i Qperations l TP PG/
TMP . mf . Web L PCAAN LAN
Applications | Pat Developer ) Specialist | Tech |
| Analyst|/Co-Op Th | dien Miller ’ L. Oates Co-Op
o — ompson : : .
— — . : Student
: - e 1FTE
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Coﬁnty of Lekington
Technology Assessment Project
Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept.

Project Name

Description

Current

Remainder

Total

102000
Reg. Of
Deeds

ROD Imaging

Status: Existing service expires Nov. 2006 after which ROD will have
no line-of-business software or equipment to access ima ged documents.
Background: Seven year cost of service obtained in 1999 is estimated
to be $1,156,800. Technological advances since then make it possible
to integrate the county’s imaging system with a new linc-of-business
application that the county would own for $347,690.

Goal: Replace existing ROD document imaging service with a county-
owned system that can be integrated with web services and other county
functions without incurring excessive annual “technical currency and
support” charges.

$347,690

$347,690 |

101900
Assessor

CAMA
Replacement

Status: Existing patched together system is using an operating system
and database management system that is not supported by the
manufacturer, increasing the risk that the system might not be
recoverable from a failure. - '

Background: A requirements definition for replacing the system with
a modern, functional, supported system has been developed. This can
be used for an RFP, bid or as a basis for the development of a hybrid
(in-house developed with third-party assistance) system.

Goal: Replace the existing CAMA system by the end of calendar year
2006. ' _

$40,000

$176,232

$216,232

121100
PW Admiin.

Public Works
Imaging

Status: Proposed for system development.
Background: Paper files on Roads, Public Works Projects, and

‘Subdivision and Commercial Projects are using up available floor space

at Public Works (51 four-drawer file cabinets). Space, accessibility, and
customer service (electronic filing) could be addressed through by a

| plan for incorporating the county’s document imaging system into

WebTRAX, the county-owned project tracking system serving the
Community Development and Public Works departments.

Goal: Develop a system for the incorporation of the county’s document
imaging system into WebTRAX and for accepting online plan and
permit submissions. : C

$185,250

$185,250

- June 2003
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.Comity of Lexington
Technology Assessment Project _
Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept. Project Name Description Current Remainder Total
141500 = | Probate MIS Status: Proposed . Not
Probate Upgrade Background: The current Probate system uses FOXPRO database. Budgeted
Court FOXPRO is very limited in capability and is NOT recommendcd for '

mission eritical transaction processing.

: . Goal: Replace the FOXPRO database with MS SQL Server.
101610 Blue Prince ' - S

| Community | Building
Development | Permit System

102100 Intrusion Status: Exploratory. - $18,110 $18,110

IS - | Detection & Background: Over the past three years Lexington County has made
Prevention available more resources available to the county taxpayers and
Appliance businesses via the Internet by simply using an Internet browser. This

has greatly reduced trips and phone calls by the public to the county
administration building, thereby saving time and money both for the’
citizen and the county. One serious tradeoff of providing more services
online is that we open ourselves to more risk of a security breach of
county information resources. Most all security breaches are realized .
after it’s too late and the question becomes “what did you do to prevent
this from happening?” This piece of hardware and software would help
identify attempted and actual network intrusions as a tool to use in
preventing security breaches.

'Goal: Enhance our capability to detect and prevent unauthorized

intrusion into the county’s network.

June 2005 : o : - Appendix V. | o S PageZofﬁ-




County of Lexington
Technology Assessment Project
Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept.

Project Name

Description

Current

Remainder

Total

102100
IS

Secure Socket
Layer _
Appliance

Status: Proposed as a new program.

Background: We outsource some support services. For third-part
contractors must to securely access our INTERNAL systems we use a
cumbersome system of IPSec VPNs, complicated by the significant
number of different firewalls in use today. This appliance would
simplify such connections and provide as good or better security as the
IPSec VPN. This appliance would:

1.Make it easier for traveling county staff to gain access to INTERNAL
network resources when needed.

2. Allow support contractors to access from any PC running a typical
Internet browser INTERNAL resources for which we need assistance.
3. Allow employee to access securely from home their own personnel
information such as pay vouchers thereby saving money on envelopes,
paper, folding, stuffing employee pay vouchers.

4. Allow IS staff to access remotely INTERNAL systems when
problems arise and they are out of the office.

Goal: Simplify and expand opportunities for secure, authonzed
connections to network resources from outside the network.

$13,676

$13,676

121400
Storm Water
Magt.

Pentop
Computer
System
w/Setup

102100
IS

Online Time
Records

Status: Bxploratory '

Background: Currently all time records for payroll purposes are
generated and submitted in paper form. This creates some logistical
challenges for records generated by employees at remote sites.
Goal: Retain or enhance existing accountability for accuracy and

$100,000

$100,000-

- June 2005

review and make possible the submission of time records electronically.
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'County of Lexington

Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS — June 2005

Software/Release Source OS/Release RDBMS;/ Hardware Prlmar)i/Secondary Comments
Release Platform Client(s)
Register of Deeds / Under the existing contract, this is a service.
Team 1A SQL Server/ Vendor Assessor, Public All hardware and software is owned by the
ROD Document Imaging (Leased) Optica Imaging Supplied Works, Commmunity contractor and leased to the ROD. 1S Support
' _ System {Leased) and Economic Level: IS personnel not allowed to touch
Development, Public system,
Displays on the county web site the i 1mages of
Public/ Assessor, deeds and mortgages and a subset of the
EGS / Lyles Dell Public Works, indexing information. Updated daily from
ROD Web Services Data Windows 2000 SQL Server Poweredge Community and downloads from the document imaging system.
' 2650 & NAS | Economic IS Support Level: Total with technical
Development curreticy and helpdesk support from a th:rd-
party.
Keeps location and content information for -
: Records : Dell Records M mert iy b tained hival shel
Simple Records Manager | Management | Windows 2000 FoxPro Poweredge ores v anage storage boxes maintained on archival shelving.
Software, Inc. - 2500 & NAS & Mmmﬁlm IS Support Level: Total with technical currency

Support for the 11" Circuit Solicitor consists of primary support for desktop,

and helpdesk support from a third-party.

network, internet and email; and secondary support for applications.

Software/Release Source OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware | Primary/Secondary Comments
Release Platform Client(s
T 11 Circnit SoHGitor W
Exchange 2000 Microsoft Windows 2000 g:;s:;‘ay Solicitor IS Support Level: Secondary
CRIME 5.0 Ciber Windows 2000 | Oracle 8i Gateway | g icitor Both Adult and Juvenile Case Management
Server : System. IS Support Level: Secondary
Juvenile Arbitration In-House Windows 2000 dBase {DOS) Gateway Solicitor Manages the Jl-.wemle Arbitration Program. IS
: Server Support Level: Secondary
‘ ‘ ‘ Case Management for WC Program. Tracks
Worthless Check Program | In-House Windows 2000 | SQL Server 2000 | G2EWay Solicitor bad checks received, sends letters,
Server disbursement of funds, ete. IS Support Level:
Secondary
Microsoft Money Windows 2000 N/A Gateway Solicitor FPrint checks. Balance WC bank account. 15
' Server Support Level: Secondary _
. Crystal . Dell .. On-demand reports for CRIME system 15
Crystal Enterprise Decision Windows 2000 N/A Workstation Solicitor Support Level: Secondary
June 2005 Appendix 11 . Page 10 of 11



County of Lexingtoh

‘Technology Assessment Project
MAJOR SYSTEMS — June 2005

Software/Release Source 0OS/Release RDBMS/ Hardware PrlmarXISecondary Comments
- Release Platform Client(s) - _
Entity _ ' . . '
PTI Systems & Windows 2000 FoxPro Gateway PTI Staff Only Pre-Trial Intervention (PTI) Case Management
p . Server _ System. IS Support Level: Secondary
| Programming _
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| Coim‘ty of Lexington |
Technology Assessment Project

In-House Progress
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County of Lexington |
Technology Assessment Project

-"Planned expansion of ..
Document Imaging to
.. General Sessions and
... Common Pleas

County Website
Internet Services

- ﬁﬁ

Clerk of Court
Line of
Business
. Systems Users

I
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_ Lexington County
Technology Assessment Project
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Jim Schafer
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Application Services Application Services o Supgrvisor Technical Services
Marlon Buff . . Rick Van Sant D.J. Yandle .. Mike Berrian
Applications Systems Systems Systems T Microfitm Microfilm PCALAN PCILAN PCILAN
Analyst Arnalyst Analyst . | Operator Operator e = o
Analyst Il . ] Specialist If Specialist [I Specialist I
Mike Smith Rose Randy Todd 7. Arita Danny P. Hughes A, Marshe " C. Hayes
Kitchings Munsch Dunkerley - . -| Beckham Levine ’ ’ i
r ._”m._i Qperations l TP PG/
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Coﬁnty of Lekington
Technology Assessment Project
Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept.

Project Name

Description

Current

Remainder

Total

102000
Reg. Of
Deeds

ROD Imaging

Status: Existing service expires Nov. 2006 after which ROD will have
no line-of-business software or equipment to access ima ged documents.
Background: Seven year cost of service obtained in 1999 is estimated
to be $1,156,800. Technological advances since then make it possible
to integrate the county’s imaging system with a new linc-of-business
application that the county would own for $347,690.

Goal: Replace existing ROD document imaging service with a county-
owned system that can be integrated with web services and other county
functions without incurring excessive annual “technical currency and
support” charges.

$347,690

$347,690 |

101900
Assessor

CAMA
Replacement

Status: Existing patched together system is using an operating system
and database management system that is not supported by the
manufacturer, increasing the risk that the system might not be
recoverable from a failure. - '

Background: A requirements definition for replacing the system with
a modern, functional, supported system has been developed. This can
be used for an RFP, bid or as a basis for the development of a hybrid
(in-house developed with third-party assistance) system.

Goal: Replace the existing CAMA system by the end of calendar year
2006. ' _

$40,000

$176,232

$216,232

121100
PW Admiin.

Public Works
Imaging

Status: Proposed for system development.
Background: Paper files on Roads, Public Works Projects, and

‘Subdivision and Commercial Projects are using up available floor space

at Public Works (51 four-drawer file cabinets). Space, accessibility, and
customer service (electronic filing) could be addressed through by a

| plan for incorporating the county’s document imaging system into

WebTRAX, the county-owned project tracking system serving the
Community Development and Public Works departments.

Goal: Develop a system for the incorporation of the county’s document
imaging system into WebTRAX and for accepting online plan and
permit submissions. : C

$185,250

$185,250

- June 2003
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.Comity of Lexington
Technology Assessment Project _
Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept. Project Name Description Current Remainder Total
141500 = | Probate MIS Status: Proposed . Not
Probate Upgrade Background: The current Probate system uses FOXPRO database. Budgeted
Court FOXPRO is very limited in capability and is NOT recommendcd for '

mission eritical transaction processing.

: . Goal: Replace the FOXPRO database with MS SQL Server.
101610 Blue Prince ' - S

| Community | Building
Development | Permit System

102100 Intrusion Status: Exploratory. - $18,110 $18,110

IS - | Detection & Background: Over the past three years Lexington County has made
Prevention available more resources available to the county taxpayers and
Appliance businesses via the Internet by simply using an Internet browser. This

has greatly reduced trips and phone calls by the public to the county
administration building, thereby saving time and money both for the’
citizen and the county. One serious tradeoff of providing more services
online is that we open ourselves to more risk of a security breach of
county information resources. Most all security breaches are realized .
after it’s too late and the question becomes “what did you do to prevent
this from happening?” This piece of hardware and software would help
identify attempted and actual network intrusions as a tool to use in
preventing security breaches.

'Goal: Enhance our capability to detect and prevent unauthorized

intrusion into the county’s network.

June 2005 : o : - Appendix V. | o S PageZofﬁ-




County of Lexington
Technology Assessment Project
Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept.

Project Name

Description

Current

Remainder

Total

102100
IS

Secure Socket
Layer _
Appliance

Status: Proposed as a new program.

Background: We outsource some support services. For third-part
contractors must to securely access our INTERNAL systems we use a
cumbersome system of IPSec VPNs, complicated by the significant
number of different firewalls in use today. This appliance would
simplify such connections and provide as good or better security as the
IPSec VPN. This appliance would:

1.Make it easier for traveling county staff to gain access to INTERNAL
network resources when needed.

2. Allow support contractors to access from any PC running a typical
Internet browser INTERNAL resources for which we need assistance.
3. Allow employee to access securely from home their own personnel
information such as pay vouchers thereby saving money on envelopes,
paper, folding, stuffing employee pay vouchers.

4. Allow IS staff to access remotely INTERNAL systems when
problems arise and they are out of the office.

Goal: Simplify and expand opportunities for secure, authonzed
connections to network resources from outside the network.

$13,676

$13,676

121400
Storm Water
Magt.

Pentop
Computer
System
w/Setup

102100
IS

Online Time
Records

Status: Bxploratory '

Background: Currently all time records for payroll purposes are
generated and submitted in paper form. This creates some logistical
challenges for records generated by employees at remote sites.
Goal: Retain or enhance existing accountability for accuracy and

$100,000

$100,000-

- June 2005

review and make possible the submission of time records electronically.

Appendix V
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_ County of Lexington
" Technology Assessment Project

Major Technology Projects Under Considerﬁtian

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept.

Project Name

Description

Current

Remainder

Total

141100
Clel_‘k of
Court

General
Sessions

Imaging

Status: Undetermined.

Background: In-house document imaging system can be expanded
from Family Court to General Sessions Court when IS staff time or
funding is available.

Goal: Reduce time required for records searches and protect original
records by imaging General Sessions Court documents. If possible,
make imaged records available directly through line of business
application programs. :

$19,750

$19,750

Clerl‘.{ of
Court

Child Support
System

Status: Federal mandate. _
Background: The SC DSS may issue as carly as May 2005 an RFP for
a $200,000,000 statewide child support program to replace existing
county-based systems starting in 2008. It will include a Family Court
“case management” system. Counties will be required to adopt this
program. Two pilot counties will be involved in the development and
initial deployment of the system. “Pilot counties” will be in a position
to influence the development of the system. The Clerk of Court has
expressed an interest in Lexington County becoming a pilot county. For
IS to participate in this initiative would require additional personnel.
Goal: Obtain the needed IS personnel resources to become a “pilot

$74,202 |,

$74,202

June 2005 -

| county” for implementation of this new system.

" Appendix V
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County of Lexington
Technology Assessment Project

Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept.

Project Name

Description

Current

Remainder

Total

Clerk of
Court &

Magistrates

SC Court Case
Mgt.

Status: Undetermined.

Background: Since so many counties had no or inadequate clerk of
court and/or magistrate software systems, the SC Judicial Department
used grant funds to purchase a software system it is encouraging
counties to use. The system runs on a proprietary hardware platform
that Lexington County does not use. It would require considerable extra

| expense for Lexington County to adopt this platform. The Judicial

Department has expressed the desire to have a future version of the
software work on a “non-proprietary” platform. This would make our
participation more feasible. :

Goal: Consider adoption of the Judicial Department’s case
management system if it can maintain or enhance existing functionality

| | at a reasonable cost. (In addition to acquisition costs, the county would

be assessed $50,000 per year minimum for support and would have to
dedicate two full-time IS employees and two full-time employees each
of the Clerk’s Office and the Magistrate’s Office for 18 months for
project implementation.) o L

$411,500
(includes

- equipment
and five-year
SCID
support
casts)

$411,500

Sheriff

Document
Imaging of
Reports,
Personnel and
Training '
Records

Status: Requirements and scope have been identified.

Background: The county’s in-house document imaging system can be
customized to provide this capability to the Sheriff’s Office but time
required by other technology projects for that office has make it
impossible to complete with IS staff alone.

Goal: Complete customization of the in-house document imaging
system for use by the Sheriff’s Department with development assistance
from the document imaging strategic partner, Axiom Corporation.

$35,500

$35,500

Sheriff

Enhanced

.Field

Reporting
System

Status: Requirements and scope have been identified.

Background: LCSD Field Reporting System is currently being tested
for changes made to comply with NIBRS/SCIBRS. o

Goal: The Field Reporting system would be ported to a .NET
platform thus making it easily extensible and maintainable.
Porting the application to .NET would provide an opportunity to
stream line the code and make SCIBRS features an innate and

$40,560

$40,560

June 2005

more integrated feature of the application.

Appendix V
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‘County of Lexington
Technology Assessment Project
Major Technology Projects Under Consideration

_ Est. Acquisition Cost

Dept.

Project Name

Appendix V-

Description Current Remainder Total
| Sheriff Personnel & Status: Discovery : ' '
‘ Training Background: The Sherlff’ s Department currently uses a training
| Database database system that was developed internally. The technology
| System | used for this system is now obsolete.
- Goal: Storage, review and update of an “Electromc Portfolio” of
personnel & training data on cach LCSD employee whether
: : current, past or prospective. S : -
Sheriff Centralize and | Status: Requirements and scope have been identified. $42,120 | $42,120.
' Unify, SCIBRS | Background: The Sheriffs Department currently uses  two -
: Validation, separate application: LCIRS, which manages workflow of
LCIRS Incident Reports from Field Reporting through detective reviews
and approvals to Records; and SCIBRS Validation which. formats
the Incident Reports for reporting to SLED.
‘Goal: The LCIRS and SCIBRS Validation appllcatlons would be
merged into one NET application using one unified database for
Case Management. The existing Web Interface and the NET
SCIBRS Validation application would be unified mto one
: seamless NET apphcatlon '
June 2005
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TOP ISTIT ISSUES

County of Lexington
Technology Assessment PrOJeCt

software, or system because the existing lease expires.
® The Assessor’s property tax record application (Computer Assisted
Loss / Degradation of Mass Appraisal, aka CAMA) is obsolete. The versions of Oracle
1. | Existing Major RDBMS and Forms that it uses are no longer supported by Oracle. To
Enterprise Systems move to newer versions would require a complete rewrite. IS staff has
very limited aceess to development tools for the current system,
effectively preventing IS from making major enhancements. Risk of
system failure increases yearly.
. This is SC’s response to the federal mandate to develop and deploy a
2. State Child Support statewide, automated Child Support Enforcement System (CSES). Would
Enforcement System .
replace in-house Progress system.
- Not currently mandated. State’s current platform not compatible with
State Judicial Case . . :
county standards and experience, increasing our cost. If expanded to other
Management System i ) .
3. platforms, cost would be reduced, warranting further consideration.
- | (Clerk of Court and
. Ripple effects of the loss of the existing in-house Progress systems on data
Magistrates)
sharing need to be evaluated.
Support of 24 X 7 IS does not have the staff to adequately support 24X7 IT services, but
4. | Computing and Web systems and expectations continue to increase. “On-call” responses at
Site Services overtime rates are the only possible current response.
5 Remote Services— Need to provide easily established and administered, secure connections to
| Secure Connectivity’ network resources from outside the network.
6 Network Intrusion A tool to prevent and detect network intrusion from unauthorized outsiders
~_| Prevention / Detection | would help protect network assets.
' . Wireless and outer edge vulnerabilities need to be identified and addressed
7. | Network Security . .o,
with systems and policies.
_ . - Increase online services, information, and links. Increase available
Web Site Content and - - L o .
8. . . Internet data transmission capacity (bandwidth) to support current & future
Online Services .
services. -
Integrated Content and | Need to further integrate applications and imaging for internal and external
9 Document Management | business processes, across departmental lines and locations. Includes
" | Online and Across electronic submission of documents by attorneys, surveyors, engineers,
Departmental Lines etc.
10 Public Safety and Identify, acquire, integrate and support security and response technology
_ | Homeland Security IT | for public safety, including GIS.”
: ~ | Online services and other 24X7 IT services require additional IS staff.
11 Funding of IT Function | Address software systems security and management by hiring a data base
"| of County Government | administrator. Address software acquisition and development needs for
' : new systems and better data sharing.
12 IT Accountability / Develop standards and methods to better measure effectiveness and
" | Benchmarking productivity of IS activities.
Backup / Restore Monitor, evaluate and revise backup and restore testing policies and
13. .
Testing Procedures procedures to keep up with system and technological changes.
14 Business Continuity / Develop and fund contingency plans and resources for business contmulty
| Disaster Recovery and disaster recovery.
- Train and assist end-users to work more efficiently using what is already
End User Training /
15, available to them and fully use additional capabilities when upgrades or
Helpdesk Support
new systems are obtained.
June 2005 Appendix VI Page | of 1




. COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES
ROAD DESIGN PROJECTS

Evaluation Committee Report and Recomm endation
‘Request for Qualifications No. PQ05002-04/18/05B

Junc_SO, 2005

PURPOSE : : S

The County of Lexington solicited restmes from qualified engineering firms to provide plan review and/or
inspection services for all residential and commercial development. The firm will review all residential and
commercial plans submitted for sediment and erosion control, storm drainage, roadway consfruction, etc. to
ensure all Federal, State, and Local laws and guidelines are adhered to. The local ordinances are the Lexington
County Stormwater and Sediment Control Ordinance, Subdivision Regulations, and the Plarining &
Development Guidelines. Each firm shall be required to ensure all of the above is adhered to. Lexington
County participates in the Delegated Review Program through SCDHEC. A formal correspondence indicating
a project has met all requirements will be necessary in order for the County to issue a permit. The top two
- evaluated engineering firms selected will perform all site inspections. Continuous inspections will be required
~ throughout the life of the project to ensure that County Standards are met and that erosion control measures
- are installed and properly maintained. ' : :

- EVALUATION COMMITTEE : . .
As required by the County's Purchasing Ordinance and RFQ Criteria, an evaluation committee was approved
by Mr. Art Brooks, County Administrator, to evaluate and review the resumes and ultimately report its
recommendation to County Council for their consideration. Committee members were John Fechtel, Director
of Public Works; Neal McLaurin, Storm Water Manager (Advisory - non-voting members); Gary Adkins,
County Engineer; Don Rumbaugh, Engineering Associate; Jim Barker, Storm Water Hydrologist; Sid Vam,
- City of West Columbia; Gene Edwards, Town of Lexington; and Janice A. Bell, Procurement Officer. '

SOLICITATION REQUIREMENTS :

The required legal advertisement soliciting resumes from qualified engineering firms was placed and appeared
in the South Carolina Business Opportunities Publication on March 31, 2005. Notification was also posted
on our website and mailed to firms on our bidders’ list, - :

Resumes were due and received by 5:00 p.m. on April 18, 2005. At that time, the County received resumes
from twelve (12) firms: ' : .

American Engineers, Inc. © Woolpert Inc.

B.P. Barber & Associates, Inc. Wilbur Smith Associates
- Site-Blauvelt Engineers, Inc. Chao and Associates, Inc.
Florence & Hutcheson, Inc. V&K Design Group, Inc.
American Engineering Consultants, Inc. . : Civil Engineering Consulting Services, Inc.

‘Geo-Systems Design & Testing, Inc. - : Mulkey Engineers & Consultants




 Evaluation Committee Report and Recommendation .
Request for Qualifications No. PQ05002-04/18/058

EVALUATION PROCESS

To begin the evaluation process, copies of the resumes were distributed to each committee member on April
19, 2005 for individual evaluation. The committee met again on April 28, 2005 for a detailed discussion of
the individual evaluation of the resumes/qualifications and respective scoring of each criteria factor.

Each resume under consideration was evaluated and scored on the following selection criteria listed in the

order of their relative importance: (a) past performance; a comprehensive list of all similar projects completed

within the last five (5) years involving your firm, (b) the ability of the professional personnel, (¢} willingness

- to meet time and budget requirements, (d) location; all responding firms shall be located or have an office

- which is physically located within a 25 mile radins of the Town of Lexington, (e) recent, current and projected

“work loads of the firm, (f) creauwty and insight related to the project, and (g) related exp euence on simlar
projects.

After the evaluation committee was i agreement that it had obtained, reviewed, and analyzed all information/
documentation presented and collected in the evaluation process, the committee conducted in-depth interviews
on May 4, 2005, with the four (4) highest rated offerors. Interviewed were American Engineering Consultants,
Inc.; B. P. Barber & Associates Inc.; Woolpert Inc.; and Wilbur Smith Associates.

All of these firms were highly qualified and they all made very professional presentations during the interview
process and were able to answer all of our questions and concerns. Following the interviews, each committee
member was given the opportunity to reevaluate the scores given to each firm. -

The evaluation committee met on May 16, 2005 with American Engineering Consultants, Inc. and B.P. Barber
& Associates. Inc. (as the highest rated firms) to negotiate the best cost for the County.

RECOMMENDATION
Several things that impressed the committee with these two firms were experience and gualifications of the

engineers in this type of work, related experience m this type of engineering, ms1ght related to the project, and
location of firm as to Lexington.

Basically these two firms put together a very impressive submittal, addressed the factors asked for in the
Regquest for Qualifications and had the experience to back it up. These firms met to discuss this project and
have submitted to us their scope of services and their pricing structure for this contract, along with a
recommended general scope of additional services to be approved (see attached). The firms also requested that
. this project be reviewed and evaluated for adjustment six (6) months after the issuance of a contract and
" annually for the duration of the contract. ' '

The committee hereby submits this information for Council's consideration and approval. We further
recommiend that this proposal be placed on County Councﬂ agenda for their next scheduled meetmg on July

12 2005. ML 1 MMJ

Fanice A. Bell, CPPB & e A~ Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB
Procurement Officer = S Procurement Manger
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'ENGINEERING PLAN REVIEW AND OBSERVATION FOR LEXINGTON COUNTY '

PLAN REVIEW — COMMERCTAL SITE DPEVELOPMENT

1.

'B.

* An optional meeting between the Reviewer, the Design Engineer, and Owner to discuss and

establish specific site requirements such as existing conditions, curve #’s, pre/post
requlrcments pnor to the engineering design of the project

DeveIOpcr/Design Engineer submits permit application, which includes three (3) sets of
drawings, storm drainage calculations, and land disturbarice permit application along with

~ associated fees to the County Development Coordinator.

‘County Development Coordinator forwards the submittal package to the County

Engineering Review Coordinator. The County Engineering Review Coordinator retains one
(1) set for the County’s records, and forwards the remaining two (2) sets to the reviewer.
The Reviewer reviews the package to ensure that it is administratively complete and has
Design Engineer submit additional inforration as needed. Reviewer sets up internal files for
review and construction observation. The Reviewer shall be paid an additional fee for each
administratively incomplete package that must be resubmitted.

Reviewer reviews project and makes comments as necessary based on Commercial Site

- design regulations and checklist. Reviewer will meet with Design Engineer to discuss
comments and return one (1) set of marked up plans if necessary. Design Engineer will then

resubmit revised plans and calculations to Reviewer -that conform to the comments
originally received. Comments will be made available to Lexington County as well as the
Owner/Developer. If comments have not been fully addressed by the Design Engineer, the
Reviewer will be paid an additional fee for each subsequent submission to be reviewed or

 meeting with the Developer/Design Engineer to discuss the project.

After dctenﬁjning that the plans and calculations meet all development requirements,
Reviewer will notify the Design Engineer to submit six (6) sets of plans and calculations.

‘Reviewer will check to ensure that these are identical to the approved set. The Reviewer

will stamp the approved drawings, retain two (2) copies, and forward remaining copies to
the Engineering Review Coordinator along with a letter of recommendation for approval to

-the County Engineering Review Coordinator. The Engineering Review Coordinator will

retain one (1) copy for the County, and forward the other sets to the Owner, Design

- Engineer and Contractor along with a Land Disturbance Permit.

CONSTRUCTION OBSERVATION — COMMERCTAL SITE DEVELOPMENT

The Reviewer conducts meeting with the Field Project Representative (FPR) to review plans
prior to the beginning of construction. The FPR subsequent to the Issuance of the Land
Disturbance Permit, coordinates a Pre-Construction meeting between the FPR and the
Design Engineer, Owner, and Contractor. The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the
County construction observation schedule and minimum County observation requirements

+and close-out submittals. The FPR shall prepare and forward meeting minutes to-all parties

involved. Contractor must notify the FPR at least 72 hours before construction is to begin.

- FPR conducts periodic construction observations for six (6) months at a minimurn frequency

of one per week to check that crosion control measures are in place, there are no observed
construction deficiencies, and that the approved plans are being followed. After each
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periodic site visit, the FPR forwards reports of any observed deficiencies or deviations from
the plans to the Design Engineer, Contractor, Owner, and the County. Contractor shall
address items in deficiency reports with three (3) working days. If there are no deficiencies
or deviations noted, only the County will be sent copies of the periodic construction
observation report. If the FPR determines that deviations from the approved plans have

~occurred, the FPR will report the changes to the Reviewer. The Reviewer will consult with

the County Engineering Review Coordinator who will make the final determination on
whether the changes merit a resubmittal of all or part of the project. If a re-submittal is
warranted by the County Engineering Review Coordinator, the Developer/Design Engineer.

- shall resubmit the project for approval, and the Review Engineer shall receive additional

fees for project review. If the construction duration is longer than six (6) months, and the
final construction observation has not been completed, then an additional construction
observation fee shall be paid for each three (3) months extension until the project has been
completed.

Design Engineer submits as-builts for the Stormwater System, which includes the detention
system to the Reviewer. :

FPR conducts substantial completion observation (punch list) and forwards reports to the
Design Engineer, Contractor, Owner, and the County. The contractor will address punch list
items.

Reviewer reviews as-builts and makes comments.. Design Engineer addresses comuments
- and resubmits as-built drawings. If additional re-submitfals are necessary the Reviewer

shall be paid an additional fee for each additional review.

FPR conducts final construction observation and forwards report to the Reviewer, Design
Engincer, Contractor, Owner, and the Reviewer noting that there are no observed
construction deficiencies. The FPR will be paid additional fees for each observation if more
than one final observation is necessary due to a partially completed punch list or damage to

the project caused subsequently to the original punch list. Once the project has been

accepted, the FPR will cease to conduct periodic construction observations and will not be
sending weekly reports to the County, unless the FPR is paid an additional fee.

.Upon receipt of the Final report from the FPR, the Reviewer forwards the as-built drawings
. along with a recommendation of approval to the County. Lexington County then issues a

“Certificate of Acceptance” and returns an approved set of as-built drawings to the Design
Engineer.

Reviewer forwards all original files to Lexmgton County for the Counties’ records and
keeps copies for Reviewer Records.

PLAN REVIEW - COMMERCIAL SUBDIVISION DEVELOPMENT

L.

An optional meeting between the Reviewer, the Design Engineer, and Owner to discuss and
establish specific site requirements such as existing conditions, curve #'s, pre/post
requirements prior to the engineering design of the project.

. Developer/Design Engineer submits permit application, which includes three (3) sets of
- . drawings, storm drainage calculations, and land disturbance permit application along with

associated fees to the County Development Coordinator,
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County Development Coordinator forwards the submittal package to the County
Engineering Review Coordinator. The County Engineering Review Coordinator retains one
(1) set for the County’s records, and forwards the remaining two (2) sets to the reviewer.
The Reviewer reviews the package to ensure that it is administratively complete and has
Design Engineer submit additional information as needed. Reviewer sets up internal files for
review and conmstruction observation. The Reviewer shall be paid a fee for each
administratively incomplete package that must be resubmitted.

Reviewer reviews project and makes comments as necessary based on Commercial Site
design regulations and checklist. Reviewer will meet with Design Engineer to discuss
comments and refurn one (1) set of marked up plans if necessary. Design Engineer will then
resubmit revised plans and calculations to Reviewer that conform to the comments
originally received. Comments will be made available to Lexington County as well as the
Owner/Developer. If comments have not been fully addressed by the Design Engineer, the

‘Reviewer will be paid an additional fee for each subsequent submission to be reviewed or

meeting with the Developer/Design Engineer to discuss the project.

After determining that the plans and calculations meet all development requirements,
Reviewer will notify the Design Engineer to submit six (6) sets of plans and calculations.
Reviewer will check to ensure that these are identical to the approved set. The Reviewer
will stamp the approved drawings, retain two (2) copies, and forward remaining copies to

‘the Engineering Review Coordinator along with a letter of recommendation for approval to

the County Engineering Review Coordinator. The Engineering Review Coordinator will
retain one (1) copy for the County, and forward the other sets to the Owner, Design

- Engineer and Contractor. : :

D.  CONSTRUCTION OBSERVATION — COMMERCIAL SUBDIVISION DEVELOPMENT'

1.

The Reviewer conducts meeting with the Field Project Representative (FPR) to review plans
prior to the beginning of construction. The FPR, subsequent to the Issuance of the Land
Disturbance Permit, will schedule a Pre-Construction meeting between the FPR and the
Design Engineer, Owner, and Coniractor. The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the
County construction observation schedule and minimum County observation requirements
and close-out submittals. The FPR shall prepare and forward meeting minutes to all parties
mvolved. Contractor must notify the FPR at least 72 hours before construction is to begin.

FPR conduets periodic construction observations for six (6) months at a minimum frequency
of one per week to check that erosion control measures are in place, there are no observed
construction deficiencies, and that the approved plans being followed. In addition, the FPR
will make special site visits within 24 hours notice as necessary prior to installation of road:
base material, curb and gutter, asphalt paving, and any other construction items that will be

- County owned or maintained that must be verified using a Special site visit that cannot
otherwise be verified during the normal periodic site visits without causing a delay in the

construction. After one revisit for any of the special site visits, the FPR shall receive
additional fees for each revisit until the item has been corrected satisfactorily. After each
periodic site visit, the FPR forwards reports of any observed deficiencies or deviations from
the plans to the Design Engincer, Coniractor, Owner, and the County. Coniractor shall

- address items in deficiency reports with three (3) working days. If there are no deficiencics

or- deviations noted, only the County will be sent copies of the periodic construction
observation report. If the FPR determines that deviations from the approved plans have
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10.

11.

12.

occurred, the FPR will report the changes to the Reviewer. The Reviewer will consult with
the County Engineering Review Coordinator who will make the final determinafion on
whether the changes merit a resubmittal of all or part of the project. If a re-submittal is
warranted by the County Engineering Review Coordinator, the Developer/Design Engineer
shall resubmit the project for approval, and the Review Engineer shall receive additional
fees for project review. If the construction duration is longer than six (6) months, and the
final construction observation has not been completed, then an additional construction
observation fee shall be paid for each three (3) months extension until the project has been
completed.

Design Engineer submits as-builts for the Stormwater System, which includes the detention
system to the Reviewer. :

. FPR conducts substantial completion observation (punch list) and forwards reports to the

Design Engineer, Contractor, Owner, and the County. The contractor will address punch list
items.

Reviewer reviews as-builts and makes comments. Design Engineer addresses comments
and resubmits as-built drawings. If additional re-submittals ar¢ necessary the Reviewer
shall be paid an additional fee for each additional review.

~ FPR conducts final construction observation and forwards report to the Réviewer, Design

Engineer, Contractor, Owner, and the Reviewer noting that there are no observed

- . construction deficiencies. The FPR will be paid additional fees for each observation if more
. than one final observation is necessary due to a partially completed punch list or damage to

the project caused subsequently to the original punch list. Once the project has been
accepted, the FPR will cease to conduct periodic construction observations and will not be
sending weekly reports to the County, unless the FPR is paid an additional fee.

Upon receipt of the Flnal report from the FPR, the Reviewer forwards the as—bullt drawmgs
along with a recommendation of approval to the County. Warrantee period begins when
final plat is signed and approved. :

Reviewer forwards all original files to Lexington County for the Counties’ records and

keeps copies for Review Engineers Records.

The FPR will make one final observation before the one (1) year warranty period has
expired. FPR will forwards report to the Design Engineer, Contractor, Owner and the
County. The contractor will address deficiency iterns outlined in the report.

PLAN REVIEW — RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

1.

- An optional meeting between the Reviewer, the Design Engineer and Owner to discuss and

establish specific site requirements such as existing conditions, curve #’s, pre/post

_reqmrements pnor to the engineering design of the project.

Reviewer may conduct an optlonal prehmmary meeting with SurveyorfDemgn Engmeer to

discuss subdivision layout.

" Design Engineer submits three (3) scts of drawings, storm draiﬂage calculations, Land

Disturbance Permit Application, and associated fees to County Development Coordinator.
The County Development Coordinator forwards this to the County Engineering Review
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Coordinator. The County Enginecering Review Coordinator retains one (1) set for the

* County’s records, and forwards the remaining two (2) sets to the reviewer. The Reviewer

reviews the package to ensure that it is administratively complete and has Design Engineer
submit additional information as needed. The Reviewer will be paid a fee for each

- administratively incomplete package that must be resubmitted. Reviewer sets up internal
- files for review and construction observation.

Reviewer reviews project and makes comments as necessary based.on Residential Site

" design regulations and checklist. Reviewer will meet with Design Engineer to discuss

comments and return one (1) set of marked up plans if necessary. Design Engineer will then
resubmit revised plans and calculations to Reviewer that conform to the comments
originally received. Comments will be made available to Lexington County as well as the
Owner/Developer. If comments have not been fully addressed by the Design Engineer, the
Reviewer will be paid an additional fee for each subsequent submission to be reviewed or
meeting with the Developer/Design Engineer to discuss the project.

After determining that the plans and calculations meet all development requirements,
Reviewer will notify the Design Engineer to submit six (6) sets of plans and calculations.
Reviewer will check to ensure that these are identical to the approved set. The Reviewer
will stamp the approved drawings, retain two (2) copies, and forward remaining copies to

- 'the Engineering Review Coordinator along with a letter of recommendation for approval to

the County Engineering Review Coordinator. The Engineering Review Coordinator will
retain one (1) copy for the County, and forward the other sets to the Owner; Design
Engineer and Contractor.

F. “CONSTRUCTION OBSERVATION — RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

1.

 The Reviewer conducts meeting with the Field Project Representative (FPR) to review plans
‘prior to the beginning of construction. The FPR, subsequent to the Issuance of the Land

Disturbance Permit, schedules a Pre-Construction meeting between the FPR and the Design

* “Engineer, Owner, and Contractor. The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the County

construction observation schedule and minimum County observation requirements and
close-out submittals. The FPR shall prepare and forward meeting minutes to all parties
involved. Contractor must notify FPR at least 72 hours before construction is to begin.

FPR conducts periodic construction observations for six (6) months at-a minimum frequency
of one per week to check that erosion control measures are in place, there are no observed
construction deficiencies, and that the approved plans being followed. In addition, the FPR
will make special site visits within 24 hours notice as necessary prior to installation of road
base material, curb and gutter, asphalt paving, and any other items that must be verified
using a special site visit that cannot otherwise be verified during the normal periodic site
visits without causing a delay in the construction. After one revisit for any of the special
site visits, the FPR shall receive additional fees for each revisit until the item has been
corrected satisfactorily. After each periodic site visit, the FPR forwards reports of any
observed deficiencies or deviations from the plans to the Design Engineer, Contractor,
Owmer, and the County. Contractor shall address items in deficiency reports with three (3)

- working days. If there are no deficiencies or deviations noted, only the County will be sent
“copies of the periodic construction observation report. If the FPR determines that deviations -

from the approved plans have occurred, the FPR will report the changes to the Reviewer.
The Reviewer will consult with the County Engineering Review Coerdinator who will make
the final determination on whether the changes merit a re-submittal of all or part of the
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- project. If a re-submittal is warranted by the County Engineering Review Coordinator, the

Developer/Design Engineer shall resubmit the project for approval, and the Review

. Engineer shall receive additional fees for project review. If the construction duration is
‘longer than six (6) months, and the final construction observation has not been completed,

then an additional construction observation fee shall be paid for each three (3) months
extension until the project has been completed.

Design Engineer/Surveyor submit as-builts for the Stormwater system, roads and final plat
to the County Engineering Review Coordinator who forwards submittal to Reviewer.

Reviewer reviews as builts and final plat and makes comments. Design Engineer resubmits
* based on Reviewer’s comments.  The Reviewer shall be paid an additional review fee for

each additional review necessary to obtain approval. Reviewer approves as-built drawings
and gives a copy to the FPR for final construction observation.

FPR conducts substantial completion observation (punch list) and forwards reports to the

Design Engineer, Contractor, Owner, and the County. The contractor will address punch list
items. '

FPR conducts final construction observation and forwards report to the Reviewer, Design

. Engineer, Contractor, Owner, and the County noting that no observed construction

deficiencies remain. The FPR will be paid additional fees for each observation if more than
one final observation is necessary due to a partially completed punch list or damage to the

‘project caused subsequently to the original punch list. Once the project has been accepted,

the FPR will cease to conduct periodic construction observations and will not be sending
weekly reports to the County, unless the FPR is paid an additional fee.

Upon receipt of the final report from the FPR that no observed construction deficiencies
remain and the fully revised as-built drawings from the Design Engineer, the Reviewer

" forwards a recommendation of acceptance to the County. Warrantee period begins when

final plat is signed and approved.

Reviewer forwards all original files to Lexington County for the Counties’ records and
keeps copies for Review Engineers Records. :

The FPR. will make one final observation before the one (1) year warranty period has
expired. FPR will forwards report to the Design Engineer, Contractor, Owner and the
County. The contractor W111 address deficiency items outlined in the report

PREL]I_\/I[NARY PLAT APPROVAL (OPTIONAL)

L.

- Surveyor/Design Engineer submits'Preliminary Plat to Lexington County for approval along

with the appropriate review fee.

.County Development Coordinator forwards Preliminary Plat submittal Package to the

County Engineering Review Coordinator who in tum forwards the submittal package to the
Reviewer and all other required County Departments for review. The County shall also send
a review fee to Reviewer.

: Reviewer reviews Preliminary Plat submittal and makes comments with regard to required

easements, rights-of-way, and other enginecering related items that are part of the

- Preliminary Plat submittal. Reviewer then meets with Surveyor/Engineer to discuss

comments and Surveyor/Engineer resubmits Preliminary Plat based on comments.
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Reviewer forwards a letter stating the plat contains the necessary engmeenng criteria for the
Preliminary Plat to Lexington County.

BONDED PLAT APPROVAL (OPTIONAL)

1.

Surveyor/Design Engineer submits Bonded Plat and Construction Cost Estimate to the
County Development Coordinator for approval along with the appropriate review fee.

‘County Development Coordinator forwards Bonded Plat submittal Package to the County

Engineering Review Coordinator who in turn forwards the submittal package to. the

Reviewer and all other required County Departments for review. The County shall also send

a review fee to Reviewer.

Reviewer reviews Bonded Plat submittal and makes comments with regard to required
easements, rights-of-way, and otheér engineering related items that are part of the Bonded
Plat submittal. Reviewer then meets with Surveyor to discuss comments and
Surveyor/Design Engmeer resubmits Bonded Plat and constructlon estimate based on
comments.

Reviewer forwards a recommendation of acceptance of the Construction Cost Estimate and
a letter stating the plat contains the necessary engineering criteria for the Bonded Plat to
Lexington County and final approval by planning comrmssmn

FINAL PLAT REVIEW

1

2.

Surveyor submits Final Plat to County Development Coordinator.

County Development Coordinator forwards Final Plat submittal package to the County
Engineering Review Coordinator who in turn forwards the submittal package to the
Reviewer and all other required County Departments for review. The County shall also
send a review fee to Reviewer.

Reviewer reviews Final Plat submittal and makes comments with regard to required
easements, rights-of-way, and other engineering related items that are part of the Final Plat -
submittal. Reviewer forwards all comments to the County Development Coordinator to be
consolidated with comments from other review departments within the County. County
Development Coordinator forwards the consolidated comments from all departments to the
Surveyor for revision as necessary.

Surveyor resubmits as necessary the Final Plat package to the County Development
Coordinator. The Reviewer will review the resubmitted package to verify that all comments
have been properly addressed. If additional submittals are required, an additional fee shall
be paid to the Reviewer for each additional submittal.

Reviewer shall send a letter to the County Engineering Review Coordinator stating that the-

plat contains the necessary engineering criteria for the Final Plat.

Based upon information received from all Final Plat review departments, County:
Engineering Review Coordinator shall approve the Final Plat for recording in the Office of
the Register of Deeds.
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~J. - ENGINEERING ADVICE TO MUNICIPALITIES

.1.

All requests for Engineering advice, commercial or remden’aal plan review by the
Municipalities located in Lexington County will be made to the County Engineering Review
Coordinator. County Engineering Review Coordinator will forward projects to Reviewer

- and the same steps will be followed as outlined above.

K. AFTER HOURS AND HOLIDAY EMERGENCY ON-CALL SERVICES

1.

-I Each Reviewer shéll provide a list of home, cell, and/or-beeper.numbers of competent

engineering staff members that could answer questions or make site visits in case of the
need of engineering services outside of normal business hours. While the phone list would
be comprehensive enough that the County personnel should be able to locate a member of

_ the Reviewer’s staff, the Reviewer does not guarantee that someone will be available 24

hours per day and 365 days per year. Normal business hours would be defined as Monday
through Friday from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. excluding holidays. Holidays would be defined as all
State of South Carolina holidays. The Reviewer shall be paid an agreed upon fee per
incident for emergency calls after hours or on holidays.

L.  GENERAL CONDITIONS

1.

Review and Construction Observation Fees shall be reviewed and evaluated for adjustment
6 months after the issuance of a contract by Lexington County for this scope of services and
annually after that for the duration of the contract.

-Lexington County acknowledges that no work to be performed within this scope of services

shall constitute an acceptance of design or construction liability by the Reviewer or the FPR.
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- GENERAL SCOPE OF RECOMMENDED ADDITIONAL SERVICES (Not Project Specific)

We offer the following additional services for your consideration as part of the restructuring of the
Lexington County Development Review Process. Based upon our experiences with development and plan
approval, we recommend that the following list of items be investigated for potential implementation by

Lexington County as part of its Development Review Process. We understand that you may choose not to

follow some or ariy of these recommendations; however we do think that they are worth consideration. We
realize that some of these recommendations are policy decisions and would require County Council action
Jbefore final implementation and we remain available to assist you in anyway necessary in the presentation of
those items to Council. - We also realize that some of these items may already be partially implemented but
could perhaps be streamlined by making some changes to the present procedures. We are prepared to
discuss any of these items with you further at your convenience. '

PRE-IDENTIFY STORMWATER REQUIREMENTS FOR DEVELOPERS

1.~ The Review Engineers shall meet with County Staff to establish arcas of known concern
regarding drainage and/or erosion control problems.

2. “The Review Engineers shall prepare from the above information, a map ontlining
predetermined design requirements based on the levels of concern for drainage (high,
- medium and low) within the County. This map could be updated as deemed necessary by

the County based upon complaints about drainage problems or erosion problems.

COORDINATE CURRENT AND FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

1. The Review Engineers shall coordinate with County officials to develop a map of all
properties under development or being considered for development in an effort to coordinate
between developments when multiple developments are taking place in close proximity or
have an effect on each other. Coordination of maintenance right of ways, future traffic
counts, combined drainage, road intersection alignment and other information could be

~ beneficially streamlined using this map. -This information could be kept updated daily,
triggered based on either initial contact with a developer or based upon land purchases that
may foretell of future development of a particular parcel of property.

_ | MODIFY EXISTING DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS

1. ‘The Review Engineers shall prepare recommendations for changes to the existing
' Development Regulations to more definitively characterize all the necessary design criteria
that the County expects that will be applied to given project. These regulations along with
the drainage map developed in Item 2, can be used by developers to establish their required
* design and construction costs more accurately and with less confrontation between the
- County and the Developer because they are better informed of the requirements for
development of a parcel of land prior to beginning the development. This will also limit the
possibility of misinterpretation or arbitrary application of development regulations between -
different Review Engineers. A well developed, specific set of development regulations will
- also help in keeping the design and construction liability for project development away from -
. the County. The recommendation will include suggestions for improving fire service and
conformance with the latest building regulations. '

2. -Upon completion of the above, the Review Engincers can maintain/update the information.
as deemed necessary by the County based on recommendations from the Review Engineers
and/or the Developers and their Design Engineers. : :
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3. The Review Engineers shall prepare new checklists and construction observation reports to
correlate with the revised Development Regulations and streamline the design review and
construction observation of the project.

4. . The Review Engineers would coordinate with the County to make the review process more
transparent and understandable to Developers and Design Engineers. Step-by-step Review
status would be available to Developers and Design Engineers on the County Website.

MAINTENANCE AND CONSTRUCTION OBSERVATION OF EXISTING FACILITIES

1. The Review Engineers shall develop map of all ex1st1ng detention systenis in the County.
The Review Engineers will also develop guidelines for annual construction observations of
detention systems (Commercial and Residential} for proper maintenance and upkeep.

CHANGES IN PROCEDURE (Plan Review and Construction Observation -— Commercial
Development)

- 1. . Developer/Design Engineer meets with the County Engineering Review Coordinator and the

- Lexington County Zoning and Landscaping departments for site plan requirements. The

Developer/Design Engineer must obtain Zoning and Landscaping Permit approval prior to
submitting for a land disturbance permit.

2. A mandatory meeting between the Reviewer, the Design Engineer, and Owner to discuss : ‘ E
and establish specific site requirements such as existing conditions, curve #’s, pre/post Lo
requirements prior to the engineering design of the project.

3. Upon receipt of the Final report from the Field Project Representative (FRP), the Reviewer
forwards the as-built drawings along with a recommendation of approval to the County.
Lexington County then issues a “Conditional Certificate of Acceptance” and returns an
approved set of as-built drawings to the Design Engineer. The Confractor must obtain a

. Warranty Bond, good for one (1) year, to cover the warrantee period.

4. FPR will coordinate with the County, OwnerfDeveloper, Design Engineer and Contractor
for a warranty repair observation within one year after receipt of the “Conditional Certificate
of Acceptance”. The FPR will prepare a deficiency report and forward to all parties that
outlines any repairs that must be completed under the warranty prov:tsmns of the
development regulations. _ _ . _ 1

5. The FPR will make one final observation after the warranty observation and if there are no

' further deficiencies, will send a letter of recommendation for issuance of a “Final Certificate
of Acceptance” to the County. Upon receipt of the recommendation and with no other
compelling reason to withhold, the County shall issue the “Final Certificate of Acceptance
‘to the Owner/ Developer. . :

CHANGES IN PROCEDURE (Plan Review .apd Construction Ohservatmn - ReSIdentlal
Development)

L Design Engineer submits sketch plan to County Development Coordinator for zoning
approval. Design Engineer will also submit associated fees for zoning and preliminary
meetings with Reviewer. The Developer/Design Engineer must obtain Zoning and
Landscaping Permit approval prior to submitting for a land disturbance permit.
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A mandatory meeting between the Reviewer, the Design Engineer, and Owner to discuss
and establish specific site requirements such as existing conditions, curve #’s, pre/post
requirements prior to the engineering design of the project.

S Upon rece1pt of the Fmal report from the Field Project Representative (FRP), the Reviewer
forwards the as-built drawings along with a recommendation of approval to the County.
Lexington County then issues a “Conditional Certificate of Acceptance” and returns an

- approved set of as-built drawings to the Desipn Engineer. The Contractor must obtain a

" Warranty Bond, good for one (D year, to cover the warrantee period.

FPR will coordinate with the County, Owner/DeveIOper, Design Engineer and Contractor
‘for a warranty repair observation within one year after receipt of the “Conditional Certificate
of Acceptance”.  The FPR will prepare a deficiency report and forward to all parties that
outlines any repairs that must be completed under the warranty provmlons of the
development regulations.” :

- The FPR will make one final observation. after the warranty observation and if there are no
further deficiencies, will send a letter of recommendation for issuance of a “Final Certificate
of Acceptance™ to the County. Upon receipt of the recommendation and with no other

~ compelling reason to withhold, the County shall issue the “Final Certlﬂcate of Acceptance”
to the Owner/ Developer. -

Page 11 of 11




June 15,2005

Lexingforr:County: Review and Observation Fees
Commercial and Residential Plan‘Review-and Construction Observation
' Per Attached . Scope

\ - Commercial:Site:Developtient:Review: -

__FlatFee of $2;00:

- Commereidl Site Development Construction Obsetvation:




'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
ENGINEERING

MEMORANDUM

- DATE: July 5, 2005

TO: Art Brooks, County Administrator

FROM: John Fechtel, Public Works Director
Asst. County Administrator

RE: Proposed Cost Savings — Privatization of

Engineering Services

As part of County Council's request to privatize plan review and/or inspections, Counci
inquired as to the savings the County would realize if privatization were enacted. .
Attached are two new program sheets outlining (1) Residential and Commergial Plan
Review and (2) Residential and Commercial Inspections. The program sheets do not
reflect any pay increases for FY 05-06 and their are two current vacancies in Plan -
Review that should balance the total. '

- We estimate approximately $24,000.00 in Stormwater fees generated in 2004-05. When -
this privatization takes place, we will need to evaluate whether one of the positions may
need to remain or be submitted in the FY 06-07 budget process to coordinate with the
engineers and some other functions in Stormwater Management. :

This will eliminate one Engineering Associate Il and two Engineering Associate ||
positions in plan review and one Engineering Associate Il and two Engineering
Associate | inspection positions in FY 06-07. These positions will remain in the budget
for the remainder of FY 05-06 to cover the approximately 225 active projects not picked
up by the privatization. ' . o '

This will mean approximately $351,000.00 will be saved in FY 086-07.

440 BALLPARK ROAD = LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29072 +{803)~785-8201




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON

*** Total Budget Appropriation

SECTION 1
' . New Program Request
) Fiscal Year - 2005-2006
Fund # 1000 Fund Title: General
Organization # 121400 Organization Title: Stormwater Mgt
Program # Program Title:  Inspections - Residential & Commercial
: : Total
Object Expendifure 2005 - 2006
Code Classification Requested
Personnel
510100 Salaries# 3 113,442
© 510300 Part Time#
511112 FICA Cost 8,678
511113 State Retirement 8,735
511114 Police Retirement .
511120 Insurance Fund Contribution # 3 ' S : : ' 17,280
511130 Workers Compensation : 3,028
511131 S.C. Unemployment
* Total Personnel 151,163
Operating Expenses
520100 Contracted maintenance
520200 Contracted Services
320300 Professional Services
520400 Advertising
521000 Office Supplies 200
521100 Duplicating 200
521200 Operating Supplies 500-
522100 Equipment Repairs & Maintenance :
522200 Small Equipment Repairs & Maint. 50
522300 Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance
523000 Land Rental
524000 Building Insurance
524100 Vehicle Insurance #
524101 Comprehensive Insurance #_
524201 General Tort Liability Insurance 351
524202 Surety Bonds 24
525000 Telephone 480
525020 Pagers & Cellphones 1,404
525100 Postage S
© 525210 Conference & Meeting Expenses 300
525220 Employee Training _
525230 Subscriptions, Dues, & Books . 600
525250 Motorpool Reimbursement 21,000
525 Utilities -
525400 Gas, Fuel, & Oil
525600 Uniforms & Clothing 500
526500 Licenses & Permits
* Total Operating - 25,609
*#% Total Personnel & Operating 176,772
** Total Capital (From Section H)
176,772




SECTION I

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON

New Program Request
Fiscal Year - 2005-2006
Fund # 1000 Fund Title: General
Organization # 121400 Organization Title: Stormwater Mgt
Program # Program Title:  Plan Review - Residential & Commercial
Total
Object Expenditure 2005 - 2006
Code Classification Requested
Personnel
510100 Safaries# 3 128,769
510300 Part Time # '
511112 FICA Cost 9,851
511113 State Retirement 9,915
511114 Police Retirement
511129 Insurance Fund Contribution # 3 17,280
511130 Workers Compen_sation 3,325
511131 S.C. Unemployment
* Total Personnel 169,140
Operating Expenses
520100 Contracted maintenance
520200 Contracted Services
" 520300 Professional Services
520400 Advertising
521000 Office Supplies 400
521100 Duplicating 1,000
521200 Operating Supplies 500
522100 Equipment Repairs & Maintenance
522200 Small Equipment Repairs & Maint. 50
522300 Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance
- 523000 Land Rental i
- 524000 Building Insurance
524100 Vehicle Insurance #
.524101 Comprehensive Insurance #
524201 General Tort Liability Insurance 351
524202 Surety Bonds 24
525000 Telephone - 720
. 525100 Postage . 600
525210 Conference & Meeting Expenses 600
525220 Employee Training
525230 Subscriptions, Dues, & Books 200
525250 Motor Pool Reimbursement 800
525 Utilities -
525400 Gas, Fuel, & Oil
525600 Uniforms & Clothing 500
526500 Licenses & Permits
* Total Operating 5,745
** Total Personnel & Operating 174,830 .
** Total Capital (From Section IT)
*** Total Budget Appropriation

174,830




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
ENGINEERING

MEMORANDUM

- DATE: ~ August 15, 2005
TO: Art Brooks, County Administrator
FROM; John Fechtel, Public Works Director %

Asst. County Administrator

RE: Recommendations for Plan Review and Inspections

' At this pomt County Councﬂ has not finalized the decision to privatize the commerC|aI
and subdivision plan review and/or inspection. The Stormwater Management division .
has been and is currently without one (1) subdivision plan and one (1) commercial plan
reviewer (two (2) out of a total of three (3) positions). Personnel from both stormwater
and engineering departments are being utilized in an effort to keep pace with the
submitted plans, which is taking valuable time and causmg other job reSponS|b:l|t:es to

- . fall behind.

We have advertised these positions and received applications, but are reluctant to
- interview until a decision from Council is reached. If the privatization is not

~ implemented, attached are recommendations for Council to consider. It is my
suggestion that we consider funding the plan review and inspections and initiate a fee
schedule that, at least pays for the costs of this facet of Stormwater Management.
The information given to Council at the last meeting indicated we receive apprOX|mately
~$25,000.00 annually in revenues, yet actual costs are about $351,000.00 to fund the
three {3) reviewers and three (3) inspector posmons EXhlblt B detalls proposed charges
from engineering firms.

In order to provide a reasonable review turn-around and also provide adequate
inspection, we feel an additional reviewer and inspector are necessary and also upgrade
our part-time clerical position to full-time. By applying an adequate fee schedule.
(Exhibits A, A-1, A-2 and A-3), we would be able to accompltsh this goal and reduce the

" General Fund costs by $326,000.00.

‘Please present these recommendatlons to County Council as a request to the .
- Committee of the Whole at the August 23™ meetlng :

 Attachments
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Suggested Recommendations for County Council
To Consider for Accelerated Review and Approval Process

Investigate hiring a consultant to review, revise and update the Development Guidelines

and Stormwater Ordinance allowing for future revisions to each document.

Hire additional staff, one (1) reviewer; Engineering Associate II and one (1) Inspector;
Engineering Associate L, to effectively review and inspect the increased submittals and
work. load to the County.

. Upgrade the part-time (25 hours) secretary to.full-time and make better use of their time

in letter writing, preparing permits, stamping plans, and other possible duties.

Before any submittals are accepted, Lexingfon County Stormwater, the developer and
engineer are required to hold an on-site meeting (pre-design meeting) for the preposed

development to discuss all pertinent requirements.

Offer the option for a two (2) permit or one (1) permit approval process. The two (2)

permit process would be for a Sediment and Erosion Control Plan for the

" clearing/grubbing of the “road right-of-ways only” (permit 1), allowing the developers to

10.

11.
12.

13.
- revised fee schedule).

“begin working on the road right-of-ways while the second permit for the Land

Disturbance Permit is under review (permit 2). The one (1) perrmt process would be the
standard Land Disturbance Permit.

Require that appropriate permits from other regulatory agencies be in hand before we
issue a Land Disturbance Permit. (FEMA, Army Corps of Engineers, SCDOT, etc...).

Extend the warranty perlod to a two-year period for all new County maintained
subdivisions. : :

Offer two (2) reviews per submlttal any add1t10na1 revisions and/or submlttals w111 have
additional fees. -

Charge an additional fee for repeated field 1nspect1ons over a predetermined number
(Example: After two (2) inspections of the same construction act1v1ty)

All submittals for revisions to an approved subdivision_will be charged an additional fee.

All submittals will require a fee including the mum01pa11t1es for the Engineering Advme
services prov1ded by Lexington County. :

Propose an optional fast track rev1ew by the outside engmeenng consultant, if the
consultants agree to do so. : -

Increase the current review fee for both commercial and subdivisions. (See attached




Previously Made Changés Resulting in Accelerated
Review and Approval Process

. Revised checklist will be distributed to all Engmeenng firms as a requlrement for
subcthsmn submlttal to Lexington County.

. All subdivision submittals receive a cursory check for completeness -before being
submitted for the review process. :

. When a submlttal 1s determmed complete, the project is assigned to a reviewer to begln
the review process.

. After the reviewer has completed reviewing the project, a revision letter is generated, if
needed. The letter is faxed both to the engineer and developer. Upon receipt of the fax, -
the engineer and developer are requested to call our ofﬁce to a:rrange a meeting at the
Public Works ofﬁce to dlscuss the necessary rev1310ns

. Lexington Cou;nty has Webltrax tracking system available to éngineers and developers to
review the progress of their prOJects This information is updated daily by Lexington
County staff. ' '

Proposed Changes to Accelerate
the Review and Approval Process

. Investigate reorganizing the Stormwater Department. If additional staff is approved, :
along with reassigning responsibilities currently assigned to the Stormwater Manager, his
time could be used more efficiently managing the department.

. If the secretanal position is upgraded to full-time, the additional hours would be utilized
in letter writing, prepanng pemmits, stamping plans, and other possible duties.

. Discuss with the Lexington County Sheriff’s Department to aid our inspectors with
. enforcement and fines from violations in Lexmgton County Sediment and Erosion
' Control Ordinance.




Exhibit B

Proposed Fees

Engineering Consultants

Subdivision Review

Flat Fee | # of Projects Cost
$2,500.00 41 $102,500.00
Flat Fee # of Lots. -
$100.00 2548 $254,800.00
$357,300.00
Construction Inspection
Flat Fee [ # of Projects
$3,000.00 41 $123,000.00
Flat Fee # of'Lots
$125.00 2548 . $318,500.00
$441,500.00 . :
$798,800.00
Commercial Review
Fiat Fee | # of Projects
$2,000.00 74 $148,000.00
Flat Fee Acres
$500.00 184 $92,000.00
' $240,000.00
Construction Inspection
Flat Fee | # of Projects
$4,000.00 74 $296,000.00
Flat Fee Acres .
$1,000.00 184 $184,000.00
$480,000.00 -
' $720,000.00
$1,518,800.00| 6 Months
$3,037,600.00| 1 Year




Exhibit A

Leﬁingt_on County Proposed Fees Format

Construction Plan Review and Inspection Fees

Subdivision Plan Review Flat Fee = $---- Plus $—- per Lot

ftems Covered

Fees

Predevelopment Review Meeting

Covered by Submittal Fees

First Review & First Resubmittal

Covered by Submittal Fees

As-Builts: First Review & First Resubmittal

Covered by Submittal Fees

Sediment and Erosion Permit

$500.00

Additional Plan Revisions

$500.00

-[Subdivision Construction Inspections Fees_ = §--- plus $---- per Lot

Pre-Construction Meeting

Covered by Submittal Fees

Clearing & Grubbing

Covered by Submittal Fees|

Rough Grading

Covered by Submittal Fees

Drainage

Covered by Submittal Fees

Base

Covered by Submittal Fees

Binder and/or Surfacing Asphalt

Covered by Submittal Fees

Final Inspection

Covered by Submittal Fees

Final Inspection Signoff

Covered by Submittal Fees

All reinspections

$200.00

Commercial Pro

ject Review Fees = $--— plus $—-- per Acre

Predevelopment Review Meeting

Covered by Submittal Fees

First Review & First Resubmittal

Covered by Submittal Fees

As-Builts: First Review & First Resubmittal

Covered by Submittal Fees

Additional Plan Revisions

$250.00

Commercial Pro

ect Inspection Fees ='$---- plus - per Acre

Pre-Construction Meeting

Covered by Submittal Fees

Final Inspection

Covered by Submittal Fees

Final Inspection Signoff

Covered by Submittal Fees

All reinspections

$200.00




Exhibit A-1

Lexington County-

Proposed Fees
Subdivision Review
Flat Fee | # of Projects Cost
$500.00 41 $20,500.00
Flat Fee # of Lots
$10.00 2548 $25,480.00
$45,980.00
Construction Inspection
Flat Fee | # of Projects Cost
$1,000.00 41 $41,000.00
Flat Fee # of Lots
$10.00 2548 $25,480.00
_ . $66,480.00
|Sub-Total $112,460.00
Commercial Review
Flat Fee | # of Projects
$500.00 74 $37,000.00
Flat Fee Acres
$100.00 184 $18,400.00
$55,400.00
Construction [nspection
Flat Fee | # of Projects
$1,000.00 74 $74,000.00
Flat Fee Acres
$100.00 184 $18,400.00
$92,400.00 .
Sub-Total $147,800.00|
$260,260.00| 6 Months
$520,520.00 1 Year




Exhibit A-2

Lexington County

Proposed Fees

‘|Subdivision Review

Flat Fee |# of Projects Cost
$1,000.00 41 $41,000.00
Fiat Fee #.of Lots :
$10.00 2548 $25,480.00
$66,480.00
Construction Inspection
Flat Fee |# of Projects
$1,500.00 41 $61,500.00
Flat Fee # of Lots
$10.00 2548 $25,480.00
$86,980.00
' ' $153,460,00
Commercial Review
Flat Fee |# of Projects
$500.00 74 $37,000.00
Flat Fee Acres
$100.00 184 $18,400.00
: $55,400.00
Construction Inspection
Flat Fee |# of Projects
$1,000.00 74 $74,000.00
Flat Fee Acres
$100.00 184 $18,400.00
$92,400.00 )
$147,800.00

$301,260.00

6 Months

$602,520.00

1 Year




Exhibit A-3

Lexington County

Proposed Fees

Subdivision Review

Flat Fee |# of Projecis Cost
$1,500.00 41 $61,500.00
Flat Fee # of Lots s
$20.00 2548 $50,960.00
$112,460.00
Construction Inspection
Flat Fee |# of Projects
$2,000.00 41 $82,000.00
Flat Fee # of Lots
$20.00 2548 $50,960.00
$132,960.00
$245,420.00
Commercial Review
| FlatFee |#of Projects
$500.00 T4 $37,000.00
Flat Fee "Acres .
$100.00 184 $18,400.00
$55,400.00
Construction Inspection
Flat Fee # of Projects
$1,000.00 4 $74,000.00
Flat Fee Acres
$100.00 184 $18,400.00
$92,400.00 .
$147.800.00
$393,220.00| 6 Months

~ $786,440.00

1 Year




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

RESOLUTION

' THE COUNCIL FOR THE COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA,
MEETING IN GENERAL SESSION THE 23RD DAY OF AUGUST, TWO
THOUSAND AND FIVE ADOPTED THE FOLLOWING:

WHEREAS, Chief Michael F. Sonefeld of the Irmo Fire District was honored as the

‘recipient of the state’s premier fire service award, the James B. Murphy South Carolina Firefighter . -

" of the Year Award; and
WHEREAS, Chief Sonefeld received the award at the 100% Anmversary of the South

Carolina State Firemen’s Association Annual Conference held in Myrtle Beach on July 16, 2005;
and

WHEREAS, the James B. Murphy award is presented to the individual who best exemplifies
the characteristics of a firefighter and who has an outstanding record of fire service achievements,
and who possesses dedication, loyalty, productivity and professionalism; and -

WHEREAS, Chief Sonefeld began his career as a firefighter with the West Columbia Fire
Departmént 1983 and in 1985 joined Lexington County Fire Service as a Captain/EMT and;

WHEREAS, in 1990 Chief Sonefeld Jomed the Inno Fire District as a Captam and was
promoted to Chief in 1996; and .

_ ‘WHEREAS, Chief Sonefeld is active both professionally and as a leader in his community
currently serving as a member of the South Carolina State-Firefighter’s Association Supervisory
Committee, CAP Citizens advisory panel for Honeywell; and the State s fire service representatwe
for the Statewide Palmetto 800mhz radio system. .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that it is only fitting that we, the members of
Lexington County Council, offer our congratulations to CHIEF MIKE SONEFELD for receiving
the James B. Murphy South Carolina Firefighter of the Year Award.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we express our appreciation and gratitude to Chief
Sonefeld for his service to the citizens of Lexington County and his dedication to the Irmo Fire

District.

" M. Todd Cullum, Chairman Joseph W. “Joe” Owens, V Chairman
William C. “Brilly” Derrick ( ~ George H. “Smekey’ "Davis
Debra B. Summers Bobby C. Keisler

Johrmy W. Jeffcoat John W. Carrigg, Jr.




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

RESOLUTION

THE COUNCILFOR THE COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA,
MEETING IN GENERAL SESSION THE 23RD DAY OF AUGUST, TWO
THOUSAND AND FIVE ADOPTED THE FOLLOWING:

WHEREAS, the use of illegal drugs and the abuse of alcohol and nicotine constltute the
greatest threats to the well-being of America’s children; and

WHEREAS, surveys conducted by the National Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse
(CASA)at Columbia Umiversity have consistently found the more children and teenagers eat dinner
- with their families the less likely they are to smoke, drink and use illegal drugs; and

WHEREAS, teenagers who virtually never eat dinner with their families are 72 percent more
likely than the average teenager to use illegal drugs, alcohol and cigarettes; and

WHEREAS, teenagers who almost always eat dinner with their families are 31 percent less
likely than the average teenager to use illegal drugs, alcohol and cigarettes; and :

WHEREAS, the correlation between family dinners and reduced risk for teen substance
abuse are well documented; and '

WHEREAS, parental mﬂuénce is kriown to be one of the most crucial factors in determining
the likelihood of substance abuse by teenagers; and X
_ WHEREAS family dinners have long constituted a substantial pillar of family life in

Amenca

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that we, the members of Lexington County
' . Council, proclaim September 26, 2005 as FAMILY DAY - A DAY TO EAT DINNER WITH
YOUR CHILDREN and urge all citizens to recogrize and participate in its observance.

M. Todd Cullurh, Chairman _ Joseph W. “Joe™ Owens, V Chairman
William C. “Billy” Derrick _ George H. “Smokey” Davis
Debra B. Summers ~ Bobby C. Keisler

~ Johnny W. Jeffcoat - ' John W, Carrigg, Jr.




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

RESOLUTION

'THE COUNCIL FOR THE COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA; -
MEETING IN GENERAL SESSION THE 23RD DAY OF AUGUST, TWO
THOUSAND AND FIVE ADOPTED THE FOLLOWING: '

WHEREAS, Frank R. Stover, Jr. was named the Outstanding Agncultural Education
Teacherin South Carolina for 2005 by the SC Agncultural Educators Association on Apnl 4,2005;
and S '

WHEREAS, Mr. Stover is ahlghly regarded faculty member of Pelion High School having
taught since 1981 who currently serves as advisor to the FFA and Young Farmer-Agribusiness.

chapters; and
WHEREAS, under his leadership as the FFA advisor, Mr. Stover has coached twelve Mid-

State Region Champion FFA Soil Judging teams, four State-Runner-up-teams; -and-three State -

Champion teams where he produced the first place Soil Judging team in the southern state. In
addition, the Pelion FFA Chapter has received the coveted Gold Emblem Award twice and has had
five state FFA officers; and

WHEREAS, Frank Stover was named the 2004 Outstandmg Young Farmer- Agnbusmess
Chapter Advisor; and
_ WHEREAS, Mr. Stover, in concert with school admunstrators and the local advisory board,
. led in restructuring the Agricultural Education curriculum which resulted in a three hundred (300)
percent increase in enrollment in 2004-2005 over previous years.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that we, the members of Lexington County
Council, offer our congratulations and appreciation to FRANK R. STOVER, JR. for his
achlevements and for the reco gmtlon he has brought to his School, his County and his State.

M. Todd Cullum, Chairman ' T oseph W. “Joe” Owens, V Chairman
- William C. “Billy” Derrick . George H. “Smokey” Davis
- Debra B. Summers | Bobby C. Keisler

Johnny W. Jeffcoat o John W. Carrigg, Ir.




_ APPOI'NTMENTS-BOARDS&CQMIV[IS_SION_S

August 23, 2005

- DISTRICT 1 - VACANT
Library Board - D. Joanne Clark - Term expires 9/26/05 - Eligible for reappointment _

DEBBIE SUMMERS
‘Assessment Appeals Board - Linda S. Ham - Term expires 9/21/05 - Ellgxble for reappointment

BOBBY KEISLER
Children’s Shelter - Mary L Mlller Term expired 6/30/05 Not el1g1ble for reappomtment

JOHNNY JEFFCOAT ‘
Children’s Shelter - Christine B. Westbrook - Term explred 6/30/05 Ehglble for reappomtment

Library Board - Donna J. Bower - Term expires 9/26/05 - Eligible for reappointment

- JOHN CARRIGG
Children’s Shelter - Vacant - Term expired 6/30/01
- Library Board - Vacant (Resigned) - Term expires 9/26/07

JOE OWENS
Accommodations Tax Board - Vacant - Term expires 12/31/06
Assessment Appeals Board - Paige Hicks - Term expires 9/21/05 - Eligible for reappointment
* Library Board - William L. Coleman, Jr. - Term expires 9/26/05 - Eligible for reappointment

- TODD CULLUM
- Assessment Appeals Board - Bill Power - Term expired 9/21/04 - Bligible for reappomtment

Children’s Shelter - Vacant - Term exp1red 6/30/03




- BUILDING CODE BOARD OF APPEALS .
Building - E. D. Sturkic - Term expired 8/ 13/04 Not el1g1ble for reappomtment
Plumbing - Perry Kimball - Term expired 8/13/03 - Not eligible fo reappointment
 Engineering - Todd F. Swygert - Term expired 8/13/05 - Eligible for reappointment
- Architect - John Derrick - Term expired 8/13/05 - Not eligible for reappointment
Contractor - Robert F. Murray - Term expired 8/13/05 - Eligible for reappointment

REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY
At-Large Appointment (no term limit)
Andrew R. Gambrell (Resigned)
Lowell C. Spires, Jr.

MIDLANDS WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT BOARD
Labor - John Allen gr Jessic Weaver -
Education - (Perkins Vocational Educatwn) Gene Rountree -
(Adult Education) - Vicky Horne or Myles Newman
Department of Social Services - Richelynn Douglas or William Walker -
_ Commumty—Based Organization - Kathy Olsen or Jarrell Smith
Private Sector - Chevis (Chet) Ballentine, Tommy Mathias, Kama Staton George Whittier,
Debbie Cannon, Frank Price .




MIDLANDS WORKFORCE

VELOPM_ENT BOARD
Working Together for Tomorrow’s Workfo_rce

Dot,

- Attached are the applications for consideration to the Midlands Workforce Development
Board.” Where possible, we have solicited more than one nomination to give Council
members a choice in selecting appointees. We are still working on nominations for the
one seat and will forward that to you as soon as we have lt The seat summary is as

follows:

Labor :
o John Allen or Jesse Weaver

» Education
- o Perkins Vocational Education — Gene Rountree (reappomtment)
o Aduft Education — Vicky Horne or My[es Newman

e Department of Social Services
o Richelynn Douglas or William Walker

.« Community-Based Organization -
o Kathy Olsen or Jarrell Smith

e . Private Sector (4Seats)
o Chet Ballentine (reappoint)
Tommy Mathias (reappomt)
Kama Staton :
George Whittier
Debbie Cannon
Frank Price

cC OO0 Q090

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call me at (803) 744-1670 ext 1G1.
Thank you for all of your aSSlStaI‘ICG with this matter _ ‘

_ Slnc ely,
Bonnie Austin, Director
Midlands Workforce Development Board

© 100 Executive Center Drive, Suite 218 « Columbia, South Carolina 29210 » Phone: (803) 744-1670 » Fax (803) 744- 1671
WWW. m|dlandsworkforce org :




* LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

Name of Board/Commission: | Midlands Workforce Development Board
| Nominee: John Allen
Address: ~ 212 Transom Court Gaston, SC 29053

Employed by: American Federal vat Employees, Local 1915

Address: PO Box 9223 Columbia, SC 29209
__'Home Telephone: (803) 791-7003 Business Telephone: (803) 776-4000 ext 623,
~Mobile Phone: . Beeper Number:

 Fax Number:  (803) 776-8252

- Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: yes

: Backgrbund information (include education, community- service activit_ies, previous servic
‘county boards/commissions): | o
| have a Master’s degree in Management, BS in Recreational Therapy, CTRS, MA. | work as a

Recreational Therapist in Mental Health. | have more than 20 vears with: Federal Government. |

“attend New Hope Worship Center in Gaston where [ am a member and on the Deacon Board. |

coach soccer. softball, and baseball with my sons and on a AFGE sponsored team. | have serve:
Chaplain, Assistant Safety Officer, State Legisiative Chairman and also with 5™ District including !

' states. | serve on several hospital-wide (Dorn VA) committees including Chairman for hospital

- wellness, FOC, safety, psychiatric services, and PMDB committee. | also teach PMDB to employ

and conduct groups for patients.

Submitted by:
: Date:




LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

- Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce Development Board
Nominee: Jesse Weaver
Address: 137 High Knoll Court, Gilbert, SC 29054

Employed by: __ BellSouth -

 Address: 310 Clark Street, Chapin, SC 29036

Home Telephone: 803-237-8550 Business Telephone: 803-319-4061
Mobile Phone: Beeper Numbé.r:
Fax Number:

~ Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities:

Yes
Background information (include education, community- service activities,

previous service on county boards/commissions):
US'N‘avv, BellSouth employee for over 30 vears; Communications Workers
of America Local 3706 Legislative Chair 1996-, S.C. AFL-CIO Vice President

2001-

‘Submitted by:
Date: |




LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
'BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

" Name of Board/Commission: Midlénds' Workforce Development Board
Nominee: A. Eugene Rountree
~ Address: ___._ 460 Barr Road Lexington SC 29072

Employed by: __ Food Service, Inc. — Owner

- Address: 273 Rlverchase Way Lexington SC 29072 -

| Home Telephone: (803} 359-5081 ~ Business Telephone: __ _(803) 791-4520
Mobile Phone: (803) 348-0707 : Beeper Number:

~ Fax Number: (803) 739-0215
Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responSibilities: yes

- Background information (mclude educat:on commumty- service act:v:ties prev10us servnc

county boardslcommlssmns)
Commissioner — Midlands Technical College
Greater Columbia Chamber of Commerce Board of D!rectors & Executlve Committee

Committee of 100 Board of Dlrectors
Midlands Education & Business Alliance

Central Carolina Economic Development Alliance

Education Improvement Council, President of the PTA

USC Capital Campaign — Steering COmmittee
Lexington Chamber of Commerce President (1989-1990) & Board of Directors (1986-1990} -

Lexington Baptist Church Board of Deacons & Sunday School Teacher

- Submitted by:
Date:




' LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

~ Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce Development Board.

"No_minee: Vicky Graham Horne

Address: 1 12 Water Viéw Drive

Columbia, S.C. 29212

Employed by: School District Five of Lexington and Richland Counties

Address: 1020 Dutch Fork Rd. P.O. Box 938
Balientine, S.C. 29002

Home Telephone: (803)781-0164  Business Telephone: (803) 732-8100

Mobile Phone: (803) 360-2471 ‘Beeper Number: none

Fax Number: (803) 732-8573

~ Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities:
Ves _ _ . _

- Background information (include education, community- service
activities, previous service on county boards/commissions):
Position: District Director of Adult and Community Education

Education: M.A. and B.A. Dearee in Education from USC

Certification in Secondary Administration

Community Service Activities: Served as club sponsor and service coordinator for

various clubs at the middle school level in which thousands of dollars were raised for

various organizations such as Sister Care, Ronald McDonald House, and Oliver Gospel

Mission. .

Awards: Teacher of the Year for CrossRoads Middle School and School District Five,

Runner-up for Teacher of the Year for S.C., National Board Cettification, elected

_member of the State Teacher Forum

Submitted by:

: Date:




LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

} - Name of BoardlCommiSé_ion: | Midlahds Workforce Development Board
Nominee: B Myles Newman - | -
Address: 309 Peach Cider Court, Gilbert SC'2.9.054

Employed_by: Lexington School District One

~ Address: 2421 Augusta Highway Lexington, SC 29072

| Home Telephone: (803) 892-5856 Business Telephone: (803) 359-403f
 Mobile Phone: (803) 609-4326  Beeper Number:

- Fax Number:  (803) 808-4646

Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: Yes

- Background mformatlon (mclude educatlon communlty- service actlv:tles prev;ous

. service on county boardslcomrmss:ons)
B.A. University of South Carolina
M. A. GeorcLa Southern University |
" ICAP (Immigrant Commumty Access PomtlBoard -

Youth Baseball
Midfa_nds Literacy Initiative Board (Un_itec’i Way)

~ Submitted by:
 Date: '




LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

- Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce Development Board
Nominee: Richelynn Dougias
Address: _ 129 Cobblestone Court Chapin, SC 29036

Employed by: South Carolina Departrhent of Social Services

Address: Post Office Box 1520 Columbia,SC 29202
-Home Telephone: (803) 932-0687 Business Telephone: (603) 898-7417
- Mobile Phone: __ (920) 9430 | Beeper Number:

Fax Number:

Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: yes

' Background information (include education, community- service activities, previous servic

county boards/commissions):
Education: BS Degree in Sociology, Certified Licensed Social Worker and.Certified

- Rehabilitation Counselor
Work Experience: more than 15 years of experience as Director or Administrator of Social

Services Programs including State and County level
| Community-Service activities: Richland County First Steps, United Way volunteer, Midlands
Workforce Development Board & Youth Council, Columbia Business and Professional Women's

Association, Columbia League of Women.Voters, Gamma Nu Chapter of the Alpha Kappa Alpha

Sorority

. Submitted by:
Date:




- LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARDICOMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

Name of BoardlCommiésion: Midlands Workiorce Development Board

‘Nominee:__William E. Walker

Address: _226 Shuler Road Columbia, SC 20212

Employed by: ___Lexington County Department of Social Services

- Address: 541 Gibson Road Lexington SC 29072
- Home Telephone: (803) 781-5124 Business Telephone: __- (803) 785-2921
Mobile Phone: | (803) 920-1920 Beeper Number__: . {800) 202-9288 -
Fax Number: (803) 785-7438
Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: yes

Background information (fnclude_-education, community- service activities, previous servic
- county boards/commissions): . ' - :
Newberry College - BA

University of South Carolina - MPA

Previous service on county boards/commissions:

Rotary Club of Lexington
Lexington Chamber of Commerce

Lexington Health Partners
Midlands Workforce Development Board

Submitted by:
Date:




LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL

'BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

 Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce Development Board
Nominee: Kathy Olson
Address: 200 East Passage Columbia, SC 29212

Employed by: ___ United Way of the Midlands

a ::Address: 1800 Main Street Columbia, SC 29201 _
'Home Telephone: (803) 732-8901 _ * Business Telephone: _(803) 733-5412
Mobi!e Phone: | Beeper Number: |
Fax Number: (803) 779-.7803

ves

Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities:

Background information (inciude education, community- service activities, previous service on ca

boards/commissions):

Formal Ed - BS, majors in Audiology/Speech Pathology and Psychology; Certification in Family Literacy

Implementation & Training, Qutcome Measurement Training, Six Sigma Yellow Belt Training {Honeywell)

Community Service — E-Mentoring Middle School Project (03): Destination ImagiNation Competmon Appi

- {03, Women In Phllanthropv (03- 05) Aduit Literacy Tutor Boards - SC State Adwsorv & Planning Board

Adult L|teracv and Education; WIA Youth Board; Plannlnq Commlttees for Title | & Il for 1998 WIA: SC Fe

Literacy Consortium: Mldlands Educatlon and Bus:ness Alliance

Submitted by:

Date:




"LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce Development _Board :
Nominee: _Jarrell M. Smith, Ph.D.
Address: 108 Bent Needle Court Lexington SC 29072

.

- Submitted by:
. Date:

" Employed by: __ Nancy K. Perry Children’s Shelter

‘Address: _Post Office Box 344 _Lexington, SC 29071
- Home Telephone: (803) 356-4131 Business Telephone: (803) 359-8595
. Mobile Phone: (803) 466-8847 Beeper Number:
' Fax Number: (803) 359-8518 _ -
Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: yes

‘Background information (include education, community- service activities, previous servic

. county boards/commissions):

Education: Ph.D. University of South Carolma MA Ball State University; BA Georqna Soutt

~ University | _ _
_ Em‘ployment' 12 years DJJ as a stcﬁdloqist Chief Psychologist and Assf Commissioner
B Treatment. Professor of psvcholoqv & socnoloqv Presently emploved as
Executive Director at NKP Children’s Shelter.
Community-Service activities: member of Saxa Gotha Presbyterian Church, active in

scouting serve as Scoutmaster for Troop 307.




LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
~ BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

-_Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce DBevelopment Board
Nominee: Chevis (Chet) F. Ballentine, Jr.
Address: __ 521 Carriage Lake Drive Lexington, SC 29072

- Employed by: Curves Fitness, Owner

: Address: 521 Carriage Lake Drive Lexington, SC 29072

Home Telephone: (803) 356-0155 ‘ Business Telephone:

~ Mobile Phone: (803) 413-4946 Beeper Number:

' Fax Number: (803) 359-6938

. Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: - ves. As a

member since 2000 and current Board Chairman.

Background information (include education, community- service activities, previous servic

- - on county boards/commissions):
Irmo High School; BS Clemson University; MBA University of South Carolina

Carriage Hill Lakes Homeowners Ass_ociation Board member

St. Andrews Lutheran Church Council Member

Boy Scouts of America - Troop Leader
Midlands Werkforce Development Board member for 5 years

- Submitted by:
Date:




- LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

~ Name of Board/Commission: : Midlands Workforce Development Board
- Nominee: Thomas T. Mathias
Address: 4745 Augusta Road Lexington, SC 29072

- Employed by: Pine Crest Marine — Owner

Address: 4745 Augusta Road Lexington, SC 29072
Home Teléphone: (803) 894-4641 _ Business Telephone: {803) 356-3811
Mobile Phone: __ SN Beeper Number: |
. Fax Number: (803) 356-0017
Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities:_- - yes. Member

~ of Midlands Workforce Development Board since 2000.

- Background information (include education, community- service activities, previous servic
on county boards/commissions):

Lexington High School

University of South Carolina — Associate deqr_ee

St. Stephens Lutheran Church _

Affliated with: Lexington Little League, Chamber of Commerce, Better Business Bureau,
South Carolina Waterfowl, Ducks Unlimited, Wild Turkey Federation,
Wildlife Federation,B.A.S.S, Lexington Chorus, Gilbert Band, Lexington

_Booster Club

Submitted by:
- Date:




LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

| _Name of Board/Commission: " Midlands Workforce Developme'ht Board

Nominee: Kama Staton

Address: 1117 Lake Shire Drive We_st Columbia, SC_ 29170

. Employed by: Lexington Medical Center

o Address: 2720 Sunset Boulevard West Columbia, SC 29169
Home Telephone: ' Business Telephone: 803-936-4104
Mobile Phone: _ 803-609-5255 - . Beeper Number: n/a

Fax Number: 803-936-7898

- Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: ves

Background information (include education, community- service activities, previous servic

| county boardslcommissions): '
BA Degree in Sociology/ Concentration: Human Relations/ Services and I_Vlanaqemen-t from Unive

of South Carolina
Member of Midlands Education and Business Alliance, Chair Health Science Alliance

Member of Midlands Education and Business Alliance Board of Directors

. Member of Ali-Health Advisory Team

| Member of Lexington Chamber of Commerce, Education Subcomittee

Member of Midlands Speakers Bureau

Member of American Legion Auxiliary

- Delta Gamma Sorority

- Who's Who Among Supervisors and Associations

Field Study Reviewer for Health Science Curriculum for State 'Dept of Education

Submitted by:
Date:




. LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

-Name of Board/Commission: ___ - Midlands Workforce Development Board

Nominee: George F Whittier

~ Address: _ 106 Misty Qaks Place, Lexington, SC, 29072

Employed by: __ Garlock Helicoflex

"Address: _ 2770 The Boulevard, Columbia, SC 29209

Home Telephone:. 803-808-0115 | Business Telephone: 803-695-3534

' Mobile Phone: __803-315-6210 __ Beeper Number: ___n/a

Fax Number: 803-783-2335

Is nominee aware of board/commission activities and responsibilities: Yes

‘Background information (include education, community- service activities, previous servic

county boardslcommlssmns)
BS Mechamcal Engineering from Umvers;ty of Cmcmnat[

“At-large” board member of neighborhood homeowners assouanon (R|ver Qaks)

~ Submitted by: __ George Whittier
Date: July 11, 2005 |
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LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD/COMMISSION NOMINATION FORM

Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce Development Board
Nominee:__ Deborah L. (Debbie) Cannon .

| ~Address: PO Box 191, Peljon, SC 29123
Employed by: CoMar Products. Inc, |
Address: | 1759 Airgﬁrt Boulevard Cayce, SC 29033
Home Telephone: 803-894-3943 _ Business Teiephone; 803-794-4229

Mobile Phone: 803-609-4985 Beeper Number:

Fax Number: ___ 803-794-4243

Is nominee aware of boardlcommnss:on activities and responsibilities: . yes
Background mformation (include education, community- service activities, prevlous
- service on county boards/commissions): | |
éww@m&%
- church activities, the Pelion Community Club. the SC Peanut Party Festival Committee and
other local events. | have been married to Dan Cannon since 1975. We have 3 daughters
2 sons-in-law and 4 randchlidren My husband, Dan, is a commissioner with Lex. Co.
Aging and Recreation and m father Harvey Wise, Sr.) served on the Lexin ton Coun
~ Council. Although | was not on the boards mentioned, { have been involved with both my
dad and m husband as they served in their respective offices. | have jyst finished servin |
" as the National Presideni of the ICPA (the Intemational Cast Polymer Aihance a trade
association for cultured marble companies) and am beginning a term on the board of the

ACMA - the parent association of the ICPA . In my spare time I serve as the President of
__—’————-—‘%
CoMar Products ine. —a familv owned manufacturin

business in the Pelion area. We are

currently celebrating our 40" vear in business

Submitted by: M s "’JO (ﬂf’-k,,,:ﬁ)

Date: 7121105




" LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
BOARD_ICOMM[SSION NOMINATION FORM

.Name of Board/Commission: Midlands Workforce Development Board
- Nominee: Frank M. Price
Address: 7421 Broad River Road Columbia, SC:29210

-~ Employed by: __ Frank Price Company

Address: 7421 Broad River Road Columbia, SC 29210
- 'Home Telephone: , _ . - Business Telephone: (803) 732-1150
" Mobile Phone: _(803) 260-3362 - Beeper Number: |

© Fax Number: __(803) 732-4501

Is nominee aware of boa_rdlcommission activities and responsibilities: ves

Background informél_t_ion_ (include .education, community- serv_icegactivities,' previous servic
county boardslcommiséions): |
| Member and Volunteer:
Sertoma Club,

Irmo Chamber of Commerce,

Greater 'Colur.n.bia'Cha'mber_of Cor_ﬁrhe_r'éer

Lexington Chamber of Commerce

_ Submitted by:
~Date:




" COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

| | ORDINANCE 05-02B
AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION FOR

FISCAL YEAR 2004-2005
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina and

‘General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, be it ordained and enacted by the Lexington

County Council as follows:
Section 1. Findings. Sincethe adoptlon of the annual budget for the Fiscal Year 2004 2005

County Counc11 has determined that additional fundlng needs to be appropriated to meet certam _

- needs of the County for Fiscal Year 2004-2005. County Council has further determined that

additional appropriations may be made from the General Fund balance into specific accounts s0as -

to meet any additional Fiscal Year 2004 2005 obligations of Lexington County.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it enacted by the County Council of Lexington County as follows:
County Council hereby makes a sup'plemental ‘appropriation in the sum of $2, 000,000.00 (Two

' Million and No/ 100 Dollars) from the County General Fund balance to specific accounts for certain

- building and space needs for the relocation of the Swansea lerary and additions to the Gaston

Gilbert, and Chapin Libraries.
" Enacted this day of _ , 2005

" M. Todd Cullum, Chairman

ATTEST:

* Diana W. Burnett, Clerk

First Reading:
Second Reading:
Public Hearing:
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ORDINANCE NO. 05-06

AUTHORIZING THE LEXINGTON COUNTY RECREATION AND AGING
COMMISSION ON BEHALF OF THE LEXINGTON COUNTY RURAL
RECREATION DISTRICT TO ISSUE GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS IN THE
PRINCIPAL. AMOUNT OF NOT EXCEEDING $17,000,000 AND GENERAL
‘OBLIGATION REFUNDING BONDS IN THE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF NOT
EXCEEDING $17,000,000; AND OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF LEX]NGTON COUNTY, SOUTH
CAROL[NA, AS FOLLOWS

SECI[ON_]_ The County Council (the "County Council”) of Lexington County, South
Carolina (the "County"), hereby finds and determmes

(a) The Lexmgton County Recreation and Aging Commission (the "Commission™)
is the governing body of the Lexington County Rural Recreation District (the "District") and has
submitted a petition dated May 4, 2005 to the County Council requesting authorization to issue not -
exceeding $17,000,000 principal amount general obligation bonds of the District (the "General
Obligation Bonds") and not exceeding $17,000,000 general obligation refunding bonds of the District
(the "General Obligation Refundmg Bonds," fogether with the General Obligation Bonds referred to
herein collectively as the "Bonds"). '

(b) The District was established pursuant to Act No. 1201 of the Acts and Joint
Resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, Regular Session of 1968, as
amended (the "Act") ' : :

. (c) The corporate powers and responsibilities of the District are performed by the
Commission and as such the Commission is the governing body of the District. The Act committed to

the Commission the power to acquire, by gift, purchase or through the exercise of eminent domaln,

- lands, or interest thereon whereon to establish phys1cal education and recreatlon facﬂmes ' '

(d) Article X, Section 14 of the Constitution of the State of South Carolina, 1895,
as amended, provides that special purpose districts shall have the power to issue bonded indebtedness

- only for a purpose which is a public purpose and a corporate purpose in an amount not exceeding eight
percent (8%) of the assessed value of all taxable property therein upon such terms and COlldltIOIlS as the o

General Assembly shall prescnbe by general law. -

(e) The Council constitutes the "county board" of the County and the District
constitutes a "special purpose district,” as such quoted terms are defined in the Code. :

: (D Pursuant to Title 6, Chapter 11, Article 5; Code of Laws of South Carolina,
1976, as amended (the "Code"), the county boards of all counties of the State of South Carolina
wherein special purpose districis exist aré empowered to authorize the governing body of such special -
‘purpose - district to issue bonds of the. special purpose district whose proceeds shall be used in -
furtherance of any power of the special purpose district. T

1
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_ (g Pursuant to the Code the County Council is empowered to authorize the
Commission of the District to issue bonds of the District whose proceeds shall be used in firtherance of
any power of the District.

(h) The assessed value of all taxable property of the District as of June 30, 2004 is
$515,574,570.00. Eight percent of such assessed value is $46,045,965.60. The general obligation debt
outstanding of the District for computation purposes under Article X, Section 14, of the Constitution of
the State of South Carolina, 1895, as amended, is $13,750,000. No portion of this amount is excluded
from the District's present constitutional debt limitation as being incurred prior to the date of the
effective date of Article X of the Constitution (November 30, 1977). In determining the District's
- Constitutional debt limitation $13,750,000 is considered. Thus, the District may incur $32 295,965.60
of general obligation debt within its applicable debt limitation.

® It is now in the best interest of the District for the Commission to provide for
the issnance and sale of the General Obligation Bonds of the District pursuant to the aforesaid
provisions of the Constitution and laws of the State of South Carolina in the ‘principal amount of not
exceeding $17,000,000, the proceeds of which will be used for 1mpr0vements and enlargements to the
- District and costs of issuance of the General Obllgatlon Bonds. :

e (i) ~ Pursuant to such constitutional and statutory authorizations, the Commission on -
behalf of the District, issued $7,350,000 General Obligation and General Obligation Refunding Bonds,
Series 1997 dated February 1, 1997 (the “Series 1997 Bonds™) of Wthh $3,995,000 is currently
outstandmg : .

(k) Pursuant to such constitutional and statutory authorizations, the Commlssmn on
behalf of the District, issued $9,900,000 General Obligation Bonds, Series 1999 dated Qctober 1, 1999
(the “Series 1999 Bonds™) of which $9 755,000 is currently outstandmg

: D Sections 11-21-10 to 11-21-80 of the Code empower any pubhc agency"
(defined herein to include the District) to utilize the provisions of Title 11, Chapter 15, Article 5 (the
"Refunding Act") of the Code to effect the advanced reﬁmdmg of any outstanding general obligation
bonds. :

_ : (rn) The Series 1_997 Bonds maturing on or after Febroary 1, 2006 are subject to
- redemption, at the option of the District on and afer February 1, 2005 at any time as a whole or in part

~in such order of maturity as the District may determine, at a redemption price of 102% together with -
interest accrued thereon to the date fixed for redemption.

(n) The Series 1999 Bonds maturing on or after August 1, 2009 are subject to
redemption, at the option of the District on and after August 1, 2008, at any time as a whole or in part in
such order of maturity as the District may determine, at a redemptlon pnce of 101% together with
interest accrued thereon to the date fixed for redemption. : _
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(0) The District has been advised that from time to time under prevailing market
. conditions a substantial savings in debt service will result if the Series 1997 Bonds and certain
maturities of the 1999 Bonds are refunded. Because the Refunding Act requires that refunding bonds
be sold at public sale there can be no assurance that market conditions at the date of sale will be similar
to the market conditions and prevailing rates at the time of enactment of this Ordinance. If the rates of
- interest submitted at competitive sale for the refunding bonds authorized by this Ordinance do not result
in satisfactory debt service savings, the Commission can and will be empowered to reject bids for the
purchase of the General Obligation Refunding Bonds.

)] Prior to the enactment of this Ordinance, County Council shall hold a public
hearing on the question of the issuance of the Bonds as required by Section 6-11-830, Code of Laws of
South Carolina 1976 as amended.

@ It is now 1n the best interest of the District for the Commission to provide for
the issuance and sale of the General Obligation Refunding Bonds of the District pursuant to the
aforesaid provisions of the Constitution and laws of the State of South Carolina in the principal amount
of not exceeding $17,000,000 to effect the refunding of the Series 1997 Bonds and certain maturities of
. the Series 1999 Bonds at such time as market conditions would effect a substantial savings.

SECTION 2. Pursuant to the aforementioned constitutional and statutory provisions, the
Commission, on behalf of the District, is hereby authorized to issue (i) General Obligation Bonds of the
District in anticipation of improvements and enlargements of the District and (2) General Obligation
Refunding Bonds of the District for the purpose of refunding the Series 1997 Bonds and certain
maturities of the 1999 Bonds. The General Obligation Bonds and the General Obligation Refiunding

Bonds shall be dated, shall mature, shall be in such denomination, shall bear such interest, shall be* *

subject to redemption, shall be executed and shall contain such other provisions as the Commission

E _ shall determine.

SECTION 3. No election shall be held as a condltmn to the issuance of the General Obllgatlon
- Bonds and the General Obligation Refunding Bonds.

SECTION 4. For the payment of the principal and interest on the Bonds as they respectively
mature, and for the creation of such sinking fund as may be necessary to provide for the prompt
payment thereof, the full faith, credit, taxing power and resources of the District shall be irrevocably
pledged, and there shall be levied annually by the Auditor of Lexington County and collected by the
Treasurer of Lexington County, in the same manner as county taxes are levied and collected, a tax
without limit on all taxable property of the District sufficient to pay the principal and interest on the
- Bonds as they respectively mature and to create such sinking fund as may be necessary therefor.

SECTION 5. The Commission is authorized to do all things necessary or convenient in
~accordance with applicable law to effect the issuance of the General Obligation Bonds and the General
Obligation Refunding Bonds at such times as it deems necessary and in the interest of the District.

SECTION 6. - Following the enactment of this Ordinance, a Notice in substantxally the form
attached as Exhibit. A shall be pubhshed ina newspaper of general circulation in the County for three_ :
_successive weeks. : _
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SECTION 7. All orders, resolutions, ordinances and parts thereof, procedural or otherwise, in -
conflict herewith or the proceedings authorizing the issuance of the General Obligation Bond and the
General Obligation Refunding Bonds are, to the extent of such conflict, hereby repealed and this .
Ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and approval.

SECTION & This Ordinance shall become effective upon its enactment. -

Enacted this day of ' _ 2005.
| | COUNTY COUNCIL OF IEXINGTON COUNTY,
SOUTH CAROLINA :
' Chairperson
(SEAL)
ATTEST:
~ Clerk.
Approved:
County Attomey
Date of First Reading:
~Date of Second Reading:
- Date of Public Hearing:
Date of Third Reading:
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FORM OF
NOTICE PURSUANT TO
SECTION 6-11-870, CODE OF LAWS
OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, AS AMENDED,
OF APPROVAL BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL
OF LEXINGTON COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA

| OF THE ISSUANCE OF |

NOT EXCEEDING $17,000,000 GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS
AND NOT EXCEEDING $17,000,000 GENERAL OBLIGATION REFUNDING BONDS

OF THE LEXINGTON COUNTY RURAL RECREATION DISTRICT

On May 4, 2005, the Lexington County Recreation and Aging Commission (the
("Commission") on behalf of the Lexington County Rural Recreation District (the "District") petitioned
the County Council of Lexington County, South Carolina (the "County Council™) requesting that
County Council (a) accept the filing of a Petition; (b) make a finding that it is in the best interest of the
District for County Council to authorize the Commission to issue not exceeding $17,000,000 general
obligation refunding bonds (the "General Obligation Bonds™) and not exceeding $17,000,000 general
obligation refunding bonds (the "General Obligation Refunding Bonds," together with the General
Obligation Bonds hereinafter referred to herein, collectively, as the "Bonds"), (c) order a public hearing
- upon the question of the issuance of the Bonds of the District; and (d) enact an ordinance authorizing

- the Commission on behalf of the District to issue Bonds of the District without the necessity of an
election in the District upon the question of the issuance of such Bonds.

The County Council caused the required notice to be published in a newspaper of general
circulation in Lexington County and on August 23, 2005, held a public hearing in Council Chambers,
Lexington County Administration Building, 212 South Lake Drive, Lexington, South Carolina, on the
~question of the issuance of the Bonds. The hearing was conducted publicly and both proponents and
opponents were given fill opportunity to be heard.

. The Bonds will be issued at such time as the Commission determines. For the payment of the

- principal and interest on the Bonds as they respectively mature and for the creation of such sinking find
as may be necessary to provide for the prompt payment thereof, the full faith, credit, taxing power and
resources of the District shall be irrevocably pledged, and there shall be levied and collected annually
upon all taxable property of the District a tax, without limitation as to rate or amount, sufficient for such
purposes. :

County Council determined that no election shall be ordered in the District upon the question of
the issuance of the Bonds.

- Any person affected by the action of the County Council may, by action de novo instituted in
-the Court of Common Pleas for Lexingion County, within twenty (20) days following the last
publication of this notice, but not afterwards, challenge the action of the County Council.

.. Chairman, County Council of Lexington County, South Carolina .
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COMMITTEE REPORT
RE: Temporary Sign Ad Hoc and Planning Commission Recommendations
DATE: .Tuly 13, 2005
COMMITTEE: Planning and Administration

MAJORITY REPORT: Yes

The Planning and Administration. Committee convened on Tuesday, July 12, 2005 to consider
-recommendations from the Temporary Sign Ad Hoc Committee and the Planmng Commission to
Chapter 5. Slgns of the County Zoning Ordinance. : :

The committee recommended that Section 26.40e. - Portable or Movable Signs be amended from

“up to three separate times per year for a period not to exceed 30 consecutive days per occurrence
(90 days)” to “up to two separate times per year for a period not to exceed 30 consecutive days per
occurrence (60 days).”

The Planming and Administration Committee voted to recommend that Council approve the
recommendations and proceed with announcement of first reading of Zoning Text Amendment
"T05-09.

Attachment: Temporary Sign'Ad Hoc Committ_eé ahd Planning Commission Recommendaﬁon.' :




25.00

- Chapter 5. Signs

Intent and Purpose

The purpose of this Chapter is intended to accomplish the following objectives:

a. To encourage a high standard for signs in order that they should be appropriate to and enhance the aesthetic
appearance and attractiveness of the community and, further, create an aesthetic environment that contributes
to the ability of the community to attract sources of economic development and growth.

b.  To ensure that signs are designed, constructed installed, and mainiained so that publzc safezjz and traffic safety

are not compromised.

c. - To minimize the distractions and the obstructing-of-view that contributes io lraﬁ" ic hazards and endanger public
safety.

d. To allow for adeguare and effective Signs Jor communicat;’ng identification and promoting business.

256,00

e. In the interest of public safety, the visibility of street name Szgns street address information, and address
numbers for use by emergency responders (fire, police and medical) is of, preemment zmportanaz and should be
considered durmg the placement of signs covered under this Sectzon :

Definitions

Advertising Signs. Any signs, pictorial or otherwise, regardless of size or shape, which direct attention to a
business, commodity, attraction, profession, service, or entertainment conducted, sold, offered, manufactured,
existing, or provided at a location other than on the premises where the sign is located or to which it is affixed.

- Such signs are sometimes called off-premise signs, and include, but are not limited io, those signs commonly

referved to as outdoor advertising signs, billboards, or poster boards.

. Audible Signs. Signs which emit any sound capable of being detected on a public road or adjoining properiy.

- Awning Signs. See Marquee Signs definition.

Banners. Signs intended to be hung either with or without a frame, possessing characters, letters, illustrations, or
ornamentations applied to plastic or fabric of any kind, excluding flags and emblems of political, professional,
religious, education, governmental, or corporate organizations.

Business Signs, Any signs, pictorial or otherwise, regardless of size or shape, which direct attention to a business,
commodity, altraction, profession, service, or entertainment conducted, sold, offered, manufactured, existing, or

~ provided on the premises where the sign is located or to which it is affixed. Such sign shall also include such
" represeniations painted on or othemzse affixed to any exterior portion of a business. Business szgm are sometimes

called on-premise signs.

Canopy Signs. Signs that ave erected on a separate, freestanding roof-like covering.

' Changeable Copy Signs.  Signs on which message copy is changed manually through the utilization of attachable

letters, numbers, symbols, and other similar characters or changeable pictorial panels Poster panels and prmted
boards are not considered changeable copy signs.

- Commercial Center. A commercial complex consisting of more than one retail, commefcial or office establishment
. grouped together, usually developed under one ownersth or management and generally sharing parking areas
, and vehicular entrances and exits. : :

'Zoning Text Amendment T05-09  Page 1 0f 14




Contractors’ Signs. Signs displaying the names of the builders, contractors, architects, engineers, crafismen,
artisans, and similar information erected upon the premises of any work, construction, major repazrs or
zmprovemenrs .

Development / Project Signs. Signs announcing a planned residential, office, business, industrial or mixed use
development.

Directory Signs. Any signs listing only the names, uses, or locations of more than one business, activity, firm,
professional office, or tenant within a building, group of buildings, or commercial center.

~Display Area. That area of a sign including the entire area within a regular geometric shape (square, rectangle,
. triangle, circle, or semicircle) or combination of regular geometric shapes enclosing all of the elements of
informational or representational matter displayed, including blank masking or any surface shape intended to convey
ideas, information, or meaning. The display area shall also include any painted portion, whether on a sign or
building edifice, that serves as a part or all of a logo or other advertisement for any business product or activity.
Frames or structural members not bearing informational or representational matter shall not be included in
calculating the display area. For double-faced signs that are relatively paralle! (forming an angle of 45 degrees or
less) and supported by the same structure, the display area of the sign equals the total display area of the largest face.
‘The display area of other multiple-faced signs equals the total display area of all faces..

Driveway Signs. Signs indicating the direction of travel for driveway ingress and/or egress.

Electromc Message Board, An electrical or electronic sign using a pattern of lights to form various words or
graphics which is capable of changing copy continuously.

‘Flag, A piece of durable fabric of dzsrmcrzve design that is used asa Symbol or decorative feature, Pennants do not
qualyj) under this definition,

Fi lashing Signs. Signs that use a blinking, intermittent or flashing light source.

- Freestanding Signs. Signs that are permanently secured in the ground and that are not attached to, supported by, or
erected on a building or other structure having a principal function other than support of such signs

Muminated Signs. Any Szgns ezrher mternally OF externally “=h+eh—ts—dlfeet-leer—md-1feet-lf,= llghted by an artificial
Hght source.

Incidental Signs. Signs used in conjunction with e-quipmenr or other functional elements of a use or operation.
These shall include, but not be limited to drive through window menu boards and signs on automatic teller
- machines, gas pumps, vendmg machines, or newspaper delzvery boxes :

- Inflatable Signs. Any signs that are either expanded to their full dimensions or supported by gases conramed within
the sign parts, at a pressure greater than atmospheric pressure. -Untethered airships are nor conszdered fo be
inflatable signs. Also see Portable or Moveable Szgns

- Marquee Signs. Any signs erected, stenciled, engraved on, attached fo, or suspended from a marquee. A marquee is
. defined as any hood, awning (with or without stanchions), or roof-like structure of permanent construction, which
is supported from a wall of a building and projects beyond the bm!dmg wall, and is generally, deszgned and
constructed to provide protection agamst the wearher S
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Movmg Szgns Any sign that has movement caused by means other than the movement of air over rhe face of the
sign or into the body of the sign (sée windblown signs). :

Off-Premise Sz',qns. Any signs, pictorial or otherwise, regardless of size or shape, which direct attention to a
“business, commodity, attraction, profession, service, or entertainment conducted, sold, offered, or manufactured,
existing, or provided at a location other than on the premises where the sign is located or to which it is affixed.
Such signs include, but are not limited to, Szgm‘ commonly referred to as outdoor advertzsmg szgns billboards, or
poster boards. :

' On-Premise Signs. Any signs, pictorial or otherwise, regardless of size or shape, which direct attention to a
business, commodity, atfraction, profession, service, or entertainment conducted, sold, offered, or manufactured,
" existing or provided on the premises where the sign is located or to which it is affixed, Such signs shall also include
such representations painted on or otherwise affixed to any exterior portion of a business. See Business Signs.

Permants. Any lightweight plastic, fabric, or other material, regardless of shape, whether or not containing a
- méssage of any kind, suspended from a rope, wire, or string, usually in a series, designed fo move with the wind.

 Political Campaign Signs. Signs announcing candzdates Seekmg publzc office or relating to any election or public
- referendum.

 Portable or Movable Signs. Any signs, Which rest upon, but are not attached to the ground, a structure, ¢ frame,
building, or other surface. Such signs include, but are not limited to, the following: trailer signs, signs mounted to
and/or displayed from a parked vehicle (see Section 26.40k for allowable vehicular signs), sandwich board signs,
sidewalk or curb signs, and inflatable signs. .

Projecting Signs. Any signs which are erected ona bmldmg wall or structure and extend beyond the wall of the
" building more than twelve inches. : :

~ Projection Signs. Any signs or g?'aphzcs that are pro;ected on a wall, bmldmg, street, sereen, or natural backdrop,
originating from any projection device which would include, but not be limited to, laser lzghts slzde or wdeo
projections, and any other computer or electronic device.

Public Information Signs. Signs that display information pertinent to the safety, legal responsibilities, or the well
- being of the general public to include, but not be limited to, warning, no trespassmg signs, restrooms, publ:c
. z‘elephones walkways enlrance and exift dr:ves and rraﬁ" ic dzrecz‘zons ‘ :

- Real Estate Signs. Signs oﬁ‘ering real estate for sale, rent, or lease.

Residential/Commercial/ Industrial Subdivision and Residential Development Signs. Permanent signs displaying no
information other than the name of the subdivision, group housing development, apartment/condomzmum complex,
or mobile home park. :

Seasonal Signs. On-Premise signs advertising seasonal or holzday producrs or services,

Slgg Any device which mfomls or attracts the attention, e%perseas—&et—ea—&&—premtses—eﬂaeh—ﬂqe—s&gn—s
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Short Term Personal Informatzon Signs. Szgm' such as gamge sale, lost and found pels, and. wedding and reception
dzrectzons

Sponsorship Signs. Signs employed by a school or by a civic, fraternal, religious, charitable or similar
organization, which identifies the sponsor (by name, address and/or logo, crest, insignia, trademark or emblem
only) of recreational or sports facilities provided on the premises where such signs are displayed. Snonsorship
Fence Signs "shall mean sponsorship signs affixed to permanent fencing. ‘Facility "shall mean the entire premises
of an elementary or secondary school or a recreation or sports facility.

- Street Frontagg. That prOperty'line of a parcel that abuts a public or privaté road. In those cases where nd property
 lines abut aroad, 25% of the parcel's perimeter shall be a substituted measurement for street frontage for the purpose
of calculating the maximum display area and number of freestanding 51gns allowed, as though that parcel had only

. one street frontage.

Temporary Directional Signs. Directional signs intended for use with seasonal activities and civic or community
special events not associated with permanent business activities.

Temporary Signs. Sighs which are not permanently installed in the ground or affixed to any structure or building,
and which are erected or displayed for a period of time as allowed in this ordinance.

Vehicular Signs. Signs on vehicles or trailers, which are in a street legal operating condition.

Wall Signs. Signs attached to the exterior wall of a buzldmg or structure, which do not extend beyond the building
wall more than 12 inches. : .

Window Signs. Signs intended for vzewmg from the exterior of a window or door.

Windblown Signs. Any banner device, or display designed to be moved by natural or arty‘iczally generated

sources of air, the-wind that contains a written or pictorial message Windblovwn-signs-denetincludecontingeus
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3 = Permit Required FE = Exempt X = Not Allowed ”

T LEGEND: T = Temporary

Permanent

Advertising Signs 26.60 3
Audible Signs 26.32
Banners **
Banners over RIW . 26.40a v
Business Signs 26.50 3
Canopy Signs 26.53 v§
Changeable Copy Signs 26.52 v§
Commercial Center Signs 26.52 v
Contractor s Signs 26.40b v
Development/Project Signs 26.40d
Directory Signs 26.52. v 3
Driveway Signs 26.53 v’
Flectronic Message Board 26.52 i
Flag 26.20 o
Flashing Signs 26.33 v -
Hluminated Signs 26.i3d wko| Ak
26.15 G B
26.55 Rk [k
Incidental Signs 26.20h
Inflatable Signs *x .
Marquee Signs 26.52 3
26.53 3
Moving Signs 26.34
Off-Premise Signs 26.40d v’
On-Premise Signs 26.40d v
Pennants 26.40c 3
Political Campaign Signs 26.40d v
Portable or Movable Signs 26.40e 3
Projecting Signs 26.53 v
Prajection Signs ik '
Public Information Signs ] 26.20¢
Real Estate Signs 26.40f v
Residential/Commercial/Industrial | 26.53 v
Subdivision and Residential
Development Signs
Seasonal Signs 26.40g v’
Short-Term Personal Information 26.40h v
Signs ' : :
Sponsorship Signs 26.40i v
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Temporary Directional Signs

Vehicular Signs 26.40k

Wall Signs 2653 V3

Window Signs . 26.20g - v’

Windblown Signs * =

* . If the distance from the edge of the road to the edge of the right-of-way is greater rhan 20 feet, the ten foot
setback from the road right-of-way shall not apply.
% Not considered a type of sign, but as an optional form of construction or method of display.

NOTE: All allowed or exempt signs, including flags, must meet the requirements as outlined in this ordinance.

_ 255.10 General Provisions

286.11

256.12

256.13

Construction Standards

All signs shall comply with the appropriate provisions of the County’s Building Code, and shail maintain
clearances from all overhead electrical conductors in accordance with the National Electric Code, provided
that no sign shall be instafled closer than ten feet horizontally or vertically from any conductor. Temporary
signs shall be erected or placed to remain in rhe intended location and not to become a safety hazard or

litter problem.

Unsafe or Hazardous Signs

-No sign shall be erected or allowed to remain erected that, in thc opinion of the County Building Official, is

structurally unsafe and constitutes a danger to the public safety. If any sign should become insecure, in
danger of falling, or otherwise unsafe, the owner thcrcof or the person mamtammg thc 51gn shall
immediately secure or remove the sign. ~ :

Maintenance

To insure that signs are maintained in a safe and aesthetic manner, the following maintenance requirements
shall apply to all signs. ' :

a. No sign shall be allowed to have more than 20% of its display area, reverse srdc or structure covered
“with disfigured, chrpped cracked rlppcd or peeling paint or postcr paper for a period of more than 30
successive days.

b. No sign shall be allowed to remain with a bent or broken display area, broken supports, loose
appcndagcs or struts, or stand more than 15 degrees away from the perpendicular for a period of more
than 30 successive days.

¢. No sign shall be allowed to have weeds, trees, vines, or other wild vegetation growing upon it for a
period of more than 30 successive days.

d. No indirect or internally illuminated sign shall be allowed to have only partial illumination for a period
of more than 30 successive days. :
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256 14 Public nght-of -Way

No portion of any sign shall overhang or encroach upon any public right-of way

256.15 TMuminated Signs

Allilluminated signs must meet the performance standards related to light and. glare as descr1bed in.Article
2, Section 24.50. :

256.20 Exempt Signs

The following are not subject to these sign regulations: -

a.

Signs not exceeding one square foot in area and bearing only property numbers, post office box numbers, or
names of occupants on premises not having commercial connotations.

The single flag or insignia of the United States or any other governmental or corporate entlty, except when
displayed in connection with commercial promotion.

Legal notices or identification, public 1nf0rmat10na-} szgns, and dlrectronal signs erected as requlred by
governmental bodies. : :

Integral decorations or architectural features of bulldmgs or grounds except letters trademarks, mcvmg parts, or
moving lights. : : :

-‘S1gns not exceeding four square feet in area directing and guiding traffic on privats p_rcperty.

Wall identification signs and commemorative plaques not more than four square feet in area, memorial
cornerstones or tablets providing information on building erection or commemorating a person-or event.

Signs, which are not designed to be visible beyond the boundanes of the parcel on which they are located or
from any public thoroughfare or right-of-way.

. Incidental signs or Ftrademarks or product names which are displayed as part of vending machines, dlspensmg

machines, automatic teller machmes and gasohne pumps. - -

125630 Prohibited Signs
' 286.31 Signs Imitating Traffic or Emergency Signals

No sign shall be permitted which imitates an official traffic sign or signal, or contains words or symbols
displayed in a manner which might mislead or confuse drivers of vehicles, or which displays intermittent
. lights resembling the color, size, shape, or order of lights customarily used in traffic signals, on emergency
“vehicles, or on law enforcement vehlcles except as part of a perrnitted private or public trafﬁc control sign.

256.32 Audible Signs

No sign shall be permitted which emits any sound capable of being detected on a pubhc rcad or adjoining
property.

25633 Flashing Signs

- No sign shall be permitted which utilizes flashing, blinking, or strobe-type lights, or any type of pulsating or
. .moving light, except meving electronic message boards in accordance with the provisions of this chapter. -
" However, meving electronic message boards are not allowed to flash a static message.

256.34 Moving Signs

No sign shall be perinltted Whlch moves of presents the 111u51on of movement in any manner —exeeiet
& h-{h i-25-40. when such movement is provided by

means other l‘han the movemem‘ of air.
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2—56 35 Signs Attached to or Painted on Selected Features

No sign shall be permitted which is attached to a utility pole or street sign, or is attached to or painted on
tree trunks, rocks or other natural objects.

1 ore 0 ai = o] ] a
be—a.-l-Ieweel—te—v&ela%e—any—e—f In keepmg wzth Sectzon 25 00 Intent and Purpose tempomry s:gns that are in
compliance with the requirements of Section 22.10 Driveway and Street Restrictions, Section 26.10 General
Provisions, Section J 25.00 Conﬂzcthth Other Laws, and all other applzcable reqmrements of this Ora’mance, shall

be allowed.

o s a

a.  Banners Over Pubhc Rights-of-Way

. Banners spanning over public rights-of-way are subject to approval by the appropriate state DOT agency or
appropriate local governmental (County or Municipal) agency responsible for maintenance of the right-of-way.
Banners attached to existing utility poles shall require the approval of such utility agency. ' '

2542 b. Contractors’ Signs

Contractors’ signs Onesiga displaying the names of the builders, contractors, architects, engineers, crafismen,
artisans, and similar information may be erected upon the premises of any work, construction, major repairs, or
improvements. The display area of such signs shall not exceed 32 square feet in Restrictive Development
Districts and 50 square feet in Intensive Development Districts. Such S1gns shall be removed within seven days
of the completion of the work.

¢ . Pennants

Any lightweight plastic, fabric, or other material, regardless of shape, whether or not containing a message of

~any kind, suspended from a rope, wire, or string, usually in series, designed to move with the wind. Pennants

shall be limited to two stramds for every 100 feet of road frontage or portion thereof. A strand is defined as

“being between two attachment points. Pennants and/or attachment points shall be set back a minimum of 10

- feet from the road rzghts-of way. Pennants are allowed only in conjunctzon with the permzttmg of Portable or
Moveable signs.

" 2546 d. Political Campaign Signs
Signs aﬁnouneing candidates seeking public office or relating to any election or public referendum shall be

allowed. Such signs shall be placed only on private property, and removed within seven days after the election
or referendum. These signs do not have to be set back from road rights-of-way.
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2541 e. Portable or Movable Speeial Event Signs

Speleal—E—veﬂ{c Porrable or movable S1gns shall be perm1tted enee up fo two separare times & per year for a
period not to exceed 30 consecutive days per occurrence. Portable signs must be located at least 20 feet from
any adjoining business signs or small advertising signs. Pennants are allowed only in conjunction with a permit
under this Section and in accordance with Section 26.40c.

Individual businesses centers and commercial centers may have one speeiat-event porfable sign per 300 200 feet

- of street frontage or portion thereof. Tenants are limited to one portable sign per occurrence. A parcel with
" frontage on different strects shall have the frontages regulated independently as to number of signs allowed.

Multiple signs allowed on the same frontage of the same parcel must be locatedat least 506 200 feet apart. and
ms- Private restrictive covenants and/or lease

agreements for busmess centers and commerclal centers may mclude more restrictive pohcles for these types of
51gns -

2543 /- Real Estate Signs
Slgns offering real estate for sale, rent, or lease.

On-Premise - Real estate sign display area shall nof exceed six square feet for individual parcels restricted for
residential use only and 32 square feet for all other parcels. These signs do not have to be set back from road
- rights-of-way. Such signs shall be removed within seven days of the conveyance or lease of the property.

- Off‘Premise - Real estate signs not exceeding 4 square feet in area and 2.5 feet in height are allowed off-

- premises, provided they are located on private property with the property owners' permission. These signs do -

not have to be set back from road rights-of-way. Such 51gns shall be removed W1th1n seven days of the
conveyance or lease of the property. :

Development/Project Signs shall meet the same restrictions for On-Premise and Off-Premise Real Estate Signs,
~except that Off-Premi. ise Development/Project Signs shall be removed after 73% of the lors units, etc. have been
sold or leased

2548 g. Seasonal Signs

Seasonal signs are signs advertising seasonal or holiday products or services. These signs shall not exceed 32
square feet in arca and must be located on private property with the property owner’s permission. Seasonal
signs must be removed within 7 days after the end of' the season. These signs do not have to be set baek from
road rlghtsnof-way

: h _ Skort-Term Personal Information Signs

" Short-term personal information signs, such as garage sale, lost and found pets, and wedding and reception -

- directions, are allowed provided they are located on private property with the property owner’s permission.
* These signs shall not exceed six square feet in size, are limited to no more than seven consecutive days, and
must be removed within twenty- -four hours afier rhe complerzon of the event. These szgns do.not have to be set

'back from road rights-of- “way.
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L Sponsorship Signs.
Signs employed by a school or by a civic, fraternal, religious, charztable or similar orgamzanon which

identifies the sponsor (by name, address and/or logo, crest, insignia, trademark or emblem only) of recreational
or sports facilities provided on the premises where such signs are displayed. “Sponsorship Fence Signs” shall
mean sponsorship signs affixed to permanent fencing. “Facility” shall mean the entive premises of an
elementary or secondary school or a recreation or sports facility. These signs are intended to be used for a
specific event or sporting season. They must meet all safety standards and local event/location restrictions
imposed by the event committee, site owner, etc. Such signs intended to remain beyond the event or sporting
season limitation shall be vegulated as permanent signs under the appropriate definitions found in this

ordinance.

J. Temporary Directional Signs
. Directional signs intended for use with seasonal activities and civic or community special events not associated
with permanent business activities. These signs shall be limited to eight in total number and shall not exceed 12
" square feet per sign and must be located on private property with the property owner 's permission. These signs
do not have to be set back from road rights-of-way. These signs must be rembved within seven days after the
end of the season or after the individual event for which it was intended. Such signs do not consr:ture aland use
“unto themselves and are not considered Off- Premzse Advertising Signs. :

ko Vekicular Signs
Signs on vehicles or trailers, which are in a street legal operating condition. Signage, no matter how attached
or painted, on a curvently, properly licensed vehicle (motorized or not—including trailers) used in the everyday
conduct of the business or activity that it is advertising, is allowed. Vehicles with such signage may be parked
in normal designated parking places, but not on grassy areas, sidewalks, or other locations not novmally
. available to customers or patrons of the business. Disabled or unlicensed vehicles, on which signage has been
placed, shall be regulated as permanent signs under the appropriate definitions found in this ordinance. Signs
resting upon, mounted to and/or displayed from a parked vehicle, used other than as described above, shall be
considered as Portable or Moveable Signs.

256.5(}_ .Busin_ess Signs
256.51 Location

In Intensive Development Districts these signs must comply with the same buffering restrictions as the
principal activity for which they advertise, except that they may be erected within the required setback
unless other more restrictive provisions of this Ordinance apply. InRestrictive Development Districts these
signs must comply with the same buffering restrictions as the principal activity for which they advertise.
However, in all districts, any portion of a business sign must maintain at least a ten-foot setback from all -
property lines and the existing road right-of-way, unless otherwise specifically stated in this Ordinance. If
the distance from the edge of the road to the right-of-way is greater than 20 feet, the ten-foot setback from
the road right-of-way shall not apply. No sign shall be allowed to violate any of the requirements of Section
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©22.10, Driveway and Street Restrictions.

25652

Maximum Display Area, Height, and Number of Signs

Individual businesses and commereial centers may have one freestanding business sign per 500 feet of street
frontage or portion thereof. These signs shall comply with the followmg heIght and dlsplay area
requirements:

[ Restrictive Development Districts 75 square feet 40 square feet 15 feet
Intensive Development Districts 100 square feet 60 square feet : 20 feet
Commercial Centers 300 square feet 80 square feet 35 feet

Both the maximum s.tatic display area and the maximum changeable copy/meving electronic message board

“area may be utifized as part of each allowed individual or commercial center sign. However, the maximum

display area per sign shall not be increased with any exchange or substitution of the allowable area for
changeable copy or mewving electronic message.

.- A parcel with frontage on different streets. shall have the frontages regulated independently as to number of

- 286.53

sigus allowed.

Multiple signs allowed on the same frontage of the same parcel must be located at least 500 feet apart.

The maximum display area allowed for commercial centers includes any directory signs. In addition, each
business within a commercial center may erect one wall, projecting, or marquee sign; and, each individual
business not within a commercial center may erect one wall, projecting, or marquee sign per street frontage.

Changeable Copy Signs. Signs on which.message copy is changed manually through the utilization of
attachable letters, numbers, symbols, and other similar characters or changeable p1ct0r1al panels. Poster
panels and printed boards are not considered changeable copy signs.

Commercial Center. A commercial complex consisting of more than one retail, commercial, or office
establishment grouped together, usually developed under one ownersh1p or management, and generally
sharing parking areas and veh1cu1ar entrances and exits.

Directory Sign. Any sign listing only the names, uses, or locations of more than one business, activity, firm,

‘professional office, or tenant within a building, group of buildings, or commercial center.

Specialty Signs

Canopy Signs are any signs, which are erected on a separate, freestanding roof-like covering, Only business
logos or names are allowed as canopy signs, with a maximum of one logo or name on each canopy face. A

Jlogo is the symbol or trademark of a company. No portion of a canopy sign shall be permitted above the top

of the roof of the covering to which it is attached, or permitted to be lower than eight feet above ground
level. An owner of a business with a canopy connected to a bu11d1ng has the 0pt1011 of usmg either can0py
or marquee signage, but not both.

Driveway Signs mdlcatmg the direction of travel are required on all one-way driveways. These signs must

be aboveground signs, with a maximum helght of two and one-half feet, and located at the edge of the
existing road right-of-way. '
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Marguee Signs are any signs erected, stenciled, engraved on, attached to, or suspended from a marquee. A

marquee is defined as any hood, awning, or roof-like structure of permanent construction, which is
supported from a wall of a building and projects beyond the building wall, and is generally designed and

“constructed to provide protection against the weather. Such a sigs shall not exceed 15% of the area of the

wall of the first story of the building or business to which it is attached. No portion of a marquee sign shall
be permitted above the top of the roof of the building to which it is attached, or permitted to be lower than
cight feet above ground level. The marquee sign information may be dispersed anywhere on the marquee as
long as the total display area of all information does not exceed the 15% requirement.

Public Information Signs are signs containing no message, copy, announcement, or decoration other than

- instructions or directions to the public except for subordinate identity. Such signs include, but are not

limited to, identifying the following: restrooms, public telephones, walkways, entrance and exit drives,

* freight entrances, and traffic directions. Information signs shall be permitted allowed on business lots

provided that no such sign shall exceed six square feet in display area. Information signs shall not count

_toward the maximum number of signs allowable nor the maximum display area of signs allowable.

' Pro jecting Signs are any signs, which are erected on a building wall or structure and extend beyond the wall

- of the building more than twelve inches. Such a sign shall not exceed 15% of the area of the wall of the

~ first story of the building or business to which it is attached. No portion of a projecting sign shall be

permitted above the top of the roof of the bulldlng to which it is attached or permitted to be lower than
eight feet above ground level.

Residential/Commercial/Industrial Subdivision and Residential Development Signs are permanent signs

displaying no information other than the name of the subdivision, group housing development,
apartment/condominium complex, or mobile home park. Such signs may be either single signs or gateway
signs (paired signs on each side of an entrance). These signs shall not exceed 100 square feet each in

. display area, and shall not exceed a height of six feet. However, the display area and height restrictions are

not intended to apply to the entire decorative structure on which the sign is displayed. Within the same

" project, a single sign or pair of gateway signs must be at léast 300 feet from another single sign or pair of

256.54

* gateway signs. Such signs shall also be exempt from the ten-foot setback restriction of Section 256.51, but

still must comply with the engineering criteria found in the Lexington County Development Guidelines and
the Driveway Restrictions found in Section 22.10 of this Ordinance. A sign can be located in a road right-
of-way median if such sign complies with all engineering criteria found in the Lexington County

Development Guidelines.

Wall Signs are signs aftached to the exterior wall of a building or structure, which do not extend beyond the
building wall more than 12 inches. Such a sign shall not exceed 15% of the area of the wall of the first
story of the building or business to which it is attached. No portion of a wall sign shall be permitted to
project above the wall of the building to which it is attached except in the case of signs mounted to the roof
in which case no portion shall project above the top of the roof. The wall sign information may be
dispersed anywhere on the wall as long as the total display area of all information does not exceed the 15%
requirement. A “mural” is a painting applied to a wall containing no advertisement for any business product
or activity. A mural, as defined, will not be considered a wall sign.

High Rise Buildings

Buildings, which exceed five stories in height, shall be permitted to erect one wall sign per wall at the top

_-story of the building. Such signs shall only identify the name of the building or the major tenant. The

256,55

~display area of such signs shall not exceed 2% of the area of the wall to which it is attached. Such signs

shall be permitted in addition to the requirements of this chapter,

Businesses on Scenic Corridors and/or in Restricted Development Districts

Tuminated signs for individual businesses and commercial centers located on scenic corridors, as defined
in the Lexington County Landscaping Ordinance, or in Restrictive Development Districts, as defined in the
Lexington County Zoning Ordinance, shall meet one of the following conditions:
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Internally Hluminated signs must be constructed so that only letters, numbers, and/or logos are .
illuminated; shall not have light reflecting backgrounds or letters; and shall have a matte finish.

Externally illuminated signs shall have a steady stationary light source that is shielded and directed
solely at the sign; shalI have white light sources; and shall not have 11ght reﬂect:ng backgrounds or
Ietters

256.60 Advertising Signs

256 61

Location

Advertising signs are identified as principal activities in this article and are therefore sub_]ect to all other
provisions of this Ordinance. They shall be perm1tted only in the zoning districts where they are allowed,

-and provided they meet the street access requirements of this Ordinance. Regardless of the street access

restrictions, advertising signs are allowed to locate on interstate highways, expressways, and frontage roads
(except when classified RL4, RL5, or RL6) where their right-of-way is contignous to an interstate highway -
or expressway; these signs, however, must be located within 200 feet of the right-of-way of the interstate or
frontage road, if applicable. No advertising sign shall be allowed on Scenic Corridors, as defined in the
Lexington County Landscape Ordinance, or within 1000 feet of the banks of the Saluda, Congaree, or
Edisto Rivers.

All portions of advertising signs must maintain at least a ten-foot setback from all property lines and the
existing road right-of-way. Ifthe distance from the edge of the road to the right-of-way is greater than 20

. feet, the ten-foot setback from the road right-of-way shall not apply. In some locations, the required

_minimum setbacks may be greater than this. Such signs shall also comply with all provisions of Section

22.10, Driveway and Street Restrictions.

 Tominimize the opportunity for visual distraction during vehicular merge operatlons adver’clsmg signs will

256.62

| 256.63

1256.64

be restricted within the vicinity of interstate interchanges and rest areas. No advertising sign located along

" an interstate may be erected within 500 feet of an interchange or rest area. The interchange or rest area is

considered to begin or end at the point where the pavement widens for an entrance or exit ramp/lane. When
the entrance or exit ramp/lane is not on the same side of the road as the proposed advertising sign, the point
of measurement shall be determined by identifying the location of the relative pavement widening and -
applying it to an identical point on the side of the road where the advertising sign is proposed to be located.

Maximum Display Area

The maximum display area for any advertising sign located along an interstate shall be 672 square feet plus
a 10% allowance for copy extensions. A copy extension is the part of the copy Wthh extends beyond the
edge or border of the sign, sometimes called a “cut-out” or “drop-out.”

The maximum display area of advertising signs on any other highway shall be 288 square feet plus 10%
allowance for copy extensions, except for portions of Arterial (A) streets that have at least four lanes, which
may have a maximum display area of 378 square feet plus 10% allowance for copy extensions. Those
designated portions must have the appropriate zoning district to support advertising signs.

Minimum Spacing

No advertising sign located along an interstate shall be permitted to locate within 2000 feet of another sign
on the same side of the roadway. For non-interstate highways no advertlslng signs shall be penmtted to
locate within a 1000 foot rad1us of another advertising sign. :

‘Maximum Height

" Advertising signs along interstates shall be permitted to a height of 110 feet above the elevation of the

highest travel lane at the location of the sign. The maximum height of advernsmg s1gns anng other
roadways shall not exceed 45 feet above the elevation of the roadway.
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256.65

Minimum Height

" Theére shall be no minimum height of the display surface for advertising signs located along interstates.

The minimum height of the display surface of advertising signs on Arterial Roads shall be 25 feet above the
elevation of the roadway, unless the display area does not exceed 200 square feet and placement ofthe sign

* does not block visibility of an existing business sign.

256.66

Small Advertlsmg Signs
Small advertising signs are not required to meet the spacing and height provisions of Sections 25.63, 25. 64

- and 25.65, provided they have less than 72 square feet of display area, conform to the location requirements

*.. for advertising signs, stay 20 feet from any adjoining business signs, 500 feet from other small advertising

256.67

signs, and 300 feet* from advertising signs on the same side of the highway; and do not exceed 15 feetin -

hmght

* As this is a state requirement, variances cannot be granted by the Board of Zoning Appeals.

South Carolina Code of Laws

“The sign regnlations contained in this Ordinance are supplemented by the requirements of The State of

South Carolina Department of Transportation, which regnlates off-premise advertising signs on interstate
and federal aid road systems. A permit from the State of South Carolina may contain some restrictions,
which are in addition to the requirements of this Ordinance. Issuance ofa Lexington County Zoning Permit

-does not imply approval of, or constitute a privilege to violate, any other applicable state or local

-+ ordinances, codes laws, or private restnctlve covenants.
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COMMITTEE REPORT
RE:  Fuel Farm Optlons
DA_TE: Ty 13, 2005
COMMITTEE: Airport

_MAJORITY REPORT: Yes

'The Airport Committee met on Tuesday, July 12, 2005 to d1scuss the optlons for a fuel tank to be
: fplaced at the Lexington Cotinty Airport at Pelion. : '

'Ms June W1tty Semor Englneermg Designer, with Wilbur Smith Associates presented cost

- estimates for both above ground and underground tanks. The estimated cost of a double wall steel
. tankis $281,605.90 and the estlmated oSt of a Glasteel ACT 100 underground double wall USType B
il tank is $222 955.90 - ' '

The County s match of 2 % petcent or approximately $5,573.90 will be through m-lkm'd tvork

provided by the County. The in-kind work to be performed by the County will consist of the . |

excavation for the tank, reinforcing the concrete foundation, crane rental, setup and mstallatlon

‘ The Committee voted to recommend that Cou.ncil approve staff movmg forward with an
_ underground fuel tank for the Lexmgton County Airport at Pelion and to Venfy that the tank is a
‘Type 1I tank. .




PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE |
LEXINGTON COUNTY AIRPORT AT PELION .
ABOVE GROUND TANK - JULY, 2005

1 Mobilization 1 LS $20,000.00]  $20,000.00

2 Striping Topsoil 800 CY $1.25 $1,000.00

3 Clearing and Grubbing 060 | Acre $1.50 $0.90

4 Excavation . 1,200 CY $5.00 $6,000.00

- 5 Demolition (Remove Existing Tank Completely) 1} Each $20,000.00] $20,000.00
5 Subgrade Prepartation/Compaction 600 cY . .$3.50 $2,100.00

7 §" Concrete Pavement 385 CY $150.00] $57.750.00

8 12" Compacted Subgrade 980 CY $2.50 $2,450.00

9 6" Stabilized Aggregate Base Course 250 CY $32.00 $8,000.00
10 3.5" Asphalt Surface Course 230 | Tons $125.00] $28,750.00

- 11 Prime Coat 865 Gal $4.50 $3,892.50
12 Tack Coat 210 | . Gal 54.25 $892.50
13 Oil Water Separator 1] Each $18,000.00] $18,000.00
14 Tank Foundation (Reinf. Conc) 62 CcY — $175.00{ $10,850.00
15 Pumps and Card Reader 1| Each $15,000.00f  $15.000.00
16 20,000 Gaillon Dual Comp. Tank 11 Each $70,000.00{ $70,000.00
17 Erosion Control ; 1 LS $1,000.00 $1,000.00
18 Seeding and Muiching 0.56 | Acre | $2,000.00]_ $1 ,100.00.
19 Place Topsoff 30071 CY __ $4.00{ $1,200.00
20 Fencing 155 LF $22.00 $3,410.00
21 10" Gates 2 Each $2,000.00 $4.000.00
22 20’ Gate 1 Each $2,900.00{ $2,900.00
23 Remove Fence 155 LF $2.00 $310.00
24 Lighting and Electrical 1 s $3,000.00 $3,000.00
TOTAL ESTIMATEe: $281,605.90

Wilbur Smith Associates




PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE -
LEXINGTON COUNTY AIRPORT AT PELION

UNDERGROUND TANK - JULY, 2005.

............... T
1 | M-101 [Mobilization 1 LS $11,000.00 $11,000.00
21 Striping Topsoil 800 | cCy $1.25)  $1,000.00
3 Clearing and Grubbing 0.60 | Acre $1.50 $0.80
4 Excavation 1,200 CY $5.00 $6,000.00

5 Demolition (Remove Existing Tank Compiletely) 1} Each | $20,000.00 $20,000.00 |
6 Subgrade Prepartation/Compaction- 600 CY - $3.50] $2,100.00
7 5" Concrete Pavement 385 cCY $150.00{ $57,750.00
3 12" Compacted Subgrade 980 CY $2.50 $2,450,00
9 6" Stabilized Aggregate Base Course 250 CY $32.00 $8,000.00
10 3.5" Asphait Surface Course 230 | Tons $125.00f $28,750.00
11 Prime Coat 865 Gal. $4.50 $3,892 50
12 Tack Coat 210 Gal _ $4.25 $892.50
13 Oil Water Separator _ 1] Each $15,000.00{ $15,000.00
14 Tank Foundation (Reinf. Conc) 24 cY $175.00 $4.200.00
15 Pumps and Card Reader 1| Each | $15,000.00 $15,000.00
16 120,000 Gallon Duaj Comp. Tank 1 Each $30,000.00 $30,000.00
17 Erosion Control 1 LS $1,000.00 $1,000.00
18 Seeding and Muiching 0.55 | .-Acre. $2,000.00 $1,100.00
19 Place Topsoil 300 - CY $4.00]  $1,200.00
20 Fencing ~ 155 LF $22.00 $3.410.00
21 10' Gates 2 Each $2.,000.00 $4,000.00
22 20" Gate 1 Each - $2,900.00 $2,200.00
23 Remove Fence 155 LF ' $2.00 $310.00
24 Lighting and Electrical 1 LS $3,000.00 $3,000.00
TOTAL ESTIMATE: $222,955.90

. Wilbur Smith Associateg
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Lexington County Work

Excavation for the tank - o 275 CY @ $5.00= $1,375.00

Reinfor_ced C_oncrete Fou'ndatio'n | 10 CY @ $1 75.00_ = $1,750.00

Crane Rental I 5 ~ =$500.00
‘Setupandinstall __ =$5000.00
X | TOTAL  =3$862500
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‘Subsidiaries Nationwide

GLASTEEL™ ACT-100 UNDERGROUND DOUBLE WALL UL TYPE I STORAGE TANKS
K - S (MODEL 10) ‘- .
2° MIN. - 2° MIN,
—MONITOR MONITOR

- OPENING

- FITTING LOCATION: SHOWN ‘FOR: 12°-0" LONG AND: LONGER - an AN??%&%‘-TGF%% '?‘.&R%H‘ANNEL
INNER TANK CUTER TANK
APPROX, _
{ CAPACITY NOM. NOM. NOM.
(GALLONS) |IDIAMETER| LENGTH | |NOM. DIAMETER| LENGTH
560 48" 60" 51" 7'-0"
1,000 64" &'-0" ' 87" 70"
2,000 - B4" 12-0" | - 67" 13'-0"
3000 | @4 18'-0" 87" 19'-0"
4,000 64" 24'-Q" : 67" . 250"
4. 000 ag" 10-8" |- ag" o 11-8"
5,000 96" 13'4" 9g" 144"
6,000 a6" 16-0" ag" 17°-0"
8,000 a6" 214" ) gg" 22'4"
10,000 96" 26'-8" og" 27'-8"
12,000 a6" 32'Q" ag9" 33'-0"
15,000 120" 258" 124" 26'-g"
20,000 126" 30-11" 130" : 31-11"
Tank lengths listed above are based on nominal tank dimensions.
Overall tank lengths will vary during actual manufacturing.

. STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS .
' - Built per UL 58, 1746 part II and ACT-100 tank specifications. Tanks will bear UL 1746 part
and ACT-100 lzabels. o o

- Dual protection available P3 / ACT-100 when required

- Modern's standard 2000 opening locations and reguired lifting Iugs.

- Exterior is coated per ACT-100 requirements.

- Striker plates provided under all fitting openings. ' _

- - Optional 24" reverse flange manway with and without fitting openings in covers.
- Interior coating systems available upon request. o '
- Qther tank sizes available upon request.

© Copyright Modern Welding Company 12/02




Modern Welding Company ' -
Sk _ Subsidiaries Nationwide _ _
' HORIZONTAL ABOVEGROUND DUAL WALL STORAGE TANKS

CUTER TANK
e
EMERGEN INNER /_TAN/K

27 MINIMUM. DRENING : T NG
FOR_ HONFTORING - o oggél'!gg‘ -: VENT ‘OPENING

Tl SERONBARY: REERNAL
‘ /—MONiTORIHG PFIPE"

SADDLES ‘SHOWN {ETHER OPTIONS AVAILABLE)-

OTRER: MoMITORIGT
(oPTIONSY™ -

APPROX. CAPACITY
{GALLONS) NOM. DIAMETER NOM. LENGTH
300 38" - 8-
560 48" 6-0"
1,000 64" &'-0"
2,000 ‘ 64" : 12'-0"
3,000 - 64" -18-0"
4.000 : 64" - e 240
4,000 ag" 10'-8"
6,000 - og" ' 160"
- 8,000 26" 294"
10,000 gg" 26'-9"
12,000 ag" - 32'-0"
10,000 : 120" ' 17'-0"
12,000 120" ' 20'-6"
15,000 120" 25'-g" o
20,000 | 120" 346" WE HAVE 6%{; tot)
25,000 120" 4" pETUEEY &
30,000 _ 126" 466" + oF FLOAD RAME
25,000 126" 38-10"
40,000 144" : 47'4"
50,000 144" 59'-4"
- [Tank lengths listed above are based on nominal inner tank dimensions.
Overall tank lengths will vary during actual manufacturing.

STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS

- Built per Underwriters Laboratories UL 142 standard for double wall design. .

- Exciusive free flowing design.

- Modem's standard opening locations and required hﬁlng lugs.

- Exterior coated with one (1) coat of standard shop primer and not blast cleaned.
- Check with Modem for type of Emergency Vent Openings supplied.

- Support may be two (2) saddles, stabilizers, or skid configuration.

- Other exterior and interior coating systems available upon request.

= Other tank sizes available upon request.

o e

© Copyright Modern Welding Company 12/02




COMMITTEE REPORT
Q‘ | RE: Proposed Building to House South Region

DATE: July 13, 2005

COMMITTEE: Airport Committee

MAJORITY REPORT: Yes

The Airport Committee met on Tuesday, July 12, 2005 to consider the construction of a proposed
building to house the South Region of the Shenff’ s Department at the Lexington County Airport at
Pelion.

Chief Rucker stated the proposed building would be used to house the South Region of the Sheriff’s
Department that is currently located on the premises of Gaston Copper. In addition, once the JET
Team is in place, he would like to house them there as well. Chief Rucker said Council approved
“approximately $671,240 in HUD fundlng as part of the airport five- year plan.

Chief Rucker asked that Councﬂ allow staff to move forward with obtaining bids for the proposed
building. .

After discussion, the committee Voted to recommend to Council that staff proceed with the b1d _
process.
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COMMITTEE REPORT
RE: Tax B.illing Issue
- DATE: July 13, 2005
| COMMITTE_E:_ Committee of the Whole

MAJORITY REPORT: Yes

The Committee of the Whole convened on Tuesday, July 12, 2005 to consider a request from Mr.
- James Foushee that the property tax on parcel TMS# 001800-03-030 for the year 2004 be
recalculated to reflect the 4 percent agricultural rate. : :

‘Mr. Foushee stated at the time he closed on the land he purchased in 2003, he paid the pro-rated
-County taxes based on the agricultural rate and was unaware that he would have to refile for the
continued agricultural rate. He said at that time he asked that all correspondence be mailed to his
address at 400 Weed Drive in Columbia rather than to his parents’ home in North Carolina. Mr.
- Foushee said because of his parents’ age, all correspondence they received was not forwarded to him.
He said it was not until afier he received a phone call from his mother that he became aware that the
2004 taxes had not been paid and the land was not classified as agricultural. . '

- The Commnittee voted to recommend that Council rec_onsiderfthe request.




- COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

" Department of Community Development
County Administration Building (803) 785-8121
212 South Lake Drive Leéxington, Seuth Carolina 29072 -

' ZONIN G MAP AMENDMENT APPLICATION # M05-08 08

_+Address and/or descnptmn of property for which the amendment is requested:

Ginny Lane (2300 Feet of Gin_nv Lane Beginning at intétsection of Sunset Blvd. tdwar_d_I—ZO) '

Zoning classifications: Local Road (1L} : : Collector Road (C) -
: ' : - (current) o S " (proposed)

‘Reason for the request (use the back of this application form if necessary):

Saluda Mill Road, which is new road. that connects to Ginny Lane needs to be classified as Collector Road

- due to a planned apartment complex tflerefere Gimw Lane' should be a Collector Road also.

Even though this request will be. carefully reviewed and cons1dered the burden of provmg the need for the

amendment rests with the applicant. - o
Date 070505 o Signatureg ‘ £ @ T

(X)) Owner? . : : SRR - Name(print) Noftthside Real Estate Holdmés: LLC

c/o Ben Kelly
{ )Agent?
_ : _ _ - Address____One Southern Ct.
 Telephone # 803-739-4457 o '_ West Columbia, SC 29169

**********************#*************************************************************

/__ Property Posted =

1. / _5__ /05 _ Application Received _ 4]
2. /5 /05 TFee Received 5./ __/ _ Notices Sent
3 _/ /. Newspaper Advertisement o '

/__/___ Planning Commission Recommendation:

n.$******************¥***********%****#*#***************************%*********#*******
S /23/ 5 First Reading 7 /27/63 Public Hearing__/__/__ Second Reading __/__/__Third Reading -

Results:
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COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

.Community Development
County Administration Building (803) 785-8121
212 South Lake Drive  Lexingtan, South Carolina 29072,

ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT AP_PLICATION # T05-09

Section(s) of the Zoning Ordinance which are affected:
Article 2, Application of Regulations, Chapter 5, Signs

Reason for the request (use the back of this application form if necessary):

Text Amendment Changes to Article 2, Chapter 5-Signs as proposed by Council’s appointed Tenmorary Sign
Ad Hoc Committee and as reviewed and amended by staff, the Plarmin Cormmssmn and the Planning and

: * Administration Commlttee of County Couneil.

‘Even though this application will be carefully reviewed and considered, the burden of provmg the need for

-the amendment rests with the applicant.
. Date 08/02/05 ' SignamM,

Name(print) Bruce A. Hiller, Development Administrator
Commmity Development

. _ Address 212 8. Lake Dr.
Telephone # _785-8121 ' _ Lexington SC 29072

********************** ********************************* *********************************

1.08/02/05 Apphcatzon Received
2/ [/ . FeeReceived

3./ ./ Newspaper Advertisement

[/ Plaming Commission Recommendation:

s ol Rl o s oo oo et st o e e e o e o ok ok ok ek o o 5 R R e e LT

':g A3S First Reading _ /__/__ Public Hearing [ SecondReadmg ot/ Third Readmg

R_esults :

HADOCS\ZONINGFORMS textarmend05-09.wpd




- COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Procurement Services |

MEMORANDUM
- (0) 785-8319
(F) 785-2240
DATE: August 12, 2005
- TO: Art Brooks
County Administrator
FROM:  SheilaR. Fulmer, CPPB S{w E Sdyre
. Procurement Manager

THROUGH: Donna J. Harris, CPPB J ;é e
Procurement Officer m&

SUBJECT: Hewlett Packard - Information Services

We received a purchase request and recommendation from Jim Schafer, Director of Information
- Services, for the purchase of six (6) Hewlett Packard Printers. The Printers will be purchased

directly from the manufacturer (Hewlett Packard) through the South Carohna State Contract #05-
-56656-A1 1230 _

The Information Services Department is requesting replacement equipment for four (4) County
departments. This equipment will provide newer technology and improve productivity. Jim Schafer,

- Director of Information Services, has reviewed and recommended the requested equipment for
replacement.

The cost of the Hewlett Packard Printers is $6,277.32, including applicable sales tax.
Funds are appropriated in the following accounts:

#1000-101700-5A6019 - Treasurer, (1) Printer -  $1,04622

- #1000-101800-5A6022 - Auditor, (1) Printer : L - $1,046.22
'#1000-141500-5A6101 - Probate, (1) Printer - $1,046.22
#1000-141500-5A6102 - Probate, (1) Printer - $ 1,046.22
#2605-131300-5A6214 - Emergency Telephone System o11 - (2) Pnnters ' " $2, 092.44 -

. I concur with the above recommendation and further recommend that these purchases be placed on -
- County Council’s agenda for their next scheduled meeting on August 23, 2005

copy: Larry Porth Director of Finance/Assistant County Admmlsttator
Jim Schafer, Director of Information Semces '
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'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
- Procurement Services

MEMORANDUM
(0) 785-8385
(F) 785-2240

DATE: ' August 12, 2005

TO: Art Brooks
' County Administrator

THROUGH:  Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB E(Q , f)g %
Procurement Manager

FROM: Janice A. Bell, CPPB%M,L/ - |
Procurement Officer _ o

SUBJECT:  All Terrain Vehicle (ATV - Gator)
: ' Public Safety/Fire Service

We received a purchase request and recommendation from Neil Ellis, Emergency Management Coordinator
for the purchase of one (1) All Temain Vehicle (ATV - Gator) for the Department of Public Safety/Fire
Service. The ATV - Gator will be purchased from the manufacturer, John Deere Company, through the South
Carolina State Contract #03-55826-A9611. This equipment will be used by Lexington County emergency
response agencies to mitigate terrorist or disaster related incidents. The grant procedures have been approved
by the South Carolina Department of Public Safety and will involve no cost by Lexington County. The cost
of the ATV-Gator is $7,500.43 including applicable sales tax. ' o :

Funds are appropriated in the following account:

2476-131500-5A6198  Homeland Security Grant (1) ATV Gator $7,500.43

I concur with the above recommendation and further recommend that this purchase be placed on County
Council’s agenda for their next scheduled meeting on August 23, 2005. :

copy: - Larry Porth, Director of Finance / Assistant County Administrator
g Bruce E. Rucker, Assistant Sheriff / Director of Public Safety & Homeland Security
-+ George Brothers, Homeland Security Coordinator
- Neil Ellis, Emergency Management Coordinator
Russell Rawl, Fire Service Coordinator




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Procurement Services

MEMORANDUM
(0)785-8166
(F) 785-2240

DATE: August 11, 2005

- TO: ~  ~ ArtBrooks
' County Administrator

FROM: Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB %f&
_ _ Procurement Manager a]/\_@kww
SUBJECT: Architectural/Engineering Services

Construction of Five (5) New Fire Stations; Additions to f‘ ive (5) existing Fire

~ Stations

Public Safety/Fire Service
County Council approved funding for the construction of five (5) new Fire Stations, and additions
to five (5) existing Fire Stations for the Public SafetylFlre Service Department. The new Fire Stations
will be: Corley Mill; Cedar Grove; Fish Hatchery Road; Chapin; and Lake Murray. The station
additions will be: Red Bank; Mack Edisto; Amicks Ferry; Crossroads; and Pine Grove.

L have obtamed an “Opmlon of Probable Construction Costs” from J ohn’ Derrick, Derrick and Dunlap
Architects (see attached). Estimated costs are within the budgeted amounts. The total cost for
Architectural/Engineering services is $152,523.00. A cost breakdown for each project is attached.
The fee equates to 6% of the total construction cost, which is less than the recommended percentage
from the State Engineer’s Guideline Fee Schedule. It is our recommendation to award the
Architectural/Engineering Services to Derrick and Dunlap Architects for a total cost of $152,523.00.

Funds are appropﬁated in fund 4504 (Fire Station Construction Fund), with the eXception of the Fish
Hatchery Road Construction Project, which is 'appropriated through HUD fund 2400.

I request that thlS prOJect be placed on Councll’s agenda for the1r next scheduled meetmg on August
- 23, 2005. :

Attachment

copy: Larry Porth, Director of Finance/Assistant County Administrator
' Bruce Rucker, Assistant Sheriff/Director of Public Safety and Homeland Security
" Russell Rawl, Fire Service Coordinator
George Bistany, Community Development Administrator




Derrick
&
Dunlap

ARCHITECTS

July 20, 2005

Ms. Sheila Fulmer, CPPC

Lexington County Procurement Office
212 South Lake Drive

Lexington, SC 28072

Ref: Construction Projects for the Department of Public Safety

~ Dear Ms. Fulmer:

| would like to express my appreciation to you and the people of Lexington
for your confidence in our abilities in the design and contract administration for the
projects referenced above. These contracts mean a lot to our firm and, therefore,
we will put forth our very best efforts in their sticcessful completion. o

Enclosed, please find a synopsis of the estimates provided to us. | have
studied the numbers and revised them slightly as | think they would more realisti-
cally cost. | would like to caution you that there are many vanab[es that can and

will affect the numbers

1. Only one sité has been chosen—ithe airport at Pelion. Dependent on
the topography, availability of water and sewage, and storm water re-

tention, the site cost could vary widely. We will be installing water -

wells in some locations, septlc systems in some, and where we do
not, tap fees vary wndely ‘ :

2. Because two of the projects are Federaily funded with thelr wage
' . rates, their cost could increase 5% :

3. The construction of the existing stations that are to be renovated
vary, so their costs will vary from statlon to statlon

8037995472 | 803-799-5590fax |  PO,Box 84, Columbia, SC29202 | 1325 Park St, Suite 100 (29201) - |-

~MJA, Inc. dba




Over all, the total costs look in order. As long as some of the line items can .
. be modified, the totals shoulid be unaffected. Shouid everythlng look in order glve
. me a call so that | can prepare contracts

- We look-forward-to- contmumg to- provrde these servrces tcryou Agam
thank you! ‘

Sincerely,

lap, Architects

John C. Derrick, AlA
Pre31dent L

Enclosure




OPINION OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COSTS

Corley Mil Cedar Grove *Flsh Hatchery

Chapin Lake Muwrray *South Service Addltlons

g-’z /96,983

“Type Suburban Rural Rural Suburban Surburban Special Spedcial
# of Bays - 2 2 . 2 3 2 2

SF Office - 2552 1600 1600 2552 2552 6200

SF Bay 2600 2400 2400 3900 2600 2600

‘Total SF 5152 4000 . 4000 452 5152 - 3800

Structure $308,680 '$300,000 $300,000 $483,180 $398,680 $657,000 $175,000
Generator - $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 -$20,000
ExtLighting - - $4,000 $4,000 -$4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000

Well - $0 $10,000 ' _ :
Landscaping $5,000 $4,500 $4,500 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000

Bidg Cost - $427,680 $338,500 $328,500 $512,180 $427,680 $686,000 $175,000
Site Work $65,000 $72,500 $65,000 $65,000 $65,000 $55,000 30

- Construstion Cost - $492,680 $411,000 $393,500 $5877,180 $492.680 $741,000 $175,000

- Fees (D - $20,56% $24,660 $23,610 $34,631 $29,561 $44,460 $10,500
Subtotal $522,241 $435,660 $417 110 611,811 $522.241 $785,460 $185,500
Land Cast $327.000 $15,000 $25,000 $125,000 $100,000 S

Tap Fees $10,000 $0 $10,000 $10,000 $22,500

- Contingency $29,999 $57,080 $43,130 $44,429 $29,809 $27,893 . 38,750
Total $889,240 $507,740 $495,240 $791,240 $674,740 $813,353  $194,250
¥ HUD Funded

D ARATEST FEES T FreE SrazseslS # 152,523
L.E SCRUIEE ufTH (e, J 0



'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Procurement Services

- MEMORANDUM
(0) 785-8319
) 7852240
DATE: August 11, 2005
TO: Art Brooks
County Admrinistrator

THROUGH:  Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB
Procurement Manager

FROM: Donna J. Harris, CPPB / e / m

Procurement Officer

SUBJECT:  Mobile Command Post - Public Safety / Sheriff’s Department

We received a purchase request and recomimendation from Major George Brothers, Homeland Security
Coordinator for the purchase of one (1) Mobile Command Post for the Department of Public Safety / Sheriff’s
Department. The Mobile Command Post will be manufactured by Farber Specialty Vehicles and purchased
through the Federal 1122 Program / General Services Administration (GSA) contract #GS-30F-008N. This
purchase will be processed through the County of Greenville as they are the program administrators for the
Federal 1122 program. The new command post will be housed with the JET Team and be available by request
for all incidents Wlthln the County or outside the County if County resources are utilized.

This command post will allow for effective on scene management of incidents, house a cormnand area as well
as a communications area. This unit will be built to the County’s specifications and designed for this purpose.
The current motor home does not have the capability for an effective command area and does not have a
communications area. Additionally, the existing motor home was built as a recreational travel home and does
not withstand the rigorous use of a command post. The grant procedures have been approved by the South
Carolina Law Enforcement Division (SLED). The cost of the Mobile Command Post mcludmg apphcable :
taxes and installation is $204,897.00. .

Funds are appropriated in the following accounts:

| 2476-151200-5A6199 'Homeland Security Grant C $100,778.00

(1) Mobile Command Post _
- 2477-151200-5A6163 Supplemental Homeland Seourity Grant $104,119.00
(1) Mobile Command Post : - .

_ I concur with the above recommendation and further recommend that this purchase be placed on County
Council’s agenda for their next scheduled meeting on August 23, 2005. '

copy: ~ Larry Porth, Director of Finance / Assistant County Adrrnmstrator

Chief Bruce Rucker, Assistant Sheriff / Director of Public Safety and Horneland Secunty o

Major George Brothers Homeland Security Coordlnator




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
‘Procurement Services

MEMORANDUM
. (0) 785-8319
. (F)_ 785-2240

.DATE: ~ August 10, 2005

TO: - Art Brooks
County Administrator

THROUGH: Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB m D bier

Procurement Manager

FROM: Donna J. Harris, CPPB ' ¢/ m
| A?Mcz |

Procurement Oﬁicer

SUBJECT: Roadway Improvements Ben Frankhn Road - “C” Funds - Pubhc Works
BID NO. B06004-08/10/05H

Invitations for bids were advertised and solicited from qualified contractors for Roadway Improvements Ben
Franklin Road. The project includes the construction of approximately 32,798 L.F. of roadway and other
appurtenances for Ben Franklin Road. There is an estimated 100 L.F. of 15", 3,234 L.F. of 18" and 694 L.F.
- of 24" R.C. pipe, 51,822 C.Y. of Excavation, 100 C.Y. of Rock Excavation, 3,952, Tons Rip Rap, 83,900 S.Y.
. of Sand-Clay Base Course (8"), 6,466.7 Tons of Asphalt Surface Course and 25,150 S.Y. of Permanent Turf .

Remforcement Mat (Type 1). We received bids from four (4) contractors (see attached bid tab)

Bids were evaluated by John Fechtel, Director of Public Works; Jim Starlmg, Engineering Assoclate I, Public

Works; Paul G. Sease, CCS, Wilbur Smith Associates; and Donna J. Harris, Procurement Officer. It is our
-recommendation to award this contract to Mabus Brothers Construction Cornpany as being the lowest

responSWe bidder. The total bid for the project, based on estlmated quantltles is $1 744 948.13..

Funds are app_roprlated in account: - | 2700-121300-539896 - Ben Franklin Road 1

I concur with the above recommendation and further recommend that this bid be placed on County Council’s
agenda for their next scheduled meeting on August 23, 2005.

Attachments

copy: Larry Porth, Director of Finance / Assistant County Admmlstrator
- John Fechtel, D1rect0r of Public Works -




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON

BID TABULATION SHEET
BID: B06004-08/10/05H DATE: August 10, 2005 .

ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS BEN FRANKLIN ROAD

Mabus Brothers Construction Company C $1,744,948.13
C. R. Jackson _ $2,256,485.41

| Cherokee, Incorporated - - $2,695,577.94
McClam & Associates, Tncorporated : 297760360

Blds Opened: August 10, 2005 @ 3:00 p.m. "

Mma _/m

Donna J. Harris, CPPB
Procurement Officer
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'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Procurement Services

MEMORANDUM
© (0).785-8319
(F) 785-2240

DATE: August 15,2005
TO: Art Brooks
County Administrator

THROUGH: Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB WQM

Procurement Manager

FROM: Donna J. Harris, CPPB
Procurement Officer _

- SUBJECT: Request for Approval to Utilize Request for Proposals Process for a
Document Imaging System - Register of Deeds / Information Services

- We are requesting the approval for the use of the Request for Proposals process in order to select the
- services of a qualified consultant/contractor to provide the County with a Document Imaging System -
for the Register of Deeds Department. The current contract for hardware, soﬂware and services that
* provide line-of-business and document imaging for the Register of Deeds Office expires November
2006. It is not in the County’s best interest to extend this contract past the expiration date {See
- -attached memorandum from Debra Gunter, Register of Deeds). Furthermore, the Department of
- Information Services and Procurement Services have been working with the Register of Deeds
-Office and various other departments to identify potential replacement systems that will integrate
'County-wide. This will minimize duplication of work throughout the County and provide more
accurate and concise information to the Public.

Due to the scope of this project, we feel that it would not be practical or to our advantage to write
a comprehensive set of specifications that may limit our resources or restrict competition. In
-selecting a consultant/contractor, it will also be advantageous to consider other award criteria in
- additionto cost. Proposals shall be reviewed and evaluated by a review panel based upon Spe01ﬁc '
evaluation factors

It is our recommendation that we utilize the competitive sealed proposal procedure established in
the County ordinance. In accordance with this ordinance, approval for use of this procedure must
be obtained from County Council. We further recommend that this request be presented to County‘ T
Council at then' next scheduled meeting set for August 23, 2005 ' : -

Thank you.
copy: Larry Porth, Director of Finz:mce/Assistant County Administrator

Debbie Gunter, Register of Deeds
Jim Schafer, Director of Information Services




MEMORANDUM

DATE: 8/11/2005

TO: SHEILA FULMER, PROCUREMENT MANAGER
 FROM: DEBRA GUNTER, REGISTER OF DEEDS
RE: REQUEST TO USE THE RFP METHOD TO SOLICIT PROPOSALS FOR A REGISTER OF

DEEDS LINE-OF-BUSINESS AND DOCUMENT IMAGING SYSTEM

As you Imdw the curtent lease of hardware, software, and services that provide line-of-business
and document imaging for my office expires in November 2006. Without a replacement system
being in production by that time, the only option WO'l]ld be to temporarily extend the existing lease.

_ The current lease was acquired in 1999. By its end we wi]l have spent nearly $1.2 million on it.
The system has met well the contractor’s commitments. But technology has changed. Costs for .
systems that create, process and store images have decreased significantly. These systems have -
become easier to create and manage, County IT support systems have improved. It is not
advantageous to stay with this lease any longer than necessary. In addiuon, seven years is the
maximum contract period undet the procurement ordinance.

Since discussing this need with Council durmg the recent budget process, I have continued to
work with IS staff and other departmerits (Assessot, Planning & GIS, Public Works and
Procurement) to identify potential replacement systems. In response to Council’s comments and
concerns, special attention has been given to identifying solutions with: 1) the greatest potential for
initial and contituing cost savings; and 2) the greatest potential for supporting clectronic workflow of
images to other departments to reduce duplicate data entry and unnecessary copying.

The current leased system is not connected in any way with the county network. This makes it
meossl"ble for other departments to “integrate” or even “interface” electronically with this system. I
want this to change. We have identified solutions that can accomplish these results.

- If'we had the go-ahead to solicit proposals today, we could have budget figures by January 2006, -
That would be vety timely for consideration in the FY 06/07 budget process. It would be only 11
months before the expiration of the cutrent lease—a vety shott time in which to prepare for the
implementation of a new system including the migration of existing data and images to 2 new system.

This is my request for authorization to proceed with your office on 4 procurement to replace the
current ROD line-of-business and imaging system. I request that the Request for Proposal (RFP)
‘method be used. This would make clear the results that we expect but would leave it open for
~ vendors to propose whatever methods they have that would most effectively and economically
achieve those results. The county would not be obligated to purchase any particular system, but only -
“to evaluate available options and possibly to award of a contract if i itis determined to be in the -
_county’s interest and if funds are available. -




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Procurement Services B

MEMORANDUM
(0) 785-8385
(F) 785-2240

DATE: August 10, 2005
TO: Art Brooks
County Administrator

THROUGH: Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB gé C? "Q ahw

Procurement Manager

FROM: Donna J. Harris, CPPB
- Procurement Officer

SUBJECT: Caron Wheel_Tips / Sole Source _Procurement - SOlld Waste Management

We have received a purchase request from the Department of Solid Waste Management for
replacement of Caron Wheel Tips for a 2004 Caterpillar 826-G Compactor to include labor and
transportation. In accordance with the Total Maintenance and Repair Contract (TMR) all ground
- engaging tools should be replaced with genuine Original Equipment Manufacturer (OEM) Caterpillar
Parts. This will ensure that the Total Maintenance and Repair Contract (TMR) for this equ1pment
~will not be voided.

- This has been deemed a Sole Source through Blanchard Machinery Company- ae they are the sole
- factory authorized dealer for South Carolina.

* The cost of this project is $53,145.00 including, labor, tfansportaﬁon and applicable sales tax.
Funds are appropriated in the following account: |
5700-121204-5A6225 (1) Compactors Wheel Replacement =

I concur with the above recommendation and further recommend that this purchase be placed on
- County Councﬂ s agenda for their next scheduled meeting on August 23, 2005

copy: Larry Porth, D1rector of Fmance/Asswtant County Administrator
' Joe Mergo, I, Director of Solid Waste Management '
- Ellis Gammons, Fleet Serwces Manager -




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
'SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

© August 11, 2005

212 South Lake Drive
Lexington, South Carolina 29072

Dear County Council (Todd Cullum, Cha}xman)

We are in need of emergency repaits to our transfer station hopper (trash chute). The ttash
chute has become unsafe as well as could cause further structural damage if operations continue and
_repairs are not made. A structural engineer designed a set of repair plans as well as repair
specifications.  Procurement prepared bid documments as well as held a mandatory pre-bid
conference at the Edmund Landfill. Two bids were received, both Lexington County compames
and opened on August 2, 2005. Palmetto Industtial was the lowest responsive bidder. -

1. Palmetto Industrial ~ Gaston, SC - $50,898
2. Mike’s Specialties Lexington, SC $81,100

‘The solid waste management transfer station, building repairs and maintenance account (5700-
- 121206-522000), has the funds available for-the necessary repairs. The repaits, with County
. Council’s permission, can begin on Sunday, August 14 at 7 a.m.. The contractor will work around -
the clock until the repairs are completed. The expected completton of the repairs is Sunday, August
21. :

I am seeking County Council’s approval to begin the repait wotk on August 14, 2005. I am
available at any time to answer or find the answer to any questions that may atise. Thank you for -
taking the time to discuss this matter on the telephone and your understanding of the sitnation.

Respectfully yours,

In effective community service,

WMMM//

Toe G. Mergo, ITT -
Director S




'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
- Procurement Services

MEMORANDUM
(O) 785-8385
I (F) 785-2240
" DATE:  August 11, 2005
- TO: - Art Brooks _ : '
o - County Administrator _ .
THROUGH: Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB %ﬂk R By
' Procurement Manager : T :

FROM: Janice A. Bell, CPPB F2-cc8-

" Procurement Ofﬁcer

_ SUBJECT: Repair Transfer Statlon Trash Chute - Solid Waste Management
: B06003-08/02/05B - Emergency Purchase

- Competitive sealed bids were solicited to Repair Transfer Station Trash Chute for Solid Waste Management. We
-~ received two (2) bids (see attached bid tabulation). When bidding we requested an alternate bid for the contractor -
1o work 7 days a week/24 hours per day. We also had an option of repairing the sheet metal on the wall of the trash
_chute. The bids were evaluated by Joe Mergo, Director of Solid Waste Management and Janice Bell, Procurement

_ Officer.

We recommend award to Palmetto Industrial Construction Company as the low bidder meenng specifications. The
cost for repairing the trash chute is $46,998.00. The cost for repairing the wall is $3,900. 00 The total amount
of this purchase is $50,898.00 including applicable sales tax. .

. Funds are appropriated in the following account:
5700-121206-522000 Solid Waste Building Repairs & Maintenance $50,898.00

~ The trash chute has become unsafe as well as could canse further structural damage if operations continue and -
repairs are not made. These repairs have been deemed an emergency due to there being a Public Safety hazard.
With verbal approval given by County Council through County Admm1strator Art Brooks on August 12, 2005,

- work began on August 14, 2005. _ _

I concur with this emergency purchase and firther request ratification from County Council at their next scheduled
meeting on August 23, 2005. - .

Attachment

| copy:  Larry Porth, Director of Finance/Assistant County Administrator
: Joe Mergo, Director of Solid Waste Management




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON

- .BID TABULATION SHEET

DATE: August 12, 2005

REPAIR TRANSFER STATION TRASH CHUTE
B06003-08/02/05B |

| Palmetto Industrial
| Construction Company

Mike’s Specialties Inc. $77,000.00 | $4,100.00 | $81,100.00

| ._Bid opened: August 2, 2005

e A. Bell, CPPB
Procurement _Ofﬁcer




'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Procurement Serv1ces

MEMORANDUM
(0) 785-8319
(F) 785-2240

DATE: August 11, 2005
TO: Art Brooks
: County Administrator

 THROUGH: Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB - ‘/R ‘_ _
Procurement Manager m az‘*‘a""w
FROM: Donna J. Harris, CPPB //J

Procurement Officer

SUBJECT: Filing System - Treasurex’s Office / Delinquent Tax
' Q06001-08/11/05H_

~Invitations for Bids were advertised and solicited from qualified bidders for a Filing System for the
- Treasurer’s Office / Delinquent Tax. The Filing System currently in use is more than thirty years
- old and has been repaired numerous times over the last five years. The electronic key pads no longer
~operates and cannot be repaired or replaced. The department is operating the system from a switch
on the safety status panel, if the backup switch fails the system will no longer work. Due to the age
and condition of this equipment the Department has requested a replacement system that will last
for many years to come. We received one (1) bid and two (2) no bids. Palmetto Shelving Systems,
Incorporated and American Specialty stated that they do not offer this product or service. '

We received one bid from Southern Business Systems, Incorporated for a lump sum of $14,346.00.
The total bid amount exceeded the projected budget. The County negotiated costs with Southern
Business Systems, Incorporated to bring the project within budget. After negotiations, Southern
Business Systems, Incorporated agreed to do the total contract, I.ncludlng mstallatlon trade -1n of the
old unit, and appllcable sales taxes for $11,729.58. :

Bids were evaluated by Gail Grimim, Senior Administrative Assistant I, Treasurer’s Office and

 Donna J. Harris, Procurement Officer. It is our recommendation to award this bid to Southem

Business Systems, Incorporated as the lowest responsible bidder. The total cost of this project is
$11,729. 58 including apphcable sales tax.

Funds are appropnated in account:  2950-101700- 5A6218 (1) Filing System $11,729. 58

- I concur mth the above recommendation and further recommend that this bid be placed on County
: Councﬂ s agenda for their next scheduled meetmg on August 23, 2005

copy: Larry Porth, Director of Finance / Assistant County_Admjmstrator
- William O. Rowell, Treasurer
Eugene B. Rishkofski, Deputy Tax Collector, Treasurer / Delinquent Tax




COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Procurement Services

aMEMORANDUM
- (0)785-8166
(F) 785-2240

DATE:  August 12, 2005

TO: ~ Art Brooks
' County Administrator

FROM:  Sheila R. Fulmer, CPPB S‘ﬁ C} /p %W
Procurement Manager S :
SUBJECT: Architectural/Engineer Services
New Construction of Law Enforcement Service Center located at Lexmgton
County Airport at Pelion S
Sheriff’s Department L :
County Council approved funding for the construction of a new Law Enforcement Serv1ce Center :
to be built at the Lexington County Airport at Pelion for the Sheriff’s Department. ' :

I have obtained an “Opinion of Probable Construction Costs” from John Derrick, Derrick and Dunlap
Architects (see attached). The total cost for this project is $813,353.00. Please note the estimated
cost for construction exceeds the budgeted amount of $671,240.00. This is primarily. due to the fact -
that the original estimates did not include the addition of a two bay apparatus shelter. The cost
estimate for this addlthn is $200 000 00

Included in the total prOJect cost is the Architectural/Engineering services fee of $44,460.00. This
fee equates to 6% of the total construction cost, which is less than the recommended percentage from
the State Engineer’s Guideline Fee Schedule, It is our tecommendation to award the
Architectural/Engineering Services to Derrick and Dunlap Architects for a total cost of $44,460.00.

Because total finding has not yet been authorized, we would recommend  that
- Architectural/Engineering Services not start untit additional funds have been appropriated. '

HUD Funds are currently appronriaﬁed in the following amount: . _
2400-151200-5A6188 LE Svc Ctr @ Airport $671,240.00

I request that this project be placed on Councﬂ’s agenda for their next scheduled rneetmg on August
23, 2005.

Attachment

copy: Larry Porth, Director of Finance/Assistant County Administrator
James Metts, Sheriff '
Bruce Rucker, Assistant Sheriff /Director of Public Safety and Homeland Security
George Brothers, Homeland Security Coordinator S
‘George Bistany, Community Development Administrator




Derricfz
Dunlap

ARCHETECTS

July 20, 2005

Ms. Sheila Fulmer, CPPC

Lexington County Procurement Office
212 South Lake Drive

Lexington, SC 29072

Ref: Construction Projects for the Department of Public Safety

Dear Ms. Fulmer:

I would fike to express my appreciation to you and the people of Lexington
for your confidence in our abilities in the design and contract administration for the
projects referenced above. These contracts mean a lot to our firm and, therefore,
we will put forth our very best efforts in their successful completion. -

Enclosed, please find a synopsis of the estimates provided to us. | have
studied the numbers and revised them slightly as I think they would more realisti-

cally cost.

I would like to caution you that there are many. vanables that can and

will affect the numbers.

1.

803-799-5472 |

Only one site has been chosen—the airport at Pelion. Dependent on

. the topography, availability of water and sewage, and storm water re-
tention, the site cost could vary widely. We will be installing water

wells in some locations, septic systems in.some, and where we do
not, tap fees vary widely.

Because two of the projects are Federally funded, with their wage
rates, their cost could increase 5%. .

The construction of the ex;stlng statlons that are to be renovated
vary, so their costs w;II vary from station to station.

§03-799-5590fax |  PO.Box 84 Columbia SC29202 | ~ 1325 Park St Suite 100 (20201) |

‘MJA, Tnc. dba




Over all, the total costs look in order. As long as some of the fine items can |
- be modified, the totals should be unaffected. Should everythlng iook in order glve
me a call so that | can prepare contracts. :

We look forward to continuing to prowde these services to you, Agaln
thank you! :

Sincerely, _
Derrick lap, Architects

John C. Derrick, AlA
© President

" Enclosure




Type

# of Bays -
- BF Office
SF Bay
Total SF

Structure
Generator
Ext Lighting
Well
‘Landscaping
Bldg Cost
Site Work
Construction Cost
- Fees
Subiotal
Land Cast
Tap Fees
Contingency
Total

* HUD Funded

Corley Mill Cedar Grove *Fish Hatchery

OPINION OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COSTS |
Chapin Lake Murray *South Service Additions

Suburban Rural Rural Suburban Surburban Special Special

C2 2 2 3 2 : 2

2552 1600 1600 2552 2552 6200

2600 2400 2400 3900 2800 2600

5152 - 4000 4000 6452 5152 8800
$398,680 %$300,000 $300,000 $483,180 $398,680 $657,000 - $175,000
$20,000 $20,000 $20,000 ~ $20,000 $20,000 $20,000

$4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000 .

$0 - $10,000 o

$5,000 $4,500 $4,500 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000
$427,680 $338,500 $328,500 $512,180 $427,680 $686,000 $175,000
$65,000 $72,500 $65,000 $65,000 $65,000 $55,000 $0
$492,680 $411,000 $393,500 $677,180 $492,680 $741,000 $475,000
$29,561 $24.,660 $23,610 $34,631 $29,561 $44,460 $10,500
$522,241 $435,680 $417,110 $611,811 $522,241 $785,460 $185,500
$327,000 $15,000 $25,000 - $125,000 - $100,000 '

$10,000 $0 $10,000 $10,000 $22,500 -

$29,999 $57,080 $43,130 $44.429 $29,099 $27,893 $8,750
$889,240 $507,740 $495,240 $791,240 $674,740 $813,353 $194,250




* COUNTY OF LEXINGTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

Department of Community})evelopment
County Administration Building (803) 785-8121
212 South-Lake Drive Lexington, South Carolina 25072

ZONING MAP AMENDMEN T APPLICATION # MOS 07

Address and/or descnptlon of property for which the amendment is requested:

2261 North Lake Dr Columbia 29212 L  TMS#2696-02-006
Zoning classifications: Nelghborhood Commercial ( Ci) General Commereial (C2)
(current) = . {(proposed)

Reason for the request (use the back of this application fbrm if necessary):

We are going to cook barbeque on a charcoal cooker and need construct building to house cooker under

since it is not allowed in C1 zoning,

ations. Current zoning will not allow expansion of activi

Even though this request will be carefully rewewed and conSIdered the burden of proving the need for the

amendment rests w1th the applicant. f—-%
: ; g ~
Date  06-13-05 Signature? A
4 Ny, R

{ X) Owner? Name(f);int) Donovan Harrison
{ ) Agent? ' ‘

Address 243 Shoreline Dr.

Telephone # 803-781-1958 Columbia, SC 29212

***************#********************************************************************

1. 6 /13/05 Application Received 4./ _/__ Property Posted
2. 6 /13 /05 FeeReceived ‘ 5. 8/ 2./a8 Notices Sent
3i _% /4 /63 Newspaper Advertisement

_/____/_ Plamming Commission Recommendation:

***#******’f‘***************’Z‘*****************##’*******‘*************3{‘*****************
7/ jl/_@é’i?irst Reading¥ / 23/ 9__{Pubh'c Hearing __/__/__ SecondReading _ / / Third Reading

Rt:sults :

HADOCS\ZONING\FORMS\mapamend(5-06.wpd




- STAFF SUMMARY
' ZONING MAP AMENDMENT #M05-07

Description of the Am_endment:' This rﬁap amendment request is. for a change in zoning
classtfication from. “Neighborhood Commercial(C1)” to “General Commercial(C2).”

Character of the Area: There is a mix of residential(single family and condominiums in the area)
with a gas station at the corner of River Dr. and North Lake Dr.

Zoning History: This prolﬁerty 18 in the Dutch Fork Planning Area zoned in 1971/1974. Over the
years there have been approximately ten(10) map amendment requests in the immediate area :

_ ..Council. District: Six-Councilman Johnny W. Jeffcoat -

Attachments: Chart of Allowed Uses by Zoning District
Political Boundaries Maps '
Location Maps

HAROCS\ZONING\COUNCIL\SUMMO0507. wpd




However, home oceupation day cars is not subject to the 25% of totad Hoor area restriction, or the 756
square feet of floor area westriction Imposed on other home occupations. Also, home ocoupation day
egs ay be condacted outside oa the promises using yard furnishings costomary to the residential

' setting. Additional traffic generation from one delivery and one pick up of cach individual each day ~

shall be considered within the Hmitations of Hem “c™ above. The Board of Zoning Appeal’s
- deliberations shall include, hut not be Hndted to, the following llems: .

L

2

the size of the residence and the ouiside recreation ares;

parking and vehicular accessto the resideses anditsability to acaemmadaie the tir{;p-eff andpick-
up of the additional individuals; _

3. the stafed opinions of the sm'm{mémg Droperiy owners; and

ifrequested, the acceptability of having an employee (“caregiver” as defined by the South Carolina
Department of Social Services} who is not a resident of the dwelfing unit.

21.36 Permitted Uses by District

‘The colurmmar chart which follows describes the activities permitted withineach {Eistrict; This chartis based upon
the list of principe] activitics defived in Section 21. 18 of this Ordinance and the districts estabﬁshc{i in1 Section

- 1140, and is subject to the following:

a “The Esting of a permitied activity within a district may be voided upon the &pg:siicatiﬁn of the special overlay
district regulations pertaining to flooding, drainage, or airports foand in Articles 4 and 3 of this Ordinmnce.

b. The provisions of Chapters 2, 3, and 4 of this Article shall apply in alf districts to afl listed activities as

applicable. The application of these provisions may prohibit an activity from locating in a perticular district

| c. Within the Limited Restriction (LR) district, all activities except the fﬁ%ﬁawiﬁg are permitted without review

for compliance with the specific provisions of this Ordinanee:

Extremely Hazardous Materials as regniated by Article 3
Miining Operations as regulated by Article 8§

Mobile Bome Parks as reguiated by Adicle 7

Sexually Oriented Businesses as regulated by Article 10

- Z2L31 Chart of Permitied Activities by District

Those activities that are marked by an asterisk {*) are allowed only when granted a special exception by
the Board of Zoning Appeals as gutlined in Article 12 of this Ordinance.

X | | XX | XX | XX | XX | Administrative Offices
B XX XXX | XX | XX || Adversing Siens
XX XX | XX | XX [ XX | XX | XX || Adrponts
XX | XX | XX XX | XX || Animal Operations
XX XX [ XX XX | XX | XX | XX || BoatDocks
XX ' XX | XX || Bus and Tronsit Terminals
1 XX XX XX | XX || Business Services’
XX XX XX XX |XX XX XX | ZX || Cemeteries
AN | | X | X | X XX | 31X | XX Emléariﬁduit!}ay%ze
XXX |3X | XX |XX XY | XX | XX | XX | 232 | X3 || Churches
XX XX | XX | Communication Towers
I XXX XX (XX XX | XX | XX || Communaity Bdocation
: XX XX | EX | XX || Construction Services




e

4

i

i

b i -
XX ¥X | XX || Crops
XX XX | ZX || Bctention Centers
MO 00| X XN | XK | XX | XX | XX | XX || Essential Services (Limitedy
XK IXX XX | XX | XX XX | XX | XX || Essential Services {Extensive)
) XX | XX XX 1 XX | XX || Pood Services
XX XX | XX | XX || Genera} Repair and Maintenance Services
I XX XX | XX ) XX | XX || Genernf Reiail (Limited)
' XX XX | XX | XX | General Retall (Extensive)
IKX# A0 | XXE|0E | XX (XX XX | X¥ | XX | XX || Group Assembly (Limifed)
XX | XX XX | XX | X || Group Assembly (Iniermediate)
XX XX | XX | XX || Group Assembly {Extensive}
KX IZX X | XX XX JXE | XX | XX | XX || Group Housing
XX HX (XX | XX | XX || Hospitals
| XX | xx XX | XX || Kemelsand Subiss
XX XX | XX || Lendfils {Limited)
XX XX | XX || Landfls {Indermediate}
XX XX | XX || Landfiils {Bxtensive}
XX XX | XX | XX || Monufactoring (Lighe Assembiy)
XX ' XX | XX || Munofacuring (Limited)
XX XX | 3X || Manufaciaring (Intermediate)
1XX XX | XX || Mansfactaring {Extensive)
XX KX | XX | XX || Marinas
EXIXH I XX | XX | XX | XX || Medical Services
X XX | 200 || Militsy Ingtallations
X XX XX | XX | XX || Mining (Eimied)
XX XX | X3 || Mining ntermediste)
XX XX | XX || Mining (Extensive)
X PXX | XY XX )XY (XX (XY |2 | XX | XX | X || Min-Paks
XX XX ) XX | XX || Mini-Warghouses
X |IH XXX XX XX [ XX | XX | XX || Mobile Homes
XX XX XX | XX | XX )| Mobile Home Parks {Limdted) ¥
XX\ XX XX | XX | XX § Mobile Homne Parks (Extensive) #
I X | X XY XX [ XY | XX | XX | XX | XX | ZX || Maturs] Reserves
: X | XX | XX ) XX | XX | XX | XX | Nom-Assembly Culineal
I exX | o 300 [ XX XX | XX | 3 | XX { XX || Nursing Homes
XX XX | XX XX | XX | Personal Convenience Services
XX XX | XX | XX | XX XX | XX | XX || Plant Nurseries
XX XX | XX || Power Planis
XX N1 XX ) XX | XX | KX | XX || Professional Services
XX XX | XX || Radioactive Matedials Handling
XX XX | XX || Railroad :
AX XX | XX || Recycling Centers
I XX KX | XX | XX || Besearch Services
X XX (XX | XX XXX XX | XX | XX | XX | XX || Residential Datached
I XXX XX XX | XX | XX | x| XX || Residemial Attachad 2 dwelling units)
XX XX XX | XX | XX || Restdentini Attached {3 or more dwelling units}
F XX 3 XX XX | XX || Rethresent Conters/Assisted Liviig




XX XX

XX Sabvage/Wrecking Yard
XX EX | XX (| Scrmp Operations
XX XX | XX | XX | XX | Bushess Parks
XX XX XX | XX || Shopping Cexmtery Specalative Development
XX | XX | XX [|Industrial Parks : '
XX XX | XX | XX || Towing and Beponndment Let
XX X¥ |30 | XX || Trade Enterprises
| XX ‘HX [ XX | XX || Trausient Habitation

l : XX XX | XX | XX || Trassport and Warchonsing (Limited)
XX | XX | XX || Transport aud Warehousing (Exfensive)
XX XX | XX | XX | XX || Transport Services :
XX XX | XX | XX} Undertaking

I | EN X | XN | XX )N )XY EX X | XX || Udlities

XX XX | XX | XX || Vehick Parldng
XX XX XX | XX || Vohicle Repair

I XX XX | % | XX Vehicle Sales

B XX XX [ XX | XX | 30 || Vehicle Servicing (Limited)

' XX XX } X3 | 22 || Vehicle Servicing (Extensive)
X XX XX | XX | 33 || Wewerinarian
o | XX XX | XX | xx §| Zoos

# The permitting of this activity In these districts is allowed oaly if the Group Assessbly (Litnited) sctivity is a membership
facitity owned, operated, and used by the property owners in the smrounding residential area for which the facility is baing
astabHshed. : ' o







ZONING MAP AMENDMENT REQUEST #M05-07







ZONING
ROAD CLASSIFICATION
i Interstates
A - Arterial Road
C - Collector Road
LL - Limited Local Road
L - Local Road
RL4 - Residential Local 4
RL5 - Residential Local §
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RESTRICTIVE DEVELOFMENT
) RA - Recreational 1 Agricuttural
D - Development
[T Rt Low Density Residential
[7] R2 - Medium Densty Resicential
R3 - High Density Residential
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