RICHLAND COUNTY
COUNCIL

DEVELOPMENT AND SERVICES COMMITTEE

| Gwendolyn Kennedy | Damon Jeter | Norman Jackson, Chair | Jim Manning | Bill Malinowski

| District 7 | District 3 | District 11 | District 8 | District 1

APRIL 28, 2009
5:00 PM

2020 Hampton Street
Council Chambers

CALL TO ORDER

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1. March 24, 2009: Regular Session

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

ITEMS FOR ACTION

2. Lower Richland property purchase and potential usage

3. Request to approve a friendly condemnation for the purpose of obtaining a sewer easement at 1416
Heyward Brockington Road (TMS# 9504-04-03)
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4. Request to authorize the negotiation of a contract for C&D Transportation Services to the most
qualified service provided

5. Request to approve amendments to the Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Community
Matching Grants Program

6. Request to approve amendments to the Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Community
Planning Grants Program

7. Request to authorize the negotiation of a contract with Loveless and Loveless C&D Landfill for
C&D Disposal services

8. An ordinance amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 18, Offenses; so as to
clarify the requirements pertaining to the smoking of tobacco products in the unincorporated area of
Richland County

9. Intergovernmental Agreement between Richland County and the Town of Blythewood relating to the
acceptance and maintenance of public roads and associated drainage systems

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION / INFORMATION

10. Council Motion (Malinowski): Any expenses incurred by Richland County for infrastructure due to
development in incorporated areas will be billed to and paid for by the incorporated area creating the
expense

ADJOURNMENT
Richiand County

=/
= |
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
March 24, 2009: Regular Session

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ukwNE

Recommendation

Recommended By: Department: Date:

Reviews
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Richland County Council
Development and Services Committee
March 24, 2009
5:00 PM

In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, a copy of the agenda was sent to radio and
TV stations, newspapers, persons requesting notification, and was posted on the bulletin board
located in the lobby of the County Administration Building.

Members Present:

Chair: Norman Jackson

Member: Damon Jeter

Member: Gwendolyn Davis Kennedy
Member: Bill Malinowski

Absent: Jim Manning

Others Present: Paul Livingston, Valerie Hutchinson, Joyce Dickerson, Kelvin Washington,
Michielle Cannon-Finch, Milton Pope, Tony McDonald, Sparty Hammett, Roxanne Matthews,
Joe Cronin, Larry Smith, Pam Davis, Paul Alcatar, Michelle Onley

CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order at approximately 5:05 p.m.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

February 24, 2009 (Reqular Session) — Mr. Jeter moved, seconded by Ms. Kennedy, to
approve the minutes as distributed. The vote in favor was unanimous.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Mr. Malinowski requested that the Smoking Ban Ordinance Clarifications and Enforcement be
moved to Items for Discussion/Information.

Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Mr. Jeter, to approve as corrected. The vote in favor was
unanimous.

ITEMS FOR ACTION

A Resolution requesting that the South Carolina General Assembly continue to support
meaningful incentives for recyclers in recognition of the enerqgy and environmental

ltem# 1
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Richland County Council
Development and Services Committee
March 24, 2009

Page Two

benefits of recycling to our county, the state, and the nation — A discussion took place.

Mr. Jeter moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to forward this item to Council with a
recommendation for approval with the resolution being amended to note the firm that provided
the statistical information included in the resolution. The vote in favor was unanimous.

Request to approve the early renewal of a municipal solid waste contract with Waste
Management, Inc. — A discussion took place.

Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Mr. Jeter, to forward this item to Council with a
recommendation for approval. The vote in favor was unanimous.

Request to consider a petition filed in circuit court to close a portion of Blaine Street and
Dunston Street — A discussion took place.

Mr. Jeter moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to forward this item to Council with a
recommendation for approval. The vote in favor was unanimous.

Request to approve a grant in the amount of $28,000 from the South Carolina
Competitive Grants Program to support the Gills Creek Watershed Restoration Project
(No Personnel) — Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Mr. Jeter, to forward this item to Council
with a recommendation for approval. The vote in favor was unanimous.

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION/INFORMATION

Smoking Ban Ordinance Clarification and Enforcement — Ms. Matthews gave an overview
of staff’'s proposed ordinance clarifications.

Request to dedicate a portion of road maintenance fee revenues for the paving of dirt
roads — Mr. Hammett gave an update regarding this item.

Request to establish a Sewer Availability Fee — A report will be given to the committee once
a legal review has been completed.

Request to establish a Jail Intervention Program — This item was held in committee for
additional information.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at approximately 6:00.

Submitted by,

Norman Jackson, Chair
The minutes were transcribed by Michelle M. Onley
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Lower Richland property purchase and potential usage

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

vk whnN e

Recommendation

Recommended By: Department: Date:

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Lower Richland Property Purchase and Potential Usage

A. Purpose

The purpose of this Request of Action is to determine a usage for the identified property in
Lower Richland.

B. Background / Discussion

The following occurred at the March 17, 2009 Council Meeting:

Request to purchase property in Lower Richland with $2.8 million dollars ($2.800,000)
from the Hospitality Tax fund balance for tourism-related activities — Mr. Jackson moved,
seconded Mr. Washington, to purchase the property in Lower Richland for $2.8 million from the
Hospitality Tax fund defined as: “all parcel or tract of land containing 128.77 acres, more or
less, located east of Lower Richland Boulevard, southeast of the intersection of Hwy. 378,
Sumter Hwy., and west of the other lands of Richland County, more particularly shown on and
described on certain bonded survey prepared by Lower Richland Investors, LLC, Civil
Engineering of Columbia, dated December 12, 2007, and recorded in the ROD for Richland
County, December 19, 2007, in Plat Book 1385, Page 3138.” A discussion took place.

POINT OF ORDER — Ms. Smith stated that there was nothing included in the Council agenda
identifying the land and inquired if this was taken up during the D&S Committee meeting.

Mr. Livingston ruled that Mr. Jackson’s motion would be amending the D&S Committee’s
recommendation.

Mr. Washington made a substitute motion, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to refer this item back
to committee and clarify which property is to be purchased, the amount that is to be paid for the
property and exactly what is going to be done with the land. A discussion took place.

Ms. Hutchinson made a second substitute motion, seconded by Ms. Smith, to consider
Alternative #2, to “direct staff to pursue the purchase of property in Lower Richland for
tourism-related activities after undertaking a comprehensive assessment to determine the need
for the property, and its stated use(s).” A discussion took place.

Ms. Smith requested the following amendment to Ms. Hutchinson’s motion: to give first
priority to the property identified in Mr. Jackson’s motion.

Ms. Hutchinson accepted the amendment.
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In Favor Oppose

Pearce Jackson
Malinowski Livingston
Hutchinson Dickerson
Jeter Manning
Smith Kennedy
Washington

The second substitute motion failed.

Mr. Washington restated his motion as follows: to send this item back to committee, take the
existing study and come up with a usage for the identified property.

In Favor Oppose
Pearce Jackson
Malinowski Hutchinson
Jeter Manning
Livingston

Dickerson

Kennedy

Washington

Smith

The substitute motion passed.

Per the motion, staff is hereby presenting potential usages for the identified property, taken from
the Lower Richland Area Property Feasibility Study, Phase I, Addendum 1 (attached here in its
entirety, along with the corresponding Executive Summary).

1. A Water Park and High Adventure Center for Richland County

2. Recreation and High Adventure Complex for Richland County

3. Golf Course and Club House (and Alternative Golf-Related Facilities)
4. Environmental Passive Recreation Center

5. Land Banking

Per the study, “although none of the proposed alternative uses appear to generate a positive cash
flow....alternatives 1 and 2 could be given further consideration by Richland County as possible
feasible uses for the subject sites. Both scenarios would create a location unique to Lower
Richland, Richland County, and the region, and could potentially create a “critical mass” and an
“excitement” to the extent that proceeding with one or the other as a matter of public policy
could be deemed to outweigh the expected annual deficits.”
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. Financial Impact

It has been discussed that the purchase of the property for $2.8 million would come from the
Hospitality Tax. Further, depending on the usage that Council chooses, costs would vary from
$2.8 million (to land bank the property, with the assumption that the $2.8 million cost is not
negotiable) up to $15+ million dollars.

. Alternatives

1. Determine potential usage(s) for the identified property.
2. Do not determine potential usage(s) for the identified property at this time.

. Recommendation

Motion made by Councilman Washington at the March 17, 2009 Council meeting.

. Reviews

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers
Date: 4/14/09
0 Recommend Approval
0 Recommend Denial
v No Recommendation
Comments: Hospitality tax funds have some restrictions on use so any project should
be consistent with the allowable use of those funds. Based on the limited information
presented, all alternatives seem to be allowable. After Council evaluates the program
merits and approves a project, the financing can be structured to fit within available
funding in the hospitality tax fund.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith
Date:

0 Recommend Approval

[0 Recommend Denial

v'"No Recommendation
Comments: Council’s discretion

Administration
Reviewed by: J. Milton Pope
Date: 4-20-09

Comments: Council should first determine a use for the property prior to a purchase of
property and I reiterate the comments of the Finance Director.
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Addendum 1

SOWERSCHIANBAREA
FROPENNY FEASISILINY SITUDY - FrIASE |

Contract Numeer RC-PC-447

Submitted to:
RCHEANDNSGUNI V5
OOU HNSAROINNAS
November 2008
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Addendum 1

Priority Primary Uses for the Subject Sites
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Lower Richland'Water Park &
- High Adyenture Complex

ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 12 of 75 Page 6 of 20



[~ T

e |

CT - LE =

Terrae =iy W

TR g e A -.s...l.n_

TREPT- Wy e Ay mTawr

. T

= At e (=T e

i w1 e 2 da e i ey

= - . Tenlaay o
TR T

IS T L)

e

e 1

IO Ty

T | B e 0 ] < ey T <

o o T B e <o gy ey T

worn
LETTEL T
e
o B

T e e e

[ e e e e

il R ke e b g e e g e

o | A P e P ] P ey ey P

S | A P e P P [ ey e P

TR R ey ER L R

g CL LR T

AL

4 1 e

=

— T

Ty e ke |

IO Ty

|

e e
=
Ty g e |

T, |

e R ek |

Ty m

W Sy e e Voo N

T e o R Ba i p P e R e TR R
T ) e i | G s A

g ey e g e ey o =

g Mg ey iy frump s el - B ) RS

ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 7 of 20

Page 13 of 75



B LI AT - T I S

e

My p b epp PP g uud

s o ot abi - K WS D W

ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 8 of 20

Page 14 of 75



Pl LR R e g e e OO0 o e e DY R M ko O IO PR 13O

i, i | e g

RSO BN e 0 uory ol poodd e S e e T g e Doy i e acan e s
“LEVHLN B LS | R T T L1

OO STLHVAIE [ETURTY [
TS B e T e
R ) W A pan oy B e ey | O D S 5 0 L 4V SO 00 ey

KRy i) o) e iy

ITRILD I BO) [I0

vl i 0438 et b 1 A,

TR ST I

TR [CUC REHR iy

| o prorgns o "o )i ok S pper i e e o) o0 ol o e gy pa i e i gy e ) o bl iy gy i vy

oA e L PSS S8 (17 MLy e CE Teaw () Bown i, yqin perroy |
oo o 5 Rl
e i e e e e e T L e T OO0 L i pows o podmdignpg
AR T T O R R O T e e 0 0 O ety gy
3 o pa ) Ty 2 - |y e opey ooy ey, o gy i s aures
Cimmicdangy 1 o LR =i

ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 9 of 20

Page 15 of 75



e O MR 0BTy S DU N e T Aty 00 i Do D

T ] L e T e o T

[ R il mey sul Ry P |
v i 8 g o0 e e [ 000 00 28 ] W T A e T
OOELE il e ] 0 4 5 e ey

P B [P L [T

T8 "L DL S U LA LA B |

P e T [

s Py Husas ) o i g 0 ] A |

L s g Al e ]

MO0 PO,

e e ma e o e | peem | (OGO LE

A0

nohELE SRR oS PR
O0DeE DO TS R BTG
(DO DELE CLE & RO (00 S)L Uy

BT R 3 O T W 1P L T U]
T ] R Ty L L S [ L
T e e KT ] OOTILLE T e (i Boapos o ) oty
DO0a) LTS
LonaLE e v i |
T 1 T B OB LA 5 W0 0 AR O 8 AMORA T LR
W L CETrEET
] g | Aueg e
T R A iR DR
nTELE D
D00 TSR ETELE L e
DO0SL LE LI
DOIO0LE AP D E A
T L LIS T | R L
DO0IEEE ek 4] st e
OIS APEE U O
0TS ST A
poaTE 1A Fuguag)
OOOLE R

B iy e s i g

-

T s o TR 0 i g R BRI S 2T A I 15 B g O

Bisa B

o ] e gy B

SO Cra

g Tt U] ' PR | ) BTy

BMOH b i " |

O S L

oy darcisbapy i

ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 10 of 20

Page 16 of 75



LICTAER TH TR RER S FOEERT F I ERSITOT e TUTT S PR |

Addendum 1
Prhirl‘rir-]ru:t:l‘nrﬂte Subject Sites

In @ repart entiled “Lower Richland &rea Property Feasibiity Study — Phaze [} defvered to Richland
Caunty an Movembeer 14, 2008, Cene=siz Consuking Croup concluded that the highest and best uze of
the 126.77-acre parcel that was part of the ctudy was residential This finding iz consistent with the
original plans of the owner. the recommendations of the County's planners that the property be
rexaned for singls family resdential, 3z well a5 the opinions of multiple appramers who wene previously
mnvohved in establishing fair market values for the parcel.

Ceneciz Conzuking Croup reached itz findingz by way of an analyziz of the local and regonal marketz
with rezpect to the constrsction of  golf course on the 12E.77-acre parcel and the adgcent 71.5E-
acre parcel; an azsessment of curnent and future recreation needs of Lower Richland; and an
wdentification (through fisld work, mb=riews. and rese=arch) of identfied “excess capacity” of exsting
public anid prate facilfies within and near the study area that would potentaly (negatively) impact and
b= impacted by the development of new recreational, instrmustional/educational, and commercial uzes
on the subject sites. Bazed on these evalustions, Cenesic Conzulting Croup concluded that the
paotential public recreational nesdz in the area in 2020 would require 2 maximum of 8.26 acres, and the
altemative uses xamined {partcularty polf) would patentialy 1) compete with =asting facilites {and
services) that are superior, with respect to their natural ervironmeent, location, and operating history,
and/or 2) create sven mone “excess capacity” in the area.

Subzequently, Cen=csiz Consuking Croup was asked to make recommendations with respect to which
useis) or combination of uzes on the subject sites, in k= opireon, might come closest to being
sconomically sustinable, provide other benefitz for the Lower Richland community, andor create 2
“desztination” location i the community of toursmy/recrestional-based propects that also waould not
compete with what iz cumenty available.

Thiz addendum focusez on the potentizl uze, or mix of uzes, that could be develaped on the 1268.77-
acre subject site. Cenesic Consulting Croup iz propasing several soenarios, none of which are
necessarly economically sustaning, bat that in the frm's opinion would poterdially establizh this sre as
a regional and/ or local “dectination,™ and would minimze the fizcal mpact on Richland County.

One of the major izsues in sxamining potential uses for the site is the abilty of the various uzes
abzort land @oguisition and constructon costs, i=. capial debt, in addition to genemting revenues that
mizet or =xcesd annual cperating expenzes. Another issue iz the [fsly sconomic Impact that existing.
compesing facilities in the area wil have on new projects, and vicos verza, given that all of the compezing
projects ane reparted to hawve “=wcess service capaciny.” A third issue iz that (ewen) if several potertial
and uzes were sconomically sucstairable, ther aocreage needs are likely lecs than the 12877 acres
available at the site. With thes= points in mind, Censsiz Consuling Croup sugpests that the most
“wiable™ land uzes for the subject site nclude:

1) A '\Water Park and High Adventure Center for Richland County
Thiz proposed mmed (recreation) use project would conzict of several primary and secondary uses that

would rely on the potential synergies betwsesn and among them to create 3 facility that would be unigue
within the regaon
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The primary uses would include:

* 3 water park/swim center | 15 acres)
" 3 “high adventure” center (30 acrez) including:
- rope courses and shde
- climbing wall
- obstacle course
- mountain bidrg
- skatzboarding verue
- paimtball courzes (E acres)
v gvirtual polf center and a J-hole golf courss/ driving range /dizk (Frizbe=) golf courze and mini-
golf {20 acres)
* 3 central multi-purpose bulding (2 scres) including:
- 2 EyMnEsm
- several smaller mesting/ party rooms
- food-prep center
- admimiztration and maintenances

Additional, support faclities |15 scres) could include:

" parking

" an owmoor amphithezter

*  walking trailz

®  picnic pavilions and pionic areas with small sport facilsies:
- harzeachoes
- corn hale or com tass
- badminton

- playgrounds, etc.

The proposed center could be constructed in phazes, and &= component land uzes would eventualky
ooCupy approximately 92 acres, which i@ just 3 acres fewer than the total see of the subject site minuz
wetlands areas. See attached Figure for a potential layout of the o

Thiz concept would rely on 3 primary, capral-ntensive faclity surcunded by numerous other
compatiole, potential “revenue centers” that 1) maximee the wifzed area of the subject property, and
2} zpread the cozt of the land oo it iz “sbzorbed” by more than juzt one facility. It is alze structred zo
az ta minimize competition with amy smilar, prately-owned facilities inthe ares. Theoe uses would
chare 3 common entrance{s) and a centrally located multi-purpoze bulding that would include common
ar=az, pffice space for =ach use, 2 gymnacum, meeting rooms, 3 kitchen, and maintenance/ ctorage
areas.

The primary pasitive of thiz combination of uzes is that they would appear to be unigue and could
attract residents from Lower Richland and throughout the region. While the water park would compate
directly with a smilar facility {Palmetto Falls) at Fort Jackson {that annuzlly s=rves B 000 cilians), that
tacility was constrsched primarily to senve militany pereornel and their families and i= heavly subsidized
by the Army. The “High Adwenture” companentz, mcluding the multi-purpoze building and golf facifties,
would have 3 potential coporate market in addition to a general public appe=al Other than the water
park and muki-purpose bulding, the: capital construction costs would be relatvely love. The additional
land could be dewveloped with passive recreation such as walking or biking trails that ane relatwely

aA-2
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nExpEnzive to constrisct and would help promote the County's desine to extzblizh more green space
throughout the County.

£ potential negatve iz that Palmetto Falk, 2z well az Saluda Splach located at Saluda Shoals Park,
currently have excess capacity. It is unknown whether a water park at the subject cre could attract
=nough customers from throughout the region to generate snough revenue to cover (the majority of
the) d=bt semvice and operating costs. if Palmetto Fals at Fort Jackson was constructed for $4.6 million
n 2003, a smilar facility would most [kely cost approcomately $5 million today. & 10,000-zguare-foat
mult-purpoze building, includng a gymnazium, iz estimated to cost §1.8 milkon to construct. The
purchase price of $3.1 milkon for the subject property would bring the totEl capital costs to $5.8 milkon
tar the itemz listed above. This expenditure would recult in annual debt zendice of approdimatsky
5TE0,000. For reference, appraximately 86,000 customers annually patronize Saluda Splash and
Palmetto Fallz combined. If the water park propozed for the subject cite could attract 85,000
customers, &t 10 per person per vise, plus miscellansous revenwe of 576,000, then total reverues of
S650,000 peryear would be generated. With operating costs for the various facilites estimated at
5600,000, ard marketing costz of $176,000, the total anrual deficit would likely b= about $7 10,000,
azzuming thiz aggressive number of visitors and revenues projected.

While the “High Adverfure” and ather facilfies are not as capital inb=nsive, the capital and operating
costs are estimated at 521760 milkon, which would result i 57176000 in additional dabs senvice and
ncreased operating costs of $375,000. In a reasonable scenario, the use of the “High Adventure™
faciity could penerate:

= 16000 pubfc customers at $10 per vizit

" 30 corporate uzers at 52,000 per seszion

" B.200 {largely weekend) customers {at beo paintball courses) at 526 per session

10,000 players at $10 per person at all the golf/dzk golf venues

miscellaneows income of §30,000 from food and beverage sales, general sales, egquipment
rental, =t

The resuking revenues would be an estimated $770,000. Even with additonal dzbt and cperating costs
of 5660,000, ther= may be cpportunities to penerats excess revenues (5120,000) which, when
comigined with the deficit from the water park comples, could reduce the tatal project deficit to
approximately $530,000 anrwally. (Mot that every additional $1 of revenus above the assumptionz
miade here would reduce the overal project deficit by §1). Thiz estimated deficit would fall within the
mikddle of the rarige of the potertial deficits projected far golf course conctruction and opsrations in the
original report

£c 3 final consideration, Cenesiz Conzulting Croup belisves that the lewel of uzer activity (and revenue)
would be az much az t=n percent (10%:) higher i the project directly fronted Camers Fermy Road.
Caorsideration could be given to developing the proposed Water Park and High Adventure Center an
the lard at Carners Femy Sports Complex, with the athletic fields and relatzd faciites located on the
subjact sres.

Z)  Recreation and High Adverture Complex for Richland County

Thiz propozed faciity soenario would be very smilar to the one proposed above, evospt that thens
wiould be no water park and swimming poal.
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The pozitive of thiz scenario iz that this project would dramatically reduce the reguired capital
mvestment associated with the water park and swimming center; hoveever, the project would stil be
urique to Richland County and the region in many respects.

The primary negative is that thiz project loses = major attraction (the water park), and the remaining
taciities would potentally see perhaps az much s a ten percent [1034) decr=aze in their busineszs
actwity. Addiionaly, while these components are capable of genemsting =xcess revenues when
developed n conjunction with the water park (a5 dzcussed in Scerano 1), they would now need to
bear the full 3.1 milkon in lend acguisition costs. In other words, there would no longer ke economies
of scale from “sharing” certain cperating expenzes. Conzeguentdy, while these same facilties could
generate an sstimated 57 70,000 in revenues with the water park (2= noted above), the revenuez could
fall to about $693,000 without the water park. Capital costs would rise from 32,176 million to $5.276
midlion wirth the sboorption of all land acquisition costs, thereby increasing annual debt cervics to sbout
541E,000. With operating =xpenses increasing from an estimated $476,000 to about $526,000. this
project could result inan arnusl deficr of about 5260,000. This estimated deficit would be somewhat
miore than the low end of the rangs of potental annual defices projected for polf course construction
and cperation in the original repor (S178,510).

3) Colf Course and Club House {and Altemative Colf-Related Facilities)

Ceneziz Consuking Croup thoroughly evaluated the potential use of the subject properties for an 18-
hale regulztion golf facilty within Phaze | of the original feasihilty study report. Bazed on the svaluation,
construction and aperaton of an 1 8-hols faciity would regult i an sstmated potential arrual defict
ranging from approsimately §17E8.000 to as much as §1.1 milion (for up to the frst 20 years of
operation). Thes= ectimated deficts wens baced primarily on the high cocts of debt senice for initial
land acquizrion and course/infrastructure construction, as well az the relatrely signifcant costs for
operations and maintenance of such a faciity. It should be noted, however, that after the 20-year period
required to retire the debt service for land acquisition and initial course and infrastructure costs, such a
faciity haz the potental to operate at eszentally 2 “bresk =ven” arnual rate (and could reafze 2 omal
anrual surplusz).

Shthough an 18-hole faciity would reguire a larg= amount of subsidy funding from other County courcss
for up ta 20 years, other more scaled-dowen golf-refated facifties could be establzhed that waould
reguire b=z acreage, lower construction costs, and more limied operational /mairtenance
eipendmres. &5 supgested under the first two potential use scenarios, these scaled-back facilites
could be combined with other activitiss az part of @ leper “destination” location in Lowesr Richlznd.
Such facifties could mclude features such az @ three-hale “mini” cours= (=ither all Par 3 or Par 3/%ar
4/Par B, a 10-1E te= drving range, 3 sand trap,/pitching practice area, a practice putting surface, 2
decignated goif instruction area, and an indoor “classroom”™ for educational s=ccions. Akhough such
faciites wiould mast likely not be able to accommedate traditional golf tournaments, they would be
able to hast high school- ard collzpe-level golf team practice s=ccions and other key golf programs
geared toward youth golf (such as First Tee Colf and Life Skills Programa). ¥Yith the exception of the
thres-hale “mini” course. a comparables medel faciliey iz the [amez E. Clybumn Colf Center locatsd at
25611 Sliphs fwenue in dosentown Columbia, SC.

Bz another alternative golf-related uoe that could be ectablished in lieu of or in combination with the
faciite: dezcrbed above could be the construction of an indear “virtual™ golf facility or ndoor palf

simulator. Such facilites could provide a realistic polfing experence using course layouts from famous
golf courses throuphout the world, a5 well comprehensive swing analyses and other teaching features.

A—-d
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& virtuzl polf certer could conceivably host “virtual” tournament svents, in addiion to being uzed az
practice and/for instructional facilries.

For any of the facilities dizcussed above, there would ctill be various land acquisition, capital, and
ongoing operations and mamtenance costs. Exeblishment of & three-hole “mini” facibity would
represent the highest cost option based on required acreage and initial construction 0&M costs.
These costs would nclude annual delbt servics for acquisition of apprasimately 20 acres (approscmately
520,000]. anrnual d=bt service for approamately 660,000 in constructon and $250,000 n other
nfrastructurs {approsimat=ly $84,000), and approximately 176,000 m arnual &M costs for 2 total
estmated arnual cost of $279,000. Establishment of an cutdaor driving range,/practics facikty would
require mare moderste capital expenditunes for lnd, constnection, and QEM. Thess costs would
ncluds annual debt serdcs far acquistion of appraxmately B acres (approsomately 5128000 anrual
debt senvice for approsimately 110,000 in construction and $86,000 in other mfrastructurs
(approxmately §14,000), and appromately 100,000 in annual Q&M costs for a total estimated
anrual cozt of $126,000. & virual golf center would requirs the lezst amount of acreage and the
loweest expenditures on initial construction, but would requins some significant imesstments in computer
=quipment and softeane systems (total estimated capital cost of 5100,000)

It should be noted, howewer, that if these facilfties are constructed in conjuncton with other faclities on
the entire 128.77-acre site, the cost of land acquisition and other infraztructure construction would ke
abzorbed in the overall development of the land. Also, any {or a combination) of the sbove altematives
could includs fegtures that would provides some lews| of reverue penaration to offoet costs. Based on
usage estmates for @ three-haols facifty of approsmately 16,000 “rourd=" per y=ar at an estimatsd
revenue peneration of §% per rourd would tatal $135,000 per year of revenue. Based on usape
estimates for an cutdoor driving rangs; practice facility of approximately 20,000 “vicrs" per year ot an
estimated reverue penemation of 34 per visit would fotal 380,000 per year of revenes. Revenue
generation estimates for a vrtual golf center are more difficult since 1) such a facikty would most likely
be construct=d In conjuncton with ether the cutdoor driving range and for the three-haole faciloy and 2)
wery few comparable facilties curemtly exist for “benchmarking” purpases. Meverthelecz, based ana
usage estimate of 5000 “rounds" per year ot an estimated reverue generation of 510 per round would
tatal $50,000 per year of revenue.

4} Emvionmertal Passive Recreation Center

Thiz use would constitute the most limited, passie uses for the property, and vould require only
miodest site Improvermnents such az walking trails, riding trails, camping areas. pionicking facilties, anc,
none af which would reazonably be sxpected to penerate revenue.

Capital coztz would mclude the land acquizition (53,1 milkon), demoliton of sxisting ctructures, and
any combination of limited improverments dentfied {or milar to the) sbowe ($500,000), and minimal
anrual cperatng and maintenances experzes (25,000, for an annual froed cost of approxmately

S2EE,000.

The positive of thiz scenaro iz that the annual grozz cozts o Richland Courty are much lower than
those associated with the uses outlined above; however, the negative iz that even the maodest
improvemnents propoze=d would not appear to be of significant benefit to residentz of Lower Richland
and Richland Courty.

Page 21 of 75

ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 15 of 20



LICTAER TH TR RER S FOEERT F I ERSITOT e TUTT S PR |
B} Lamd Bamking

Thiz use consists of minmal development of the subject site, and entails simply acquirng the property
for pemanent open space. The fioed cost of this option would equal the annual debt zenice for land
acquiziion (appravimately $2456,600) and an annuzl appropriation for unspecified maint=rance of the
sie (approxmately 528,000 far a total of $270, 000 per annum. There iz some undeterminable
emironmental valus for current and future residents.

Conclusions

In conclusion, atthough none of the propozed albsmative uses appear to penerate 3 pocitive cash Aow.
Ceneziz Consuking Croup beleves that akematives 1) and 2) could be gven further corsideration by
Richland County as possible feacible uses for the subject cites. Bath soe=narios would create a location
unique to Lower Richland, Richland County. and the region, and could potentially oreate a “critical
miazzs” and an “excitement” o the esxtent that proceeding with one or the other az a matter of public
palicy could be desmed to cuteeigh the expected annual deficis.
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Addendum 1 — Executive Summary

Loweer Richland Area Praperty Feasibility Study — Phase | (Movember 14, 2008) concludes that
“highest and bect™ uze= af the 128_TT-acre “Mungo” property iz recidential bazed solely on
ecanomics and recreational needs.

Phase | R=port also conclueded that 2020 public recreational needs for Lower Richland wauld
requirs an additional .26 acres to accommodate new facilfties.

Findings were based on analyzis of local and regional markosts; azseccment of cumenthuture
recreation needs; and eniFication of “=ucess ::p:u:it}-' N current facilities

Purpoze of Addendum 1 iz to make recommendations with rezpect to uses tor the “Mungo™
property that might:

* Create 3 tourzm recreation-bazed “destination” location in the community
. Provide other benefits far the community
* Come clozest to being economically sustainable

Mlajar izsues in sxamining potential uses:

* Ability ta shzorb land acguisition and construction costs

* Ability to penerate revenue to offset annual operating expenzes

* Likely =conomic Fmpact to (and fram) existing competing faciltizs in the area
.

Totad acreape nes=ded to realize project completion

Bazed on theze parameters, Cenesiz Canzulting Croup supgests the mast viable land usez
include:

Water Park and Adventure Center [and 5 rt Facilities

Wiater parky/swim center

“High adventura™ canter
Wirtual golt cemter
hulti-purpoze buiding
Cutdoor amphitheater
Wialking traiz

Picnic pavilions

Orther complementary afterings

-8 8 B B 8 B8

sitives:
Urique and could attract LR residents and visitors throughaut the region
“High adventure™ companents have potential to create “conporate market”
Other than water park, capital canstruction casts would be relatiesly low
Additional land could ke devsloped az passive recreation
“High adventure™ companents have patential to lower overall annual shortalls.

|
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MNepaties:

1. Palmetta Falls & Saluda Shoals currently hawe excess capacity

2 Total annual deficit of the water park could reach $710,000 even with agpressive
number of visitors and genersted revenues

3 Although “high adventure” components could offoet come expenzes, annual defict
could =till reach 530,000

4. User activity and revenue could be as much as 10% higher it project directly fromted
Carners Femy Road

Recreation and “High Adwenture™ Complex

* Similar to abowe, with =limination of water park)swirn center

Positives:

1. Project would still ke unique and draw residents and visitors

- Drramartic reduction in required capital investment

MNepaties:

1. Project loses its major attractian (water park), and would hawe resulting drop in overall
use

2 Project would likely result in annual deficit of approximately $250,000

Calf Course {and Alternative Colf Related Facilities)

* 18-Hale Course (not recommended)

. 3-Hole “Mini” Course

* 10-15 Tee Driving Range/Zand Trap/Piching Area/Putting Creen

* Wirtual Colf Center

Positives:

1. Scaled down facilities wouwld reguire l=ss acreage, lower construction costs, and lower
O&M casts

2 3-hale mini course would be unigue offering in region

3 Practice facilities could host high school/college-level team practices and youth
pragrams (e, First Tes)

4. Practice facilties would require relatively modest capital sxpendiures

G Wirtual facifty would be unigue and could host virtual tournaments and serve az practics
wenue

&. Wirtual facilty reguires relatieely very low capital expendiures

7. If devedoped in conjunction with other tacilties, land acguisition;” mbractructune costz
wiould be absarbed in larper development

a. Az camplemerntary offerings, facities would generate some oftsetting revenues

MNepatres:

1. 1B-hale caurse would run likely annual deficss rangng from $176,000 to $1.1 milicn
{and all optionz would o at arnual deficies)

2 I-hale mini course would represent nest highest capital cost aption to 18-haole facility

3 Relatreely high environmental impacts

3 Virtual tacility most likely could nat be stand-alane

A-i
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Emvironmental Passive Recreation Center

* Walking trais

* Riding trailz

* Camping areas

* Picnic faci®ties

Pasiftives:

1. Reguires cnly modest site improvemsnts

o Reprecents very bow capital costs for construction

3. Relatieely environmentally senzitive

Mepgates:

1 Likely annual fived cost of approximately 285,000

- Mone af the activities would penerate oftse=tting revenues
3 Undikely to attract significant number of visitors and only modest benefs to recidents
Land Banking

* Permanent Open Space

Pasitives:

1. Reguires minimal to no site improvements atter acquisition
2 Mozt ervironmentally sensitive aption

3 Prewides some environmental walue for current and future residents
Megaties:

1 Likely annual foed cost of approximately 270,000

2 Mo revenue gensration

3 Undikely to attract significant number of visitors

Alhough none of the proposzed altemative uses appear to generate positive cazh flow,
ARernatives 11 and 2 above could be given further consideration as possible viable uzes for the
subj=ct sie.

These scenarios would create a3 location in Lower Richland unique to the region

Proceeding with either Alternative could be deemed as 3 matter of public policy to be of a
benetit to the community that autweighs the sxpected annual deficits

GEINESIS

ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 25 of 75 Page 19 of 20



ltem# 2

Attachment number 1
Page 26 of 75 Page 20 of 20



Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Request to approve a friendly condemnation for the purpose of obtaining a sewer easement at 1416 Heyward
Brockington Road (TMS# 9504-04-03)

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ik e

Recommendation

Recommended Department: Date:
By:
Reviews

ltem# 3
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Bookert Heights Sewer Project - Sewer Easement Condemnation
A. Purpose

County Council is requested to approve proceeding with a friendly condemnation of a sewer
easement as part of the Bookert Heights Sanitary Sewer Project.

B. Background / Discussion

The County is undertaking a sanitary sewer project in the Bookert Heights Community that will
provide sewer service to approximately 75 homes. In order to complete this project 62
easements were required. All easements have been secured except for one. The property
owners at 1416 Heyward Brockington Road (TMS# 9504-04-03) are deceased and therefore not
available to sign the easement. The current occupant of the property is willing to sign the
easement but does not have the legal authority to sign the documents.

A friendly condemnation of the property will allow the sewer project to proceed. The current
occupant has been informed of the situation, has approved the action and is anxious to see the
sewer project completed.

C. Financial Impact

Approval of this request will have no financial impact on the project. Disapproval will add cost
to redesign and will increase construction cost.

D. Alternatives
1. Approve the friendly condemnation.

2. Disapprove the condemnation — this action will require a redesign and add cost to the project
to continue.

E. Recommendation

It is recommended that Council approve the friendly condemnation of the sewer easement at
1416 Heyward Brockington Road (TMS# 9504-04-03).

Recommended by: Andy H. Metts Department: Utilities Date: 4/14/09
F. Reviews
Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers
Date:

v Recommend Approval
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[1 Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith
Date:
v'Recommend Approval
[J Recommend Denial
[J No Recommendation
Comments:

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett
Date:
v'Recommend Approval
[J Recommend Denial
[J No Recommendation
Comments:
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Request to authorize the negotiation of a contract for C&D Transportation Services to the most qualified service
provided

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ik e

Recommendation

Recommended

Department: Date:
By:

Reviews

ltem# 4
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Solid Waste Transportation Contract RC-001-P-0809

. Purpose

County Council is requested to allow the Solid Waste Division along with the Procurement
Department to enter into negotiations between Richland County and qualified bidders for the
transportation services of C&D waste from the Richland County patronage area to the C&D
Landfill working face and Transportation of C&D materials collected at the Lower Richland
Drop-off Site to an approved C&D facility.

. Background / Discussion

e The hauling contract with the current vendor for the county landfill patron area
containers and Lower Richland Drop-off Site containers expires July 1, 2009. Richland
County does not have the equipment to haul the debris from the sites so services must be
procured.

e The request to put the transportation contract out to bid was sent to procurement in
October 2008. The proposals have been received and negotiations for best value are
ready to begin.

. Financial Impact

The Solid Waste Division is an enterprise fund. Funds are projected and included with this
year’s request.

. Alternatives

1. Approve the request to allow Solid Waste and Procurement to enter into negotiations with
the most responsive responder.

2. Do not approve and allow to discontinue.

. Recommendation

It is recommended that Council approve the alterative one to allow the Solid Waste Division
along with the Procurement Department to enter into negotiations with qualified proposers for
transportation services of C&D materials.

Recommended by: Department: Date:
Paul F. Alcantar Solid Waste Department 04/ 13/ 09
. Reviews
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Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers
Date:
v Recommend Approval
(] Recommend Denial
'] No Recommendation

Comments: Contingent upon level of funding approved in the FY 10 budget process.

Procurement
Reviewed by: Rodolfo Callwood
Date: 4-15-09
M Recommend Approval
[J Recommend Denial
[J No Recommendation
Comments: Request for Proposals was advertised on October 13, 2008, there was a Pre-
Conference on October 30, 2008 and four proposals were received on November 28,
2008. Proposals were evaluated by Solid Waste and Procurement and Allwaste Services,
Incorporated was evaluated as the most responsive and responsible Proposer.
Recommend approval to allow negotiations and award of a contract.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith
Date:

v'Recommend Approval
[J Recommend Denial

[J No Recommendation
Comments:

Administration
Reviewed by: Tony McDonald
Date: 4/15/09
v" Recommend Approval
[J Recommend Denial
[J No Recommendation
Comments:
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Request to approve amendments to the Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Community Matching Grants
Program

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ik e

Recommendation

Recommended

Department: Date:
By:

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Neighborhood Matching Grant Application and Guidelines 2009-2010

A. Purpose

The Neighborhood Improvement Program awards grants to neighborhood-based organizations
to do projects that will make their neighborhoods better places to live, work, play, and shop.
These projects may physically improve neighborhoods or help neighborhood organizations
become stronger.

B. Background / Discussion

The Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program would like to amend the matching
grant program guidelines to require the following:

1. Limit grant awards to $1,000.00 per fiscal year per association
Limit grant opportunities to real/true neighborhood associations/home owners
associations thus requiring “partnership” with ineligible organizations as stipulated
in the guidelines and application.

3. The three project categories and examples of possible projects are:
e Neighborhood Organization Development
Activities that create new neighborhood organizations or increase membership in
existing organizations to include newsletters and program flyers;
e Neighborhood Education/Recreation Initiatives
Activities that promote after-school tutoring, adult education, career training,
literacy, parenting, and health education; or, neighborhood-sponsored activities for
children, outdoor events, festivals, and after-school recreational programs;
e Public Safety
Neighborhood crime-watch signs, drug awareness and fire safety programs, and
other programs that prevent or reduce crime;

C. Financial Impact
There is no financial impact associated with this request.
D. Alternatives

If Richland County Council chooses to approve the request to change the Neighborhood
Improvement Matching Grant Guidelines, they will be stipulated as attached.

If Richland County Council chooses to not approve the Neighborhood Improvement Matching
Grant Guidelines, they will remain as stipulated in the attached format.

E. Recommendation
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It is recommended that Council approve the request to update the Richland County
Neighborhood Improvement Program Matching Grant guidelines to include the aforementioned

changes.

Recommended by:
Tiaa B. Rutherford

F. Reviews

Planning
Reviewed by: Joe Kocy
Date: April 10, 2009
Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments:

Department:
Neighborhood Improvement Program

Date:
April 6, 2009

These changes will improve and enhance the grant program.

Finance

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers

Date:

v" Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial

[ No Recommendation
Comments:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith
Date:
v'Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments:

Administration

Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett

Date:

v Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments:
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Richland County Neighborhood
ImPr'ovement Program

GUIDELINES/INSTRUCTIONS FOR NEIGHBORHOOD MATCHING
GRANT PROGRAM

What are Neighborhood Matching Grants?

The Neighborhood Improvement Program awards grants to neighborhood-based organizations to do projects
that will make their neighborhoods better places to live, work, play, and shop. These projects may physically
improve neighborhoods or help neighborhood organizations become stronger. Public safety, education, and
recreational initiatives can also receive grants. All projects must comply with applicable Federal, State,
County, and City codes.

Your organization will compete for grants with other organizations. The maximum amount of funds to be
awarded by the Neighborhood Improvement Program will be $1,000.00 per neighborhood association.
You must match funds awarded with contributions of volunteer time, cash, or in-kind donations of goods and
services that are at least equal to the total amount of funds requested. The County will reimburse the
organization for materials and supplies purchased. All requests for payment reimbursement must be
accompanied by receipt.

Projects will be evaluated on:
» The quality of the project (Is it well planned and ready to implement? What is the intended benefit?).
» Neighborhood participation and contribution.
» Need for the project.

Who may apply?

Neighborhood-based resident organizations that have attended one grant orientation. The organization must
be open to anyone that lives in the neighborhood regardless of race, creed, color, religion, sex, age, national
origin, or physical and mental disability and must actively seek membership from everyone in the
neighborhood.

Partnerships are encouraged. Ineligible organizations may participate by forming partnerships with a
qualified neighborhood organization. The neighborhood must be the lead applicant and play the most
important role.
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What Kinds of Projects are Eligible?

To be eligible, projects must:
v Provide a public benefit to the neighborhood and its residents.
v Involve neighborhood people directly in all phases.
v' Be achievable by June 30" of the current fiscal year.

The three project categories and examples of possible projects are:

% Neighborhood Organization Development
Activities that create new neighborhood organizations or increase membership in existing
organizations to include newsletters and program flyers;

+ Neighborhood Education/Recreation Initiatives
Activities that promote after-school tutoring, adult education, career training, literacy, parenting,
and health education; or, neighborhood-sponsored activities for children, outdoor events,
festivals, and after-school recreational programs;

+ Public Safety
Neighborhood crime-watch signs, drug awareness and fire safety programs, and other programs that
prevent or reduce crime;

Who May Not Apply/What Kind of Projects are Ineligible?

Individuals, single businesses, county-wide organizations, social service, fraternal and religious
organizations, universities, foundations, political groups, and public agencies are ineligible to receive
funding from the Richland County Neighborhood Matching Grant Program.

Ineligible projects include:
e  Operating budget expenses
e Purchasing computers or software materials

The Neighborhood Contribution

Y our organization must match the funds you request from the Neighborhood Improvement Program. The
value of your neighborhood contribution must be equal to or greater than the total dollars you are requesting
in your application.

Neighborhoods may come up with the matching contributions in a variety of ways:
e  Volunteer labor (valued at $10 per hour).
e (ash.
e Donated supplies, equipment, or professional services.
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GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Please type or print clearly. Please answer each question
completely. You may use additional sheets if necessary. If the question does not apply to your project,
please put “N/A” (not applicable). AN APPLICATION FORM IS ATTACHED FOR YOUR
CONVENIENCE.

COMPLETING THE APPLICATION:

Before you begin filling out the application:
= s it an eligible project?
= Ifnot, what changes are needed to make it eligible?
= Do you have the time, energy, and commitment from the residents of the neighborhood to complete
the project?
* Does your project require partnerships in order for the job to be effectively and efficiently carried
out?

If you need help with the application or have questions, contact Tiaa B. Rutherford, Neighborhood Planner,
at (803) 576-2166.

APPLICATION DEADLINE: Application deadline is May 15™, 2009. All projects must be

closed out by June 30" of each fiscal year!
Please mail or bring completed application to:

Neighborhood Improvement Program

Richland County Planning & Development Services
P.O. Box 192

2020 Hampton Street, 1* Floor

Columbia, SC 29202
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Richland County Ncighborhooci
Improvement Program

2009/2010 Neighborhood Matching Grants Program
Grantee Funding Agreement

Grantee name:

Brief description of the project:

Amount of grant award:

Amount neighborhood will contribute in:

Cash: $
Labor: $

Name of partner: N/A

Amount partner will contribute in:

Cash: §$

In-Kind:
Materials:
Labor:

Professional Services:

Description of supplies/materials to be purchased (see project budget page in application)

Project to be completed by: June 15, 2010
Special Conditions: Pictures of the event, volunteer list, receipts for items purchased.

Must obtain written approval from the Richland County Public Works Dept and/or S.C.D.O.T. if sign will be
located in the right-of-way.

Must obtain sign permit from the Richland County Planning Department Zoning Division.

Page 2
Grantee Funding Agreement
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Purchasing: The County will establish a Purchase Order Number for the grantee under its Procurement
Department. The County will reimburse the grantee for materials/supplies/services purchased in conjunction
with the grant project, not to exceed the total amount of the grant award. The request for reimbursement
must be accompanied by receipt. The grantee may also submit an invoice from a selected vendor with
payment due upon receipt of the materials/supplies/services. Once the invoice is submitted, a check to the
grantee will be written for the grantee to purchase those materials/supplies/services detailed in the invoice.
The Project Coordinator or Neighborhood Organization Leader must submit a receipt for items purchased
within two weeks of receiving the materials/supplies/services. Checks will be given only to the Project
Coordinator or Neighborhood Organization Leader as listed in this Agreement. The Project Coordinator or
the Neighborhood Organization Leader should submit invoices and receipts to the Neighborhood
Improvement Program Office.

Applicable Laws: The grantee must comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, and codes and shall secure
all necessary permits.

Indemnification: The grantee indemnifies and holds the County harmless, including its elected officials,
agents and employees, from and against all claims, damages, losses and expenses, including but not limited
to, attorney fees and expenses arising out of or resulting from the carrying out of any portion of this
Agreement, arising out of any work activities performed under this Agreement, or constituting a breach of
any term of this Agreement, except if a direct result of an act of the County.

Termination: The County shall have the right to terminate this Agreement for any breach of any term of this
Agreement. A breach shall include, but not be limited to, failure to meet the match requirements, failure to
provide volunteer labor, equipment or materials adequate to complete the project or failure to complete the
project by the designated date. In such case, a notice of termination will be sent to the Project Coordinator
and the Neighborhood Organization Leader.

The grantee shall also have the right to terminate this Agreement. A request to terminate by the grantee must
be signed by the Project Coordinator and Neighborhood Organization Leader and submitted to the
Neighborhood Improvement Program Office no later than the project completion date indicated on page one
of this Agreement.

Extensions: Extensions may be granted only if:

©the request for an extension is made prior to the project completion date as indicated on page one
of this Agreement;

©a revised grantee agreement is signed by the Neighborhood Planner, the Project Coordinator and
the Neighborhood Organization Leader; and

©the project will be completed no later than June 15, 2009.

No extensions will be granted beyond June 15, 2010, unless approved by the Neighborhood
Improvement Office. Grant monies not expended by June 15, 2010 will be forfeited by the grantee.

Page 3
Grantee Funding Agreement

Notice of Project Start-up: The Project Coordinator shall notify the Neighborhood Planner at least one week
prior to the project start-up date in order to give staff ample time to notify the local media.
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Notice of Project Participants and Partners: The Project Coordinator shall complete and return to the
Neighborhood Planner a list of all project participants and any additional partners, including names and
mailing addresses, within two weeks following project completion or by June 15, 2010, whichever comes
first.

Project Coordinator Date
Neighborhood Organization Leader Date
Neighborhood Planner Date
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Richland County Neighborhood
Improvemen’c Program

2009/2010 Neighborhood Matching
Grant Application

County Council District:

Neighborhood/Organization:

Describe the Neighborhood (Association)
Boundaries:

Neighborhood President/Chairperson

Name

Address

City/Zip

Phone

Project contact person

Name

Address

Phone

Email

AMOUNT REQUESTED

$
Project Category: (check all that apply)

Neighborhood Education and Recreation

Initiatives 0
Organization Development 0
Public Safety 0
Signature:

Page 42 of 75

Application Checklist and
Attachments

____Application form is signed and
complete

___ Bank Statement of Association

____ By-Laws of Neighborhood Association
___ Letters of Intent from partners (if
applicable)

Eligibility

Funding preference will be given to
Richland County neighborhoods that
have attended one grant orientation.

Funding Limits:
Only $1,000.00 will be granted per
neighborhood association per year.

Submit application to:

Neighborhood Improvement Program
Richland County Planning & Development
Services

2020 Hampton Street, P.O. Box 192
Columbia, SC 29202

Questions may be directed to:

Tiaa B. Rutherford, Neighborhood Planner
(803) 576-2166

Erica L. Hink, Neighborhood Coordinator
(803)576-1340 or hinke@rcgov.us
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Pr Oj ect Descr iptiOIl (Please complete and attach the Project Budget Worksheet.)

Please describe the project for which your organization is requesting grant funds. Include a narrative
description of the project, the persons involved with completing project, affected community, and
benefit to neighborhood association and residents. Use additional paper if needed.

What are the expected start & completion dates of the project?

Describe the neighborhood’s matching contribution and/or partnerships.
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Project Budget

Name of Neighborhood:

Budget and Matching Funds

In the respective column, indicate whether the line will be paid with: Grant, Cash, or In-Kind monies.

DESCRIPTION OF ITEMS NEEDED FOR PROJECT AMOUNT REQUESTED MATCH PROJECT TOTAL
(GRANT, CASH OR IN-KIND)

1. $ $
2. $ $
3. $ $
4. ’ ’
S. ’ ’
6. ° °
7. ’ ’
8. ’ °

TOTAL $ $

Additional Budget Narrative

(Detail the project budget calculation. Give explanations on how you calculated budget line items)

How NEIGHBORHOOD WILL MEET MATCH

1. Labor (Hours of labor

x $10 per hour)

2. Other Sources (attach Letter of Intent)
Other Sources (attach Letter of Intent)
Other Sources (attach Letter of Intent)

TOTAL NEIGHBORHOOD MATCH

Please submit any estimates or quotes with this application

Page 44 of 75
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Richland County Ncighborhooci
ImPr'ovement Program

Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program
Announces TWO Grant Programs for 2009-2010

The Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program has two grants programs for local
communities for 2009-2010.

The Richland County Community Planning Grant is available to assist communities in 1).
Addressing a known neighborhood deficiency; 2) Enhance the aesthetics of the neighborhood; 3)
Complement other neighborhood investments (private or County); and 4) Implement the respective
Master Plan or Richland County Comprehensive Plan.

Grant awards will be limited to one (1) $10, 000 grants per Council District with a 20% up-
contribution from Richland County to begin the project. Eligible applicants include Community
and Neighborhood organizations, Homeowners Associations, and Property Owners Associations.
Eligible activities include: Entrance signs to communities, Pedestrian-scale lighting, Sidewalk
improvements, Streetscape landscaping, and Improvements to community owned parks (Parks
owned by HOA or POA).

Projects will be evaluated on:
» The quality of the project (Is it well planned and ready to implement? What is the intended
benefit?).
» Neighborhood participation and contribution.
» Need for the project

For more information on the Richland County Community Planning Grant, contact Tiaa B.
Rutherford, (803) 576-2166 or email rutherfordt@rcgov.us.
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The Neighborhood Matching Grant is available to neighborhood-based organizations to do
projects that will make their neighborhoods better places to live, work, play, and shop. These
projects may physically improve neighborhoods or help neighborhood organizations become
stronger. Public safety, education, and recreational initiatives can also receive grants. All projects
must comply with applicable Federal, State, County, and City codes.

Your organization will compete for grants with other organizations. The maximum amount of funds
to be awarded by the Neighborhood Improvement Program will be $1,000.00 per neighborhood
association. You must match funds awarded with contributions of volunteer time, cash, or in-kind
donations of goods and services that are at least equal to the total amount of funds requested. The
County will reimburse the organization for materials and supplies purchased. All requests for
payment reimbursement must be accompanied by receipt.

A match of 100% of volunteer time is required for all awarded grants. All projects must
demonstrate a clear public benefit.

For more information on Neighborhood Matching grants, contact Erica Hink at (803) 576-1340 or
email at hinke@rcgov.us.

The deadline to apply for both grant programs is Friday May 15, 2009 at 4:00 pm.

Program information and applications are online at:
http://www.richlandonline.com/departments/Planning/NeighborhoodMatchingGrants.asp.
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Request to approve amendments to the Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Community Planning Grants
Program

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ik e

Recommendation

Recommended

Department: Date:
By:

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Richland County Community Planning Grant 2009-2010

A. Purpose

The Neighborhood Improvement Program will be administering the Richland County
Community Planning Grants Program that has been created to assist community groups with 1)
Addressing a known neighborhood deficiency; 2) Enhance the aesthetics of the neighborhood;
3) Complement other neighborhood investments (private or County); and 4) Implement the
respective Master Plan or Richland County Comprehensive Plan. Grant awards are $10,000.

B. Background / Discussion

The Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program and the Richland County
Community Development Office will be the funding agencies to the new grant program being
administered by RCNIP. Each budget line will be responsible fir providing $55, 000.00 to the
new grant program. Only one grant will be awarded per Richland County Council District in a
single grant period. Project work may be subject to review and approval by the Richland
County Neighborhood Improvement Program staff. Interim progress reports will be stipulated
in the grant agreement developed after the grant is awarded. Signage and outreach material
must acknowledge contributions of Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program and
Richland County Community Development.

The Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program will review all grant applications
based on the following criteria:

. Eligible components

. Public Benefit

. Outside funding sources in partnership and in-kind donations
. Management oversight and maintenance
. Previous community improvement efforts

C. Financial Impact
There is no financial impact associated with this request.
D. Alternatives

If Richland County Council chooses to approve the request, the Neighborhood Improvement
Program will administer the Richland County Community Planning Grant.

If Richland County Council chooses to not approve the Richland County Community Planning
Grant, implementation of the master plans and Comprehensive Plan will be prolonged.
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E. Recommendation

It is recommended that Council approve the request to update the Richland County
Neighborhood Improvement Program Matching Grant guidelines to include the aforementioned

changes.

Recommended by:
Tiaa B. Rutherford

F. Reviews

Planning
Reviewed by: Joe Kocy
Date: April 10, 2009
Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments: An effective

Department:
Neighborhood Improvement Program

catalyst for community revitalization.

Finance

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers

Date:

v" Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial

0 No Recommendation
Comments:

Legal

Reviewed by: Larry Smith

Date:

v'Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments:

Administration

Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett

Date:

v Recommend Approval
O Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments:
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Richland County Ncighborhooci
ImPr'ovement Program

RCCP Grant Program Criteria

The Richland County Community Planning Grants Program was created to assist community
groups with 1) Addressing a known neighborhood deficiency; 2) Enhance the aesthetics of the
neighborhood; 3) Complement other neighborhood investments (private or County); and 4)
Implement the respective Master Plan or Richland County Comprehensive Plan within the
unincorporated portion of Richland County.

Grant awards are $10,000.

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS
e Community and Neighborhood organizations

e Homeowners Association

e Property Owners Association

ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES

Entrance signs to communities

Pedestrian-scale lighting

Sidewalk improvements

Streetscape landscaping

Improvements to community owned parks (Parks owned by HOA or POA)

INELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES

e Individual landowner application
e Debris or Unsafe housing/commercial property removal

e Maintenance of existing structures to include water/sewer/electric bills

REIMBURSEMENT

In-kind services will count as matching funds. Costs incurred will be reimbursed once receipts and
work is completed and approved by Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program staff.
Reimbursements will not be allowed for work completed prior to signing the grant agreement.
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GRANT APPLICATION DEADLINE —May 15", 2009 at 4:00 pm, Richland County
Neighborhood Improvement Office.

PROJECT COMPLETION:
One year after the award is presented and the agreement is signed.

Grant Conditions:

Only one grant will be awarded per Richland County Council District in a single grant period.
Project work may be subject to review and approval by the Richland County Neighborhood
Improvement Program staff. Interim progress reports will be stipulated in the grant agreement
developed after the grant is awarded. Signage and outreach material must acknowledge
contributions of Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program and Richland County
Community Development.

The Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program will review all grant applications based
on the following criteria:

Eligible components

. Public Benefit

. Outside funding sources in partnership and in-kind donations
. Management oversight and maintenance
. Previous community improvement efforts

APPLICATION

Applicants for the Richland County Community Development and Planning Grant Program must
fill out an application and submit by the deadline to:

Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program
2020 Hampton Street

P.O. Box 192

Columbia, SC 29202

for further information, contact Tiaa B. Rutherford, (803)576-2166 or email rutherfordt@rcgov.us.
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Richland County Community Planning Grant Agreement

Grant Number: Date:
Grant Period: July 1, 2009-June 30, 2010

EXAMPLE: Forest Acres hereby signifies acceptance of a project grant in the amount of 10,000
from the Richland County Conservation Commission. The grantee agrees to provide an in-kind or
cash amount of at least 32,000 for a minimum project cost of 338,250.

Project Title:
Project Director:

Fiscal Agent:

The grantee agrees to administer the grant in compliance with the following provisions:

1. The project budget as approved by the RCNIP will be used to: 1) Addressing a known neighborhood
deficiency; 2) Enhance the aesthetics of the neighborhood; 3) Complement other neighborhood
investments (private or County); and 4) Implement the respective Master Plan or Richland County
Comprehensive Plan.

2. No change of grant funds from one purpose to another may be made without prior written approval from
RCNIP.

3. Invoices for expenditures will be submitted to the Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program,
attention Tiaa B. Rutherford, Neighborhood Planner, 2020 Hampton Street, 1% Floor, Columbia, 29204.

4. Payments will be made by Richland County within 30 days.

5. All news releases and publicity materials will acknowledge a partnership and funding support from the
Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program and Richland County Community Development.

6. Grantee agrees to submit a quarterly status report to the address above on August 1, October 1, December
1, February 1, April 1, and June 1.

7. Grantee must notify Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program staff of completion of project
for final verification and inspection.

8. Funds unencumbered or uncommitted at the end of the grant period will revert to the Richland County
Neighborhood Improvement Program . Ten percent (10%) of the grant will be withheld until the project is
complete and a final report is filed.

Grantee: RCNIP Staff

Authorized Official Tiaa B. Rutherford, Neighborhood Planner
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Richland County Ncighborhooci
ImPr'ovement Program

APPLICATION FOR
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND
NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING GRANT 2009-2010

Deadline for submission is Friday, May 15th, 2009 at 4:00PM, 157 Floor of the County
Administration Building at 2020 Hampton Street, Columbia, SC.

. Project Title:

. Applicant’s Contact information:

Name of primary contact

Neighborhood Organization (Fiscal Agent)
Address

Phone Numbers

Email Address

. Geographic Location of project:

. Total project costs $ Funds requested $

(Maximum Grant Amount $10,000)
. Project Description:

A. Issue of Concern

B. Project objectives

C. Results of activity — list results expected and how progress will be tracked.
D. Projected public benefit outcomes.

E. What is the baseline condition? (What currently exists?)

F. Project Tasks — what are they, who will carry them out?
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6. Project Justification:
A. How does project meet the grant goals of RCCDP?
B. How does this project benefit the public?

D. How will the results of this project be shared with or transferred to others?

7. Project Staffing:

List personnel and consultants that will be working on the project and their qualifications.

8. Timeline:

Provide a schedule for completion of each of the activities proposed.

9. Budget:
A. Provide an itemized budget.
B. Show how any matching or in-kind funds will be used.
C. How are volunteers used in this effort?

D. List other supporting partners and funding.

10. Additional information:
A. Letters of Support that show assistance with the project
B. Maps and/or photos (these will not be returned)

Note: If awarded, a project agreement will be developed before the project begins.
Neighborhood Association Bank Information must be provided to show proof existence.
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Richland County Neighborhood
ImPr'ovement Program

Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program
Announces TWO Grant Programs for 2009-2010

The Richland County Neighborhood Improvement Program has two grants programs for local
communities for 2009-2010.

The Richland County Community Planning Grant is available to assist communities in 1).
Addressing a known neighborhood deficiency; 2) Enhance the aesthetics of the neighborhood; 3)
Complement other neighborhood investments (private or County); and 4) Implement the respective
Master Plan or Richland County Comprehensive Plan.

Grant awards will be limited to one (1) $10, 000 grants per Council District with a 20% up-
contribution from Richland County to begin the project. Eligible applicants include Community
and Neighborhood organizations, Homeowners Associations, and Property Owners Associations.
Eligible activities include: Entrance signs to communities, Pedestrian-scale lighting, Sidewalk
improvements, Streetscape landscaping, and Improvements to community owned parks (Parks
owned by HOA or POA).

Projects will be evaluated on:
» The quality of the project (Is it well planned and ready to implement? What is the intended
benefit?).
» Neighborhood participation and contribution.
» Need for the project

For more information on the Richland County Community Planning Grant, contact Tiaa B.
Rutherford, (803) 576-2166 or email rutherfordt@rcgov.us.

The Neighborhood Matching Grant is available to neighborhood-based organizations to do
projects that will make their neighborhoods better places to live, work, play, and shop. These
projects may physically improve neighborhoods or help neighborhood organizations become
stronger. Public safety, education, and recreational initiatives can also receive grants. All projects
must comply with applicable Federal, State, County, and City codes.
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Your organization will compete for grants with other organizations. The maximum amount of funds
to be awarded by the Neighborhood Improvement Program will be $1,000.00 per neighborhood
association. You must match funds awarded with contributions of volunteer time, cash, or in-kind
donations of goods and services that are at least equal to the total amount of funds requested. The
County will reimburse the organization for materials and supplies purchased. All requests for
payment reimbursement must be accompanied by receipt.

A match of 100% of volunteer time is required for all awarded grants. All projects must
demonstrate a clear public benefit.

For more information on Neighborhood Matching grants, contact Erica Hink at (803) 576-1340 or
email at hinke@rcgov.us.

The deadline to apply for both grant programs is Friday May 15, 2009 at 4:00 pm.

Program information and applications are online at:
http://www.richlandonline.com/departments/Planning/NeighborhoodMatchingGrants.asp.
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Request to authorize the negotiation of a contract with Loveless and Loveless C&D Landfill for C&D Disposal services

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

vk whnN e

Recommendation

Recommended

Department: Date:
By:

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: C&D Disposal Services Contract

A. Purpose

County Council is requested to approve the Contact Negations process Between the Richland

County Solid Waste & Procurement Departments and Loveless and Loveless C&D landfill for

the purpose of C&D disposal services. Council is also requested to allow the Procurement

Director to enter into a contract agreement based on outcome of negations.

. Background / Discussion

e The Solid Waste Department contracts for C&D disposal Services for materials collected
at the Lower Richland County drop off facility and yard waste from residential
collections on the SE side of Richland County.

e The current disposal contract is due to expire June 30, 2009.

e C&D Materials from Lower Richland drop-off and residential yard waste collections
have been going to the Loveless and Loveless C&D landfill since 2000.

e County Council has approved several contracts with this vendor since 2000 to provide
the same type of services.

. Financial Impact

The Lower Richland drop-off facility, as well as residential curbside yard waste disposal, costs
are part of the solid waste departments enterprise fund. All costs for the disposal and
transportation of C&D materials collected at the Facility or at curbside are budgeted yearly.

The Solid waste department costs are funded by revenues generated by user fees.

Below is a projected cost for the 2009-2010 budget. The previous year’s cost for these services
were $380,000

2009-2010 Budgeted Estimated expenses

3065 — 5272 Special Contracts 315,000
3055 — 5272 Special Contracts 100,000
Estimated cost $415,000

No Contract will be awarded that exceeds the approved fiscal year 2010 budget for these
services.
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D. Alternatives

1. Approve the request to negotiate a new contract with Loveless and Loveless.

2. Do not approve - this would incur additional collection cost due to excess travel time for

haulers bringing materials to the Richland County C&D landfill from the other side of the
County.

E. Recommendation

It is recommended that Council approve the request to negotiate a new contract with Loveless
and Loveless.

Recommended by: Department: Date:
Paul F. Alcantar Solid Waste Department 04/14/09
F. Reviews
Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers
Date:

v Recommend Approval

0 Recommend Denial

[J No Recommendation

Comments: Contingent upon approval of funds in the FY 10 budget process.

Procurement
Reviewed by: Rodolfo Callwood
Date: 4-15-09
M Recommend Approval
0 Recommend Denial
[J No Recommendation
Comments: Request for Proposals was solicited and approximately seven Contractors
attended the Pre-Proposal Conference; we only received a response from Loveless &
Loveless Incorporated (our current Contractor). The singular response was evaluated by
an evaluation team comprised of evaluators from Solid Waste and Procurement. I
recommend approval for the authority to negotiate and award of a contract.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith
Date:
v'Recommend Approval
0 Recommend Denial
[J No Recommendation
Comments:
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Administration
Reviewed by: Tony McDonald
Date: 4/15/09
v" Recommend Approval
[J Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments:
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
An ordinance amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 18, Offenses; so as to clarify the
requirements pertaining to the smoking of tobacco products in the unincorporated area of Richland County

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ik e

Recommendation

Recommended Department: Date:
By:
Reviews
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Richland County Council Item for Information / Discussion

Subject: Smoking Ban Ordinance Amendments

A. Purpose

Council is requested to approve the Smoking Ban ordinance amendments as presented to clarify
Council’s intent and provide policy direction to staff and the public.

B. Background / Discussion

At the March 24, 2009 A&F Committee meeting, the Committee requested the following
amendments be made to the smoking ban ordinance.

1) Does Council intend for businesses that consistently violate the smoking ban ordinance to
have the business’ business license denied or revoked? If so, how many violations should
be documented prior to this action being initiated? If this is Council’s intention, specific
language to this effect will be needed to be added as a Smoking Ban ordinance amendment.
A business that consistently violates the smoking ban ordinance is to have its business
license denied or revoked. If a business is ticketed four times within 3 months, the business
license denial or revocation process will be initiated.

2) The $25 civil penalty will be written by whichever Code Enforcement Officer observes the
violation. However, there is no direction as to which department shall collect this penalty.
Shall this be an administrative department as the County Administrator deems appropriate,
or should this be a responsibility of the County Treasurer? It is recommended that this be
clarified within the smoking ban ordinance. All infractions punished according to the
smoking ban ordinance shall be adjudicated through the State’s normal magisterial judicial
process, culminating in the collection of any fines levied.

3) The ordinance Section 18-6 (h)(3) currently reads “Each day on which a violation of this
Section occurs shall be considered a separate and distinct infraction.” Is it Council’s
intention that, once a person or business is written a ticket on a given day, that person or
business may continue to smoke or to allow smoking for the remainder of that day, since no
additional tickets may be written?

If this is not Council’s intention, it is recommended that Council amend this section of the
Smoking Ban ordinance to read, “Each incidence of violation (i.e., each person that a
business allows to smoke, or each lighted tobacco product) of this Section shall be
considered a separate and distinct infraction.” Each incidence of violation by an individual
or business is to be considered a separate and distinct infraction.

4) The current Smoking Ban ordinance does not indicate how much time an offender has to pay
the $25 civil penalty. How many calendar or business days does Council intend to allow a
person to pay the penalty before additional enforcement is initiated? What is Council’s
intention that the additional enforcement should be - a doubling of the civil penalty every ten
days, for example? What is Council’s intention that the final enforcement action should be,
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if no civil penalties are ever paid by a person or a business for a violation?

Council’s intentions regarding the payment and enforcement of the civil penalty needs to be
added as a Smoking Ban ordinance amendment. All infractions punished according to the
smoking ban ordinance shall be adjudicated through the State’s normal magisterial judicial
process, culminating in the collection of any fines levied.

5) Is it Council’s intention that every “Workplace shall post a conspicuous sign at the main
entrance to the Workplace, which shall contain the words “No Smoking” and the universal
symbol for no smoking”, as currently required by the ordinance? If so, is this to be
considered an infraction as well, with an associated $25 fine?

If so, language to this effect needs to be added to the Smoking Ban ordinance. If it is not
Council’s intention that every workplace in the unincorporated County should have this
signage, then it is recommended that this language be removed from the ordinance. The
owner, manager, or person in control of a Workplace shall post a conspicuous sign at the
main entrance to the Workplace, which shall contain the universal symbol for no smoking.
Signs shall be no smaller than five inches by five inches.

6) What is Council’s intention in Section 18-6(h)(3) that “A violation of this Section is
furthermore declared to be a public nuisance™? Is a single violation of this section a public
nuisance? What is the consequence to the person or to the business of being considered “a
public nuisance”? Council is recommended to clarify in the ordinance its intentions with
this “public nuisance” language. Recommend the removal of this language.-A-—vielatien-of

this Seetion is lurthermore declared to be @ public nuisance.

7) What is Council’s intention or desire regarding the level of enforcement? If every complaint
is to be investigated, i.e., sending an inspector out to determine if a violation is witnessed,
this may have consequences on staffing levels as well as overtime costs. The Business
Service Center will respond to complaints within seven calendar days. Any staff conducting
follow-up involving a visit to a business outside of normal working hours will do such
follow-up according to a flexible work schedule so that no overtime pay is earned or
required to be paid. However, staff reserves the right to request additional overtime funds if
the overtime level of enforcement becomes greater than 5 hours per week.

C. Financial Impact

If a business has its business license revoked or denied, there will be a loss of revenue to the
County. That loss cannot be determined until such revocation or denial occurs. The number of
infractions will determine the revenue brought in to the County via the magisterial judicial
process. That amount cannot be determined until violations are adjudicated. The Business
Service Center reserves the right to request overtime funds if the overtime level of enforcement
becomes greater than 5 hours per week.

D. Alternatives

1. Amend the Smoking Ban ordinance as presented to clarify Council’s intentions and to
answer important policy questions.
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2. Amend the Smoking Ban ordinance differently than presented.
3. Do not amend the Smoking Ban ordinance at this time. This is not recommended.
E. Recommendation

It is recommended that the Smoking Ban ordinance be amended as presented to answer the
policy questions that have been raised.

Recommended by: Roxanne Matthews Department: Administration Date: 4-1-09

F. Reviews

Business Service Center
Reviewed by: Pam Davis
Date: 04/13/09
M Recommend Approval
O Recommend Denial
[0 No Recommendation
Comments: This clarification and amendment to the Smoking Ban ordinance is critical
for effective, and consistent, enforcement.

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers
Date: 4/13/09
0 Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
v' No Recommendation

Comments:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith
Date:

0 Recommend Approval

[0 Recommend Denial

[0 No Recommendation

Comments: Items 1-4 are legally sufficient and are left to Council’s discretion. Both
items reflecting the use of Magistrate system are highly recommended for Council
approval in light of the opinion of the Chief Justice.

Under item 6 it is recommended that this language not be removed from the ordinance.

Item 7 is purely a policy decision and left to the discretion of Council.

Administration
Reviewed by: Roxanne Matthews

Date: April 23, 2009
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M Recommend Approval
00 Recommend Denial

[0 No Recommendation
Comments: In light of the comments from Legal. staff recommends that the language in

Item 6 not be removed from the ordinance. The other items (1-5 and 7) are
recommended for approval.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY
ORDINANCE NO. XXX-09HR

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF
ORDINANCES; CHAPTER 18, OFFENSES, SO AS TO CLARIFY
REQUIREMENTS PERTAINING TO THE SMOKING OF TOBACCO
PRODUCTS IN THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF RICHLAND
COUNTY.

Pursuant to the authority by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina and the General
Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY RICHLAND COUNTY
COUNCIL:

SECTION 1. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 18, Offenses, is hereby amended
as follows:

Section 18-6. Smoking of tobacco products

(f) Posting of signs  The owner, manager, or person in control of a Workplace shall post a
conspicuous sign at the main entrance to the Workplace, which shall contain the—werds—Ne
Smeking”and the universal symbol for no smoking. Signs shall be no smaller than five inches by
five inches.

(h) Jurisdiction, Enforcement, and Penalties

3) An infraction is punishable by a fine of twenty-five dollars ($25). Each-day-en-which—a

violation-of thisSeetionoeeurs Each incidence of violation of this Section, whether by an individual
or by a business, shall be considered a separate and distinct infraction. A-—vielatien-ofthisSeetionis

furthermore-declaredto-be—apublie nuisanee._ All infractions punished according to this Section

shall be adjudicated through the State’s normal magisterial judicial process, culminating in the
collection of any fines levied.

4) Businesses that are ticketed four (4) times for any violation(s) of this section within three
months are deemed to be habitual offenders and shall have their business license revoked, if one has

already been issued, or denied, if a business license application has been received.

SECTION II. Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this article shall be deemed
unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, and
clauses shall not be affected thereby.

SECTION III. Conflicting Ordinances. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with the
provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed.

SECTION IV. Effective Date. All sections of this ordinance shall be effective on and after
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RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

BY:

Paul Livingston, Chair
ATTEST THIS THE DAY

OF , 2009

Michielle R. Cannon-Finch
Clerk of Council

RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE

Approved As To LEGAL Form Only
No Opinion Rendered As To Content

First Reading: May 5, 2009 [Tentative]
Second Reading: May 19, 2009 [Tentative]
Public Hearing: May 19, 2009 [Tentative]
Third Reading: June 2, 2009 [Tentative]
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Intergovernmental Agreement between Richland County and the Town of Blythewood relating to the acceptance and
maintenance of public roads and associated drainage systems

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ik e

Recommendation

Recommended . 4ment: Date:
By:
Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: The Town of Blythewood Intergovernmental Agreement

. Purpose

Council is requested to approve an agreement (Intergovernmental Agreement) between
Richland County and the Town of Blythewood wherein the County will accept and maintain all
public roads and associated drainage conforming to Richland County’s standards.

. Background / Discussion

The Richland County Department of Public Works presently maintains improved and
unimproved roads in the Town of Blythewood. The request is for a continuation of services
presently provided.

The agreement stipulates that no new roadway construction will be authorized by the town
without the review and approval of the County.

. Financial Impact

Public Works presently performs maintenance on roads and associated drainage within the
Town of Blythewood, so continuation of this service would not increase costs to the County in
this area.

Public Works does not review plans or inspect new construction in Blythewood. This service
would increase work load for the plan reviewers and inspectors, which would not be
compensated for through permit fees.

The Town of Blythewood is not an MS4, and the South Carolina Department of Health and
Environmental Control (SCDHEC) presently handles storm water permitting and illicit
discharge inspection. It is recommended that when SCDHEC requires Blythewood to become a
permittee, and if the Town requests the County to manage that program, that it be handled as a
separate agreement.

. Alternatives
There are two alternatives that exist for this project and are as follows:

1. Approve the intergovernmental agreement with the Town of Blythewood.
2. Do not approve the intergovernmental agreement with the Town of Blythewood.

. Recommendation

It is recommended that Council approve the agreement between the County and Town of
Blythewood for the continued maintenance of public roads within the Town.
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Recommended by: David Hoops, PE  Department: Public Works Date: 4/20/2009

F. Reviews

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers
Date:
1 Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
v No Recommendation

Comments:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith
Date:

1 Recommend Approval

[0 Recommend Denial

v'"No Recommendation
Comments: Council discretion

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett
Date:
v Recommend Approval
[0 Recommend Denial
[ No Recommendation
Comments:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT

RICHLAND COUNTY ) (Roads and Sterm Drainage)

THIS AGREEMENT entered info this day of , 2008, is
by and between Richland County (hereinafter the "County") and the Town of Blythewood

(hereinafter the “Town”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the County and the Town previously entered into an agreement dated
August 31, 1992 for uniformity of roads and storm drainage system improvements within the

Town; and

WHEREAS, the Town desires to continue utilizing the services of the County Public

Works Department to obtain such uniformity; and

WHEREAS, the County is willing to continue providing the Town said services; and

WHEREAS, the parties desire fo terminate the previously executed agreemeni and

replace it with this Agreement;

NOW, THEREFORE, it is mutually agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows:
1. The Public Works Department of the County shall provide such services
as are necessary to secure the uniformity of roads and storm drainage improvements within the
Town of Blythewood in compliance with the ordinances and policies of the County and the laws
of the State of South Carolina where applicable.
2. The County shall accept roads within the Town limits into the County
Roads Maintenance System only if such road fully complies with the County's ordinances

regarding acceptance of roads.
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3. The Town shall not authorize the consfruction or installation of such
improvements until such time as the County has been provided with and approves plans for road
or storm drainage installation.

4. The County, upon safisfactory completion of such improvements in
accordance with the plans approved by the County, shall agree to maintain such improvements as
part of the County system of such improvements Roads may be dedicated to the County for
perpetual maintenance as defined in Section 21-6 of the Richland County Code of Ordinances.

5. The Town agrees that the County shall manage all "C" funds on the
Town's behalf and that the Town shall not be permitted to request "C" funds from the County
Transportation Committes (CTC) without the written consent of the County.

6. In any and all instances where an ordinance of the Town conflicts,
restrains or is unreasonably burdensome to any storm drainage and roadway ordinances of the
County that have been adopted by the Town, the County's standards and ordinances shall take
precedence since it is hereby declared to be the intent of the parties to give the County exclusive
authority regarding the construction and maintenance of roadways and storm drainage
improvements within the territorial limits of the Town of Blythewood which lie within the
jurisdiction of Richland County.

7. This Agreement shall have a term of four (4) years from the date of
execution or until sooner terminated by either party upon such party giving six months written
notice to the other party of its intent to terminate this agreement.

8. This Agreement may be amended, modified or changed only upon the
written agreement between the County Council for Richland County and the Town Council for
Blythewood.

10.  The County shall continue to assess, levy, and collect property taxes from
the residents of that portion of the Town of Blythewood which lies within the boundaries of
Richland County for the above services. Such assessment and levy shall not exceed that which is
assessed and levied on property in the unincorporated areas of Richland County. The taxes
generated by such assessment and levy shall be designated as an offset to the costs of providing
these services and shall constitute the compensation o the County for the undertaking of these

services.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the day and
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year first above written.

WITNESSES: RICHLAND COUNTY

By:
Council Chairperson

TOWN OF BLYTHEWOOD

By:
Mayor
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Council Motion (Malinowski): Any expenses incurred by Richland County for infrastructure due to development in
incorporated areas will be billed to and paid for by the incorporated area creating the expense

Purpose

Background / Discussion

Financial Impact

Alternatives

ik e

Recommendation

Recommended . et Date:
By:
Reviews
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From: Bill Malinowski

Sent: Monday, March 16, 2009 3:09 PM

To: MILTON POPE; MICHIELLE CANNON-FINCH
Subject: motion

Mr. Pope,

| do not know what our regulations are when it comes to incorporated
areas of Richland County. If the below motion is already covered then
ignore it. If it is not, then | would like this to be my 24 hour notice of a

motion to be made at the 3-17-09 council meeting.

Motion

Any expenses incurred by Richland County for infrastructure due to
development in incorporated areas will be billed to and paid for by the
incorporated area creating the expense.
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