RICHLAND COUNTY
COUNCIL

DEVELOPMENT AND SERVICES COMMITTEE

‘Norman Jackson @E{Q Dickerson ~ Valerie Hutchinson (Chéi'r)— |_BTII_MaIinowski ;kélvin Washington
" District11 | District 2 District 9 | District 1 District 10

JUNE 28, 2011
5:00 PM

2020 Hampton Street, Columbia, South Carolina

CALL TO ORDER
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1. Regular Session: May 24, 2011 [pages 5-7]

ADOPTION OF AGENDA
ITEMS FOR ACTION
2. Proposed Commission for the Aging | pages 9-20]
3. Smoking Ban Ordinance Amendment "Reasonable Distance™ [ pages 22-25]

4, Purchase of'a |5 ton long track Hydraulic Excavator [pages 27-28]
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5. Purchase of Two Tandem Axle Dump Trucks [pages 3(-31]

6. Request to approve emergency purchase of landtill trash compactor [pages 33-34]

7. Waste Management C&D Conlract Renewal [ pages 36-37]

8. Ordinance regarding inspection of occupied structures [pages 39-43)

9, Amending Chapter 26 1o address landscaping of non-profit organizations |pages 45-48]

10, Crealing an independent review task force to improve the business climale in the City ol Columbia
and Richland County |pages 50-54]

11. Hopkins Community Walter System Service Area Expansion [pages 56-63)
12. Petition Lo close portion of Beckham Swamp Road C Page.s Gq— ‘15 -:l
13. Water main easement Lo Lthe City of Columbia (n/w side of Westmoreland Road) E P "‘335 qf'-. Q(o :

14, Sanilary Sewer Main Easement to the City of Columbia northern side of Cogburn Road E P A 5 es 8 8-— ?6 J

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION / INFORMATION

15, Direct staff 1o coordinate with SCDHEC and SCDOT a review of traffic signal Liming improvemenis
and synchronizalion in unincorporated Richland County and request a system of redfyellow [lashing
iraffic signals be initiated 10 help reduce emissions. Unincorporated Richland County will also
mandate ingress and egress turn lanes for all business and residential construclion that would cause a

slowdown of traffic on the road servicing that [acility.
" L phse T I

ITEMS PENDING ANALYSIS: NO ACTION REQUIRED

16. a. Curfew for Comimunity Safety (Manning-February 20101
b. Farmers Markel Update (Council-May 201())

c. Review all Engineering and Architectural Drawing requirements to make sure there is no
unnecessary charge or expense Lo citizens (Jackson-January 201()
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d. Review Homeowner Association Covenants by developers and Lhe time Irame [or transfer and the
strength of the contracts (Jackson-September 2010)

e. To direct Public Works to review county ordinances and propose amendments that would allow
the recovery cosl Lo repair damage done Lo county public roads. The intent of this motion is to hold
those responsible who damage the roadways due to the use of heavy vehicles, improperly parked
property or ather uses for which the 1ype of roadway was not intended (Malinowski-April 201{()

f. That Richland Counly enact a Tree Canopy Ordinance and Inventory 10 preserve and enhance the
number of trees in Richland County (Malinowski-July 2010)

g. Off-ramp Lighting {Rose-February 2011)

h. In the interesi of regional consislency and public safety, I move that Richland County Council
adopl an ordinance {consistent with the City of Columbia) banning texting while operating a motor
vehicle (Rose-April 2011)

i. Stafl is requested 1o review Richland County's current ordinance as it relales to animal ownership
in Richland County lo determine if there is a better way of controlling the amount ol animals (pets) a
person has in their possession in order Lo eliminate the possibility of some locations turning into
uncontrolled breeding [acilities or a facility for the collection of strays and unwanted animals
{Malinowski and Kennedy-May 2011)

ADJOURNMENT
Richiand Commty
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Regular Session: May 24, 2011 [pages 5-7]

Reviews
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RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL
DEVELOPMENT AND SERVICES COMMITTEE
TUESDAY, MAY 24, 2011
6:00 P.M.

In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, a copy of the agenda was
sent fo 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: Valerie Hutchinson
Member: Norman Jackson
Member: Bill Malinowski

Member Kelvin E. Washington, Sr.
Absent: Joyce Dickerson

ALSO PRESENT: Paul Livingston, L. Gregory Pearce, Jr., Damon Jeter, Milton Pope,
Tony McDonald, Sparty Hammett, Randy Cherry, Larry Smith, Stephany Snowden,
Tamara King, Melinda Edwards, Anna Fonseca, Amelia Linder, Pam Davis, Sara Salley,
David Hoops, Dale Welch, Monique Walters, Michelle Onley

CALL TO ORDER
The meeting started at approximately 5:02 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
April 26, 2011 (Reqular Session} — Mr. Jackson moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski,

to approve the minutes as amended. The vote in favor was unanimous.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Mr. Jackson moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to adopt the agenda as distributed.
The vote in favor of adopting the amended agenda was unanimous.

ltem# 1
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Richland County Councll
Davelopment and Services Commlttee
May 24, 2011

Page Two

ITEMS FOR ACTION

Animal Care Ordinance Revisions — Mr, Jackson moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski,
to defer this item until Ms. Hutchinson and Ms. Kennedy are able to meet and discuss
the details. The vote in favor was unanimous.

Right of Way Abandonment for Old Clarkson Road — Mr. Washington moved,
seconded by Mr. Jackson, to forward this item to Council with a recommendation to
approve Alternative #1: “Approve the request to abandon a portion of Old Clarkson Road
and Right of Way." The vote was in favor.

Smoking Ban Ordinance Amendment “Reasonable Distance” — Mr. Washington
moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to defer this item to the June committee meeting.
The vote in favor was unanimous.

Summit Parkway Sidewalk Project - Mr. Malinowski moved to forward this item to
Council with a recommendation for approval and to require the Summit Homeowners
Association to pay their 50% when bills are submitted for payment. The motion died for
lack of a second.

Mr. Washington moved, seconded by Mr. Jackson, to forward this item to Council
without a recommendation. The vote was in favor.

To adopt an ordinance banning texting while operating a motor vehicle — Mr.
Jackson moved, seconded by Mr. Washington, to forward this item to Council without a
recommendation. The vote in favor was unanimous.

Change in Procedures for Collection of Yard Waste — Mr. Malinowski moved,
seconded by Ms. Hutchinson, to forward this item to Council with a recommendation to
approve Alternative #2: "Direct the staff to explore a higher level of service for each solid
waste collection area as the existing contract for each area comes up for renewal,
renegotiation or rebid.” The vote in favor was unanimous.

Amending the “Heir's Subdivision of Property Ordinance” — Mr. Jackson moved,
secanded by Mr. Washington, to forward this item to Council with a recommendation to
forward the item to the Planning Commission. The vote was in favor,

Proposed Commission for the Aging — This item was deferred to the June committee
meeting.

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION/AINFORMATION

Weekend Directional Signs — This item was deferred to the June committee meeting.
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Richland County Council
Davelopment and Services Committee
May 24, 2011

Page Three

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at approximately 6:01 p.m.

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

Subject
Proposed Commission for the Aging [ pages 9-20]

Reviews

Item# 2
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Motion: Proposed Commission for the Aging

A. Purpose
Council is requested to consider the motion made at the May 3. 2011 Council

Meeting. and direct staff as appropriate.

B. Background / Discussion
The following motion was made at the May 3, 2011 Council Meeting by Councilman
Jackson:

Richland County develop a Commission for the Aging: Address the aging
population needs and improve quality of life. Work with the office on aging at
Lt. Governor’s Office and serve as recommending body to County Council
[Jackson]: Forwarded to the Development and Services Commitice. ACTION:
ADMINISTRATION

Staff contacted Anna Harmon. Regional Long-Term Care Ombudsman Program
Manager at the Central Midlands Council of Governments. who stated that her office
investigates reports of abuse, neglect, exploitation., quality of care issues and
residents’ rights issues on behalf of vulnerable adults in long-term care facilities. This
program collaborates with other agencies as appropriate and makes appropriate
referrals to agencies that investigate / survey facilities related to abuse. neglect.
exploitation. and quality of care issues. This program provides advocacy, mediations
and consultations regarding long-term care issues. Ombudsman staft conducts routine
visits to long-term care facilities to ensure that residents are receiving quality care and
1o address issues observed during these visits. Ombudsman staff conducts trainings
and in-services. Ombudsman staff provides resources to Resident/Family Councils in
long-term care facilities. Ombudsman staff provides information related 1o advance
directives, long-term care placement, resident rights and the Omnibus Adult
Protection Acl.

Staff also contacted Sharon Seago. Director of the Central Midlands Area Agency on
Aging. Ms. Seago stated that two committees — the Regional Aging and Disability
Advisory Committee and Silver Haired Legislators — meet on a regular basis
regarding pertinent items related to seniors. The COG Board appoints representatives
to the Regional Aging Advisory Committee. and the Silver Haired Legislators
members elect themselves. Meetings are open to the public, and vacancies on the
Committees occur quite regularly.

Attached below are the Richland County representatives on these committees.
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CENTRAL MIDLANDS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL AGING AND DISABILITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

o FEarl F. Brown. Jr.(Committee Vice-Chair)
¢ Ellen H. Cooper
* Susan W. Elwood
¢ Dr. Roland Emerson Haynes, Ph.D.
e Sandra Jones. R.N.
e Larry Reed
SILVER HAIRED LEGISLATORS & ALTERNATES 2011-2013
e Marjorie L. Johnson
» Barbara Kelley
e Alan D. Roblee, Recorder
e  Arthur H. Streich

s Ms, Hannah Timmons

» Ms. Jean R. Bridges
* Ms. Jettiva Belton

o Mr. Charles Blakely
* Mr. Bernard S. Gaudsi

In addition to these Committees. individuals may apply to become a volunteer of the
South Carolina’s Volunteer Friendly Visitor Program. sponsored by the Lieutenant
Governor’s Office on Aging and the Central Midlands Long Term Care Ombudsman
Program. The goal of the Visitors® Program is to improve the quality of life for
residents in long-term care facilities through communication and visits. They agree
to visit at least once weekly (2 — 4 hours per week) and report concerns and
observations to LaToya Buggs-Williams. Ombudsman Investigator (Central Midlands
Council of Governments). There is a mandatory. comprehensive training process for
these volunteers (14 — 16 hours of certification training, exam. orientation to the
facility and staff, and 8§ hours of re-certification training throughout each year of
volunteer service). who visit the assigned facility accompanied by a Certified
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Ombudsman. before beginning their weekly visits. Please find attached information
regarding the Friendly Visitor Program.

Staft also contacted the City of Charleston Mayor's Office on Aging, per a
recommendation from Anna Harmon (CMCOG). The Mayor's Office on Aging
{MOA) was created in 1999 to focus attention on senior issues. The office was
established to advocate for the aging population and develop public policy to improve
the lives of the aging citizens of the City of Charleston. MOA also acts as a
community clearinghouse of resource information for our aging Charlestonians. A
staff member dedicates 50% of her time to the Commission on Aging. (The
remaining 50% of her time is spent on ADA Compliance.) Her salary and office
supplies (postage. paper. etc.) total approximately $23.000 annually.

The S.C. Lt. Governor's Office on Aging administers federal funds received through
the Older Americans Act and the State of South Carolina. These funds are distributed
to ten regional Aging and Disability Resource Centers (ADRCs)/Area Agencies on
Aging (AAAs) who then contract with local providers for services such as: home
delivered and congregate meals. transportation, home care services, social adult day
care services, respite and disease prevention/health promotion. Staff is also available
to present informative educational programs to groups or staff of other agencies.

Services such as information and referral. family caregiver support. Long Term Care
ombudsman. education and training. legal service. disaster planning and insurance
counseling are provided at each of the ADRCs.

The Lt. Governor’'s Office on Aging offers numerous programs:
» SCAccess - searchable database of services in South Carolina
» Medicare and SHIP - health insurance options for the elderly
s Ombudsman - improving the quality of life and care
e Health and Safety - tips for maintaining a healthy lifestyle
e Family Caregiver Support Program - offering help to caregivers
e Alzheimer's Resource Coordination Center - helping individuals affected by
Alzheimer's disease

Numerous opportunities to serve on committees / commissions related to the aging
population are available through the S.C. Lt. Governor's Oftice on Aging:

o Advisory Council on Aging - All welcome

s Adult Protection Coordinating Council

¢  ARCC Advisory Council - Alzheimers Resource Coordination Center
Advisory Council

e ElderCare Trust Advisory Board

e CARE Commission - Advises the Lieutenant Governor on issues critical to
the senior community

o Silver Haired Legislature - Addressing issues for the older population
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Because there are multiple existing avenues of participation for Richland County
citizens, and in an effort to not duplicate services, it is recommended that Council
direct staff to forward information regarding senior services to those interested in
participating in this environment.

. Financial Impact
There is no financial impact associated with this request at this time, as it is
recommended that staff serve in a clearinghouse / recommending capacity.

. Alternatives

1. Direct staft to forward information regarding senior services to those interested in
participating in this environment.

2. Do not direct staff to do anything at this time.

. Recommendation

It is recommended that Council direct staff to forward information regarding senior
services to those interested in participating in this environment.
By: Roxanne M. Ancheta Date: May 11. 2011

Reviews
(Please replace the appropriate box with a v" and then support your recommendation
in the Comments section before routing. Thank you!)

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 5/11/11
¥ Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v'"Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: J. Milton Pope Date:
v Recommend Council approval QO Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval. ..
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May 10, 2011

Thank you for your interest in South Carolina’s Volunteer Friendly Visitor Program,
sponsored by the Licutenani Governor's Office on Aging and the Central Midlands
Long Term Care Ombudsman Program,

Over sixty percent (60%) of the residents of long term care facilities 1n South Carolina
have ro visitors. They have no family er friends who are available to visit them or spend
time with them, and the lack of social contact and a support system often results in
depression and decline.

The function of the Fiicndly Vasitor in residentiai facilities 1s to provide encouragement
and meets an essential necd  Your efforts and commitment to this program will make a
significant difierence n the lives of many. Your presence will diminish the sense of
isolation that these residents expericnce and helps them achieve a sense of self
determination.

Because ow Volunicer Friendly Visitors serve vulnerable adults in long term care
residential selfings, all «pplicants must complete a screening process. The application
process includes compiction of the application, an interview, 8 bzckground check (civil
and criminal), and chatacter reference checks. Once selected as a Volunteer Friendly
Visitor, an exceplional training program is provided that includes classcoom and on-the-
job training. This program has been implemented to ensure thai the volunteers are
equipped with the fundamental tools necessary to develop the skills that are needed to
succeed in working with residents.

Enclosed, you will find the following infonnation and application forms for this program:

s Frendly Visitor Pusition Description
« South Carolina Friendly Visitor Program Application
»  Authorization for Release of Information Background Report

Volunteers are invaluable assels to any organizalion and we want your expericnce in this
voluntecr program (o be well worth your time and effort. Please complete the enclosed
forms and return them as soon as possible. This is the initial step 1o becoming a
Volunteer Friendly Visitor and we will contact you as soon as the information is

processed.

If you have any questions or need furtber information, please contact LaToya Buggs-
Williams, at (803) 376-5389 or 1-800-391-1185 or by email at
Ibugesfixentiralmidlands.org, We are looking forward to having you join us m our
Valunteer Friendly Visitor Program.
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Central Midlands

Long Term Care Ombudsman Program
236 Stoneridge Drive

Columbia, SC 29210

CENTRAL
MIDIANDS@

{onrtie ol G s

Thank you for your intercst.

Sincerely,

LaToya Buggs-Williams
Ombudsman Investgator

Enclosures

Lieutenant Governor's Office on Aging
1301 Gervais St., Sulte 200
Columbia, 8C 29201
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YOLUNTEER FRIENDLY YISITOR
Position Description

The Volunteer Friendly Visitor’s gonl is to improve the quality of life for residenls in long-lemn
care facilities through communication and visits.

Locotion: Long Term Care Facilities: The program will concentrate in Communily
Residential Care Facilities (CRCF*S) and Skilled Nursing Facilities.

Qualilications: Age 15 and older and interested in improving the quality of life in long-term
care facilities. Have the zbility to communicute with vulnerable adults, a genuine care and
concern for older adulls, problen-solving skills, and empathy, dependable, exercrse good
Jjudgment and have available transportation.

Specific Duties:

Visit residents in assigned facilities 2-4 hours per week.

Empower residents and their families to advocate on behalf of the resident.

Advocate for the residents by addressing resident rights with appropriate facility siaff,
Provide informotion about residents” rights and LTCQO services.

Participate in Residert and Family Councils upon request.

Function as a resource 1o residents and their fumihies

Maintgin communication with the Regional Ombudsman’s office.

Report any suspected, elleged, or actual cases of abuse, neglect, ar exploitation to the
Regiona! Ombudsman’s office as required by law.

Maintain confidentiality.

Keep accurate records and submit muoathly reports (o the Regional LTCO program.
Participate in ongoing continuing educalion training,

Pertorm othe- duties as assigned by the Regional Ombudsman.

Volunteers do NOT provide personal services, assist with eating or feeding. pravide tood
or beverages, or any olher responsibility that is managed by the facility staff,

Friendly Visitors do NOT investigate complaints, mediate disputes, or involve themselves
in any controversy with tamilies or facility staff. Refer complaints to the Regional
Ombudaman or Yolunieer Coordinator

Requirements: Application, interview, enminal background and reference checks,
14-16 hours of certification training, exam, orientation to the Facility and staff and
& hours of re-certification training throughout each year of volunteer service,

Hours: Flexible
Time Frame: Two la tour hours per week
Time Commitment: One Year |

Supervision: Regional Long Term Care Ombudsman Program
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Name: _— =

Street Address: . =

City, State, Zip: SN

Previous Address (if less than S years at current address):

City, State, Zip: __  _ — I
Telephone: Home: _ . Work oy

Fax: E-Mail Adcress; —

Social Security Number: — Sex: Male _ _ Female

Occupation & Employer: = -
Date of Birth: _ / /

Days and Times You Are Avallabla to Voluntegr;

Days: __ _

Education: .

Times: _ I - =
Yolunteer Activities:
Friendly Vistor: Dala Entry: ________ Totake: _ _ _ Speaker/Presenter:

Volunteer Experence: -

Are you willing to make 2 cne year commitment s 2 volunteer? Yeos No
Do you have your own transportation? Yes, _ _No 4
Form of Transportation, - =

Why are yOu Interested in volunteering with the Ombudsman Program?

Lieutenant Govemnor’s Office on Aging

ltemit 2
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Row did you leam about the Fnendly Visitor Program?

Newspaper: LTCO Saf: AARP: Poster: Brochure: Other-

Do you have friends or relatives connected with a long-term care fadlity? Yes No
Do you have 2 conflict of Interest {work for a fadility/ family member in a fadlity, t¢.?) Yes No

Have you been employed by a long-term care facility within the past year? Yes No

Have you ever been convicted of a eriminal offense? Yes No

Special Interests or Habbles:

Special SKil, Trakning, Languages, Elc

Work History:

Organlzation: Positon;
Supervisor: Dates:
Organization: Position:
Supervisor: Dates:
Organization: Position:
Supervisar: Dates:
Name:

Address: Phone:
Name

Address: Phone:
Name

Address: Phone:

I authorize the 5C State Long Term Care Ombudsman Program to contact references that I have listed.

Signature of Applicant: T
& .
Date: i 2
[ N% |‘y‘n W
Resumne or additional comments may be submitted in addition to apgplication. e

0, AT GRS
Lieutenant Governor's Office on Aging 2E G R
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Authorization for Release of Information Background Report

For lhe purpase of evalualing my qualificalions lo be a Friendly Visilor to vulnerable adulls
wilhin a long term care resicential care faclllty \hrough South Caroiina Volunteer Friendly Visilor

rogram, ! consent to the Lieulenanl Govemor's Office on Aging or ils agents conducling &
background check which may include but is not limited 1o investigation of my employmenl
history, educational background, criminal hislery, mililary records, credit history, Depariment of
Social Services records, Depariment of Health and Enviranmenlal Conlrol records, and
Deparimenl of Moter Vehicle recards.

Below, | have pravided my full name, dale of birih and social security number for Ihis purpose. 1
understand and agree that if | choose nol 1o provide lhis informalion or otherwise refuse lo
consent and authorize this background cheek, any conditional offer will be withdrawn and | will
nol be afiowed lo participaia n lhe Volunieer Friendly Visilor Program.

| may receive complele disclosure about the nature and scope of the background check and any
information received by Ihe Lieulenant Governor's Office on Aging or its agents curing lhis
background check by submitling a wiitten reguest 1o the Lisutenant Governor's Office on Aging
or its agents within 45 days of lheir receipt of such reporl.  All informalion received by lhe
Lieutenar:| Governor's Office on Aging or its agents as a result of this background check will be
maintained confidentially and not released lo anyone for any purpose except as | personaliy
designate in writing. The Lt. Governor's Office or ils agents may disclose copiss of all
results of this background check to the declsion maker in a lawsuit, grievancs, o olher
proceeding initiated by me or on my behalf or as required by law.

I undersland thal a photocopy or facsimile of this signed documanl shall be as valid as the
original documenl and authorizes the Lieulenant Governor's Office on Aging or its agents to
perform the backgrourd check as stated above.

| hereby release the Lleulenant Governor's Office on Aging and ils agents from all claims or
liatilities that might arise from the nquiry inlo or disclosure of such infermalion, Including clalms
under any federal, state, or local civil rights law and eny claims for defamation or invasion of
privacy. | sulhorize all persons who may have informalicn relevant 1o this research lo disclose
such information to the Lieutananl Governor's Office on Aging or its agenls, and | haraby
release all persons from liabilily because of true and accurale disckisure.

May we contact your presenl employer? Yes __ No
Date Applicants Signature
Fuif Name {print): D/O/B .

Socia) Security Number.

Address: _ _
Cily, State, and Zip: .
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May 12, 2011
Councilman Norman Jacksun
265 King Charles Road
Columbia, SC 29209
Dear Councilman Jeckson:

While reading the Actions Report for the May 3, 2011 County Council Meeting, |
noticed that you have suggested that Richiand County develop n Commission for
the Aging to “sddress the nging population needs and improve qualily of life”. As
the Executive Director of Senior Resources Inc., I am excited to leamn of your
interest in meeting the needs of this ever inereasing population and would like to
have the opportunity Lo speak with you, and/or the Development and Services
Comrnitiee, 16 provids historical and current information on ihe services and
prugrams currently available in Richiand County. I feel it would be beneficial o
include Sharon Seago, Aging Director of the Central Midlands Area Ageacy on
Aging in any conversations that include s¢nior programs and services as it is their
responsibility 10 develop the Aging Area Plan for the Central Midlands Region,
which includes Richland County.

Senior Resources, Inc., 2 50169 non-profit organization, was chartered in 1967 as 2

Council on Aping, For almost 44 years we have provided In-Homne and
Community Based services for seniors in Richlapd County. These services are

Mekpx Hillnz e

s funded through Federal funds, local funds, siate funds, gran(-writing, fundraising

g‘f:::sl';:;u activities, donations, clien! payments, independent contracts, elc. Qur Meals on

Geegory Tacke Wheels, Wellness Centers, Home Care, Transportation and Physical Fitness

Ve Foed programs are primarily funded through grants secured through the Central

f:‘;':::r“ Midlands Arca Agency on Aging with money allocated by the L1 Govemor's

Humbers at Lorge Office on Aging. As & contractual agency of Richland County the funds allocaled

Deborst L Bower to Senior Resources, helps us meet the maiching funds required for these programs

Freeutive Directse as well as other federally funded senior programs that we provide in Richland
Counly. The primary goal of all of our programs and services is (o keep seniors
engaged and independent as long as possible allowing seniors to remain in their
own homes and in their own communities, delaying and in some cases eliminating

Funded i Pari by Conetd M mubs (epewidcl G cxnnems - O 6 Conttns Comporaacd: [ur Namesl & Ceomma Senvee Deasuons & onbamy
Rechiand ( gamcy U ovrer, SO Depanment of Heanh and LEwnsa Senwes - Limiey woy ol Lhe Midinod
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the need for institutionalization. You are absolutely correct; it is all about “Quality
of Life”,

If you have questions or would like to speak to me in regard to Senior Resources,
Inc.'s role in providing services in Richland County, please feel free 16 contzcl me.
I have included both our Annual Repont and my business card. [ look farward to
hearing from you.

Singerely,

Deborah L. Bower
Executive Director

cc: M. Pope
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Smeking Ban Ordinance Amendment "Reasaonable Distance® [ pages 22-25]
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Richland County Council Item for Action

Subject: Smoking Ban Ordinance Amendment — “Reasonable Distance™

A. Purpose

Council is requested to consider the Motion made by Honorable Councilmember Manning at
the Council meeting of April 5. 2011 which reads, “Ban smoking within a specified
distance from a main entrance of a business or public building.”

B. Background / Discussion

During the Motion Period in the Council Meeting of April 5. 2011, Honorable
Councilmember Manning made a motion to “Ban smoking within a specified distance from a
main entrance of a business or public building.”

The current smoking ban ordinance language relating to this issue, Section 18-6(g) reads as
tollows:

{g) Reasonable Distance. Smoking outside a Workplace. and any other indoor area
where smoking is prohibited. shall be permitted. provided that tobacco smoke does not
enter any Work Spaces and/or Workplaces through entrances. windows, ventilation
systems, or other means.

Specifying a distance from a work space within which no smoking shall occur will also help
protect employees and the general public from having to walk through second-hand smeke in
order to enter or exit a business or other work area.

While most municipalities in Richland County with smoking ban ordinances in place use the
“reasonable distance™ language (Blythewood is the sole exception, which specifies a ten foot
distance). municipalities in Lexington County with smoking ban ordinances in place include
a specific distance, ten (10} feet.

Richland County’s policy. for its public buildings, states that smoking is prohibited within
twenty feet (207) of any entrance, public access points, or air intakes.

On April 13, via email. the Honorable Mr. Manning notified staff that he knows that Aiken,
Lexington. and York Counties have distance specifications. and that the average from these
jurisdictions is fitteen (15) feet. In addition. per Mr. Manning. fifteen (15) feet is the
minimum distance as recommended in a model ordinance promulgated by the ANR
(Americans for Nonsmokers” Rights).

A draft ordinance is attached that would use this distance of 15" in amending Section [8-6

8).
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C. Financial Impact
None.
D. Alternatives

I. Amend the smoking ban ordinance as recommended to specify that no smoking shall
occur within fifieen (15) feet of any entrance or air intakes.

2. Amend the smoking ban ordinance to specify a difterent distance. Greater distances will
provide grealer protections to employees and the general public. but lesser distances will
be less of'a restriction on business operations.

3. Do not amend the smoking ban ordinance at this time.

E. Recommendation

It is recommended that Council amend Section [8-6 (g) of the smoking ban ordinance to
require a 15" smoking distance from doors and air intakes.

Recommended by: Pam Davis Department: Business Service Center Date: 4-11-11

F. Reviews
(Please SIGN vour name, ¥ the appropriate box. and support your recommendation before routing. Thank

you!)

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driguers Date: 4/14/1]
v Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial
Comments regarding recommendation:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: Roxanne M. Ancheta Date: April 20, 2011
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Comments regarding recommendation: It is recommended that Council amend
Section 18-6 (g) of the smoking ban ordinance to require a 15" smoking distance from
doors and air intakes.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY
ORDINANCENO. __ -11HR

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES:
CHAPTER 18, OFFENSES: SECTION 18-6, SMOKING OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS:
SUBPARAGRAPH (G), REASONABLE DISTANCE; SO AS TO PROHIBIT SMOKING
WITHIN TWENTY (20) FEET OF A DOOR USED AS AN ENTRANCE TO OR EXIT FROM
AN ENCLOSED AREA WHERE SMOKING IS PROHIBITED.

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

SECTION 1. The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 18, Offenses; Section 18-6,
Smoking of Tobacco Products; Subparagraph (g); is hereby amended to read as follows:

(g} Reasonable Distance. Smoking outside a Workplace, and any other indoor area
where smoking is prohibited, shall be permitted, provided that tobacco smoke does not
enter any Work Spaces and/or Workplaces through entrances, windows, ventilation
systems, or other means. [n addition, smoking is prohibited within fifteen (15} feet of
any_door used as_an_entrance to or exit from an enclosed area where smoking is
prohibited and from anv air intake, so as to ensure that iobacco smoke does not enier

through the entrv and to help protect emplovees, the general public, and others from
having to walk through tobacco smoke in order to enter or exit a business or other work
area. This distance shall be measured from the center of the door in question,

SECTION 1II. Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be
deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections,
subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby.

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

SECTION 1V. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective from and after
L2011,

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

BY:
Paul Livingston, Chair

ATTEST THIS THE DAY

OF , 2011

Michelle M. Onley
Assistant Clerk of Council
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RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

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

First Reading:
Second Reading:
Public Hearing:
Third Reading:
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Purchase of a 15 ton long track Hydraulic Excavator [pages 27-28]

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Purchase of'a IS Ton Long Track. Zero Turn Hydraulic Excavator

A. Purpose
County Council is requested to approve a purchase in the amount of $106.539.90 for the
purchase of a new Hyundai 15-ton zero turn excavator, Model Number RI45LCR-9, from
Stafford Equipment. in West Columbia. The purchase is for the Roads and Drainage Division
of the Department of Public Works. with funds available in the FY11 budget. The budget
accounts are split funding applving $16.539.90 from 12163020735.5314 and $90,000.00 from to
account 1100300000.5314.

B. Background / Discussion

The new excavator will be replacing a Caterpillar 330 CL. a 2004 model weighing 37 tons. The
new equipment will be much smaller and lighter, increasing transportability and efficiency,
making it a more suitable piece of equipment for a greater number of worksites. It will also use
less fuel while meeting the latest EPA Tier Three emissions standards. dramatically reducing
nitrous oxide and particulate emissions. as called for in the Richland County Directive on Air
Quality Policies, issued last year. The zero-turn designation means that the cab/engine
compartment can turn nearly within the radius of the tracks. significantly reducing the
opportunity to strike a worker or damage property in the work area.

A bid process was conducted by Procurement, and the most responsive and responsible bidder
was determined to be Stafford Equipment, in West Columbia, who offered the Hyundai Model
RI145LCR-9 15 ton zero turn excavator. Their cumulative score was highest among eight
potential suppliers who participated in the bid process.

C. Financial Impact
The financial impact to the County will be the purchase ot the excavator, available in the current
budget of the Roads and Drainage Division of the Department of Public Works. The total cost of
the excavator is $106.539.00.

2011 Hyundai 15 Ton Zero Turn Excavator $ 99.570.00
South Carolina Sales Tax $ 6.969.90
Total Cost $£106.539.90

D. Alternatives
There are two alternatives available:
. Approve the request to purchase the 15 ton zero turn excavator for the Roads and Drainage
division of the Department of Public Works.

2. Do not approve the request to purchase the 15 ton zero turn excavator for the Roads and
Drainage Division of the Department of Public Works.

E. Recommendation
It is recommended that Council approve the request to purchase the Hyundai Mode R145LCR-9

15 Ton Zero Turn Excavator from Staftord Equipment.
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Recommended by: David Hoops Department: Public Works Director Date: 06/14/]11

F. Reviews
(Please SIGN your name. ¥ the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing. Thank you!}

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 6/16/11
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Procurement
Reviewed by: Rodolfo Callwood Date: 6/17/11
M Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v Recommend Council approval U Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/21/11
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation;
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Purchase of Two Tandem Axle Dump Trucks [pages 30-31]

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Purchase of Two (2) Tandem Axle Dump Trucks

A. Purpose

County Council is requested fo approve a purchase in the amount of S202.476.00 for the
purchase of nwo (2) newM2-112 Freightliner temdem axle dump trucks firom Columbia Truck
Center. They will be purchased for the Roads and Drainage division of the Department of
Public Works, with funds available in the FY!l budget. The budgel account is
1216302000.5313.

. Background / Discussion

The new units will include an addition to the Ballentine Camp fleet, and a replacement for
AK006, a 2000 Chevrolet C7500. The Ballentine camp was never fully equipped when
originally established and the new vehicle will only bring that camp up to necessary equipped
level. These trucks are EPA Tier Three compliant. meeting the latest EPA emission standards
for reducing nitrous oxide and particulate emissions, offering significant improvement over the
older equipment. This also complies with the latest County Directive on Air Quality Policies.
The engine/drive train system configuration was specified to provide more reliable and fuel
etficient service throughout the life cycle of the equipment.

A bid process was conducted by Procurement. and the most responsive and responsible bidder
was determined to be Columbia Truck Center, who offered a 201 1 Freightliner model M2-112
truck. Their cumulative score was the highest of five potential suppliers who participated in the
process.

. Financial Impact
The financial impact to the County will be the purchase cost of the vehicles. available in the

current budget of the Roads and Drainage Division of the Department of Public Works. The
total cost of the two trucks is $200.,000.00.

2011 Freightliner M2-112 Dump Truck $ 100,938.00
South Carolina Sales Tax $ 300.00
Total Cost (per unit) $101,238.00
Total Cost (two units) $202.476.00

. Alternatives

There are two alternatives available:

1. Approve the request to purchase the tandem axle dump trucks tor the Roads and Drainage
Division ot the Department of Public Works

2. Do not approve the request to purchase the tandem axle dump trucks for the Roads and
Drainage Division of the Department of Public Works.

. Recommendation
It is recommended that Council approve the request to purchase two Freightliner M2-112
tandem axle dump trucks from Columbia Truck Center.
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Recommended by: David Hoops Department: Public Works Director Date: 06/14/11

F. Reviews
{Please SIGN vour name. ¥ the appropriate box. and support your recommendation before routing. Thank vou!)

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 6/15/11
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain it checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Funds are available in FY11 as stated. However.,
due to timing of the request and the fiscal year closeout it is important 1o note that if the
item is not received by 6/30/11 the budget funds would be rolled over to FY 12 and the
purchase recorded as appropriate.

Procurement
Reviewed by: Rodolfo Callwood Date: 6/16/11
M Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v Recommend Council approval QO Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/16/11
QO Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

v" Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval of the purchase of the two
trucks. As the Finance Director indicated. the funds will have to be rolled overto FY12
if the purchase is made after 6/30/11.
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“Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Request to approve emergency purchase of landfill trash compactor [pages 33-34]

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Request 1o approve emergency purchase of landfill trash compactor

A. Purpose
"County Council is requested to approve the Emergency purchase of a landfill Trash Compacior

B. Background / Discussion

* On March 23, 2011 a fire in the engine compartment of the landfill trash compactor broke
out. despite the fire suppression the 2004 caterpillar 826-G landfill trash compactor was a
total loss.

e As per our landfill permit we are required to have a landfill trash compactor operational and
on site during operating hours.

® At present payment for a rental unit is currently being provided for a limited time by our
insurance company and will soon run out. The current rental rate for this unit is $12.500 per
month.

e  We have received payment from the insurance Company for the depreciated value of the
2004 caterpillar 826-G landfill trash compactor and solid waste has identitied funds
necessary for the purchase of the new landfill compactor.

¢ Procurement has gone through the emergency bid process with the following results:

Al jon Road Machinery Industrial Tractor Blanchard Machinery
$556.897 $522.207 $467.204 $559.877
45-60 days  60-90 days 60 days 196 days

After evaluating all bids and specifications and it was determined that the most advantages
Bid for the County was for a Terex compactor from Road Machinery. The Terex was not the
lowest bid however in reviewing the specitications it was determined that the Terex was best
suited for our operation because of the compaction rate it offered. Better compaction equals
longer life of the landfill cell. resulting in long term savings. Road Machinery has also
agreed to discontinue charging us for the rental unit upon receipt of a purchase order for
the Terex Machine.

C. Financial Impact
No additional funds are requested to support this purchase, The County has received 169,000
from the insurance company and Solid Waste has identified funds within our budget necessary
Jor the purchase.

D. Alternatives:
1. Approve the request for emergency purchase of'a Terex Landfill Trash Compactor from
Road Machinery.
2. Do not approve request and continue to rent a landfill compactor at a rate of $12.500 per
month,
E. Recommendation
"It is recommended that Council approve alternative 1 for the emergency purchase.
Recommended by: Department: Date:
Paul F. Alcantar Solid Waste Department 06/13/2011

ltem# 6

Altachment number 1
Page 33 of 99 Page 1 of 2



F. Reviews
{Please SIGN your name. ¥ the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing, Thank you!}

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 6/15/11
¥ Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Funds are available as stated. However, due to
timing of the request and the fiscal year closeout it is important to note that if the item is
not received by 6/30/11 the budget funds would be rolled over to FY12 and the purchase

recorded as appropriate.

Procurement
Reviewed by: Rodolfo Callwood Date: 6/16/1 1
MRecommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion {please explain it checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: Tony McDonald Date: 6/16/11
¥ Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain it checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Recommended approval as proposed. Although
the recommended bidder is not the lowest. it is the most responsive. responsible bidder
in that its compactor more adequately meets the needs for which it is being purchased.
Funding is available as indicated.
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Richland County Council Request of Action
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Waste Management C&D Contract renewal

A. Purpose

"County Council is requested 1o approve the renewal of the Waste Management C&D disposal
services Contract for the period from July 1. 2011 until June 30,2012.

B. Background / Discussion

e In April of 2010 as a result of a bid process for Construction and demolition disposal
services a contract was awarded to Waste Management Inc. The contract is entering its
second vear and requires renewal vearly.

» Council is requested to approve the contract renewal for construction and demolition
disposal services with Waste Management Inc. for the period of July 1. 2011 thru June 30.

2012
¢ Renewal of this contract will maintain the current price for disposal throughout June 30,
2012

C. Financial Impact
All funds have been budgeted for our annual expense and there is no financial impact associated

with this request.

D. Alternatives:
1. Approve the request to renew the current contract with Waste Management Inc.
2. Do not approve request: Which could result in rebidding for C&D services and paying a
higher rate for disposal.

E. Recommendation
"It is recommended that Council approve the request to renew the current contract with Waste

Management for C&D disposal services.”

Recommended by: Department: Date:
Paul F. Alcaniar Solid Waste Departinent 06/13/2011

F. Reviews
(Please SIGN your name, v the appropriate box. and support your recommendation before routing. Thank vou!)

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 6/15/11
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Based on no additional funds required and the
recommendation of the Solid Waste Director.
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Procurement
Reviewed by: Rodolfo Callwood Date: 6/16/11
M Recommend Council approval U Recommend Council denial
Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: Tonv McDonald Date: 6/16/11
¥ Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain it checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: The proposal will extend the existing contract
with Waste Management for C & D waste disposal for a second year. Funds have been
appropriated for this contract in the FY 12 budget.
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Ordinance regarding inspectlon of occupied structures [pages 39-43]

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Ordinance regarding inspection of occupied structures

A. Purpose

To enact an ordinance that states inspections of occupied structures for the purpose of minimum
code compliance for unsafe housing will not be provided.

B. Background / Discussion:

It has been the Department’s practice to inspect vacant and abandoned residential property to
include mobile homes in Richland County. The work load for vacant structures is
approximately 600 housing cases with one unsafe housing inspector. Currently we have
assigned two building inspectors to the Unsafe Housing Division to assist in the work load and
inspections. We have a very limited number inspected occupied residential code cases at this
time. Our procedure has been not to inspect occupied structures for the following reasons
unless there is a life safety concern:

Tenant-occupied structures are usually landlord/tenant disputes which can usually be resolved
through the Magistrates Court.

o Landlords try to use our office as an eviction process to avoid eviction costs
and the time it takes to have the tenant removed.

o Tenants use our office to confirm or verify code violations which the landlord
would be required to repair, if the tenant used the court system.

o We have had very good luck with referring the landlord and the tenant to
using the Tenant/Landlord act and settling their concems in court on their
own.

Performing inspections on tenant-occupied structure would need to be done in a manner which
is consistent with fair housing requirements and which assures all persons their rights under
Title VIII of that act of April [1, 1968 (Public Law 90-284). commonly known as the Civil
Rights Act of 1968 and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.

Owner-occupied structures are usually civil disputes between neighbors or property regime and
their board of directors. Most of the complaints are exterior code violations, to include. care of
premises or abandoned vehicles. These concerns can and will be inspected and handled through
the ombudsman’s office as requested and needed. In the event that a tenant or owner occupied
structure is in need of repair and that life safety is apparent the Building Official does have the
authority to take immediate action.

Again. it has been Unsafe Housing's course of action to refrain from performing inspections on
occupied structures.

ltemit 8

Altachmeni number 1
Page 39 of 99 Page1of5



C. Financial Impact

None, it approved. However, if we are required to inspect occupied structures, there will be the
cost of additional inspectors and administrative personnel. vehicles and equipment to cover
Richland County. The cost is estimated at $160.000 for two (2) inspectors. one (I)
administrative/records assistant, two (2) vehicles and equipment, desks & elc.

D. Alternatives

1. Approve the Ordinance. which would state that inspections of occupied structures are not to
be performed.

2. Do not approve the Ordinance. and allow staff to continue to administratively not inspect

occupied structures and handled on a case by case as needed basis.

Do not approve the Ordinance and direct staff to inspect occupied structures.

I

E. Recommendation
Recommend approval of Alternative |.
F. Approvals

(Please SIGN your name. ¥ the appropriate box. and support vour recommendation before
routing. Thank you!)

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 5/23/11
] Recommend Council approval 0O Recommend Council denial

v" Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: This is a policy and funding decision for Council
on appropriate inspection requirements and the mechanism for funding the approved
process.

Building Codes and Inspections
Reviewed by: Donny Phipps Date:
Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial
Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Planning
Reviewed by: Amelia Linder Date:
D Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval of Alternative 1.
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Legal

Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:

[] Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

v" Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: The ROA as written discusses those situations
where these structures are being occupied by tenants in a landlord/ tenant type
arrangement and the difficulty in doing inspections under those circumstances. However.,
the ordinance makes no distinction as to whether or not the occupant of the structure has
to be a tenant or the owner of the structure. The language of the ordinance wouldn’t
require the county to do any inspections as long as it was occupied. no matter who the
occupant was. Therefore, it is unclear as to why most of the discussion regarding this
matter would center on landlord/tenant issues. but the requirement for no inspections
would not be limited to just landlord/tenant structures. In addition, the language of the
ordinance suggests that the only time that an inspection would be in order is in a life or
death situation. In some instances the onlv way that you may have to determine it you
have a life or death situation is thru an inspection.

If the Council wants to appropriate the funds to hire the inspectors to ensure that these
structures are safe and meet the code requirements, it is within their discretion to do so.

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/21/11
v Recommend Council approval Q  Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval of Alternative 1 —
approving the ordinance. The ordinance addresses still performing inspections in
situations addressed in Sections 108 and 109 of the International Property Maintenance
Code. These usually come from damages due to storms. wind, lightening & etc, that are
covered by section 109.1 imminent danger. It could include failure to maintain and
weather conditions that causes the building to have structural failure due to roof leaks.
open windows and/or siding. It also could be gas. electrical or plumbing issues that
could be found to be dangerous to life, health, property or safety of the public or
occupants of the structure as covered in Section 108.1.1 unsafe structures.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY
ORDINANCENO.  -I1HR

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES.
CHAPTER 6. BUILDINGS AND BUILDING REGULATIONS:; ARTICLE i,
ADMINISTRATION: DIVISION 3. PERMITS. INSPECTION AND CERTIFICATE OF
APPROVAL: SECTION 6-52. INSPECTIONS REQUIRED; SO AS TO NOT REQUIRE
INSPECTION OF OCCUPIED STRUCTURES UNLESS THERE ARE SAFETY CONCERNS.

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

SECTION 1. The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 6, Buildings and Building
Regulations: Article 1. Administration: Division 3. Permits, Inspection and Certificate of Approval:
Section 6-32; Inspections Required; is hereby amended to read as follows:

(a) The building official shall inspect or cause to be inspected at various intervals all
construction. installation and/or work for compliance with the provisions of this chapter.

t withstanding subsection (a), above, inspections of ied structures for the

purpose of code compliance for unsafe housing will not be provided, unless the structure is

determined to be unsafe as stated in Sections 108 and 109 of the International Propertv
Maintenance Code.

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

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

SECTION IV. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after L2011,

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

BY:

Paul Livingston. Chair
ATTEST THIS THE DAY

OF L2011

Michelle M. Onley
Assistant Clerk of Council

RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
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Approved As To LEGAL Form Only
No Opinion Rendered As To Content

First Reading:
Second Reading:
Public Hearing:
Third Reading:
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Richland County Co__uncil Request of Action

Subject

Amending Chapter 26 to address landscaping of non-profit organizations [pages 45-48]

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Amending Chapter 26 to address landscaping of non-profit organizations

A. Purpose

To amend the Land Development Code to exempt non-profit organizations from the vehicular
surface area landscaping requirements.

B. Background / Discussion

On May 17. 2011, with unanimous consent. a motion was made by the Honorable Councilman
Norman Jackson, as follows:

“Motion 1o address the eftect of landscaping of non profit organizations vs. commercial
properties and certificate of occupancy. (Rural vs. Urban Landscaping)™

A draft ordinance is attached, which would exempt non-profit organizations from the vehicular
surtace area landscaping requirements.

C. Financial Impact
None.

D. Alternatives
I. Approve the ordinance as drafted. and send it to the Planning Commission for their

recommendation.
2. Approve an amended ordinance. and send it to the Planning Commission for their

recommendation.
3. Do not approve the request.
E. Recommendation
This request is at Council’s discretion.

Recommended by: Honorable Norman Jackson Date: 5/17/11

F. Approvals

Finance
Reviewed by Daniel Driggers: Date: 6/14/11
v Recommend Council approval 0 Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommendation is based on no financial impact
to the County.
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Planning

Reviewed by: Amelia Linder Date: 6/15/11
O Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: All of the alternatives appear to be legally
sufficient. therefore this request is at the discretion of Council.

Planning
Reviewed by: Anna Fonseca Date:
O Recommend Council approval v Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Non-protits can potentially be any kind of
business located in any area of the county; to exempt them from the section of the code
which deals with landscaping vehicular surface areas would not improve the visibility of
corridors and streetscapes. Landscaping vehicular surface areas reduces the amount of
heat being emitted from asphalt and other surfaces. provides shade for vehicles. and
sends a positive message to citizens patronizing the site.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
Q Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

v" Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: This is a policy decision of Council.

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/21/11
O Recommend Council approval v" Recommend Council denial
Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend denial of the proposed ordinance.
The motion was made to address the needs of a church: however. as indicated by the
Planning Director, non-profits can include a variety of ditferent businesses throughout
the County. The proposed ordinance would exempt all non-profits from landscaping
vehicular surface areas.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY
ORDINANCE NO. __ —I1HR

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES:
CHAPTER 26. LAND DEVELOPMENT: ARTICLE VII. GENERAL DEVELOPMENT, SITE
AND PERFORMANCE STANDARDS: SECTION 26-176, LANDSCAPING STANDARDS:
SUBSECTION (A), PURPOSE AND APPLICABILITY; PARAGRAPH (2), APPLICABILITY:
SUBPARAGRAPH A.: SO AS TO EXEMPT NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS FROM
VEHICULAR SURFACE AREA LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS.

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

SECTION L. The Richland County Code of Ordinances. Chapter 26. Land Development: Article
VII. General Development, Site and Performance Standards; Section 26-176, Landscaping
Standards: Subsection (a). Purpose and Applicability: Paragraph (2). Applicability; Subparagraph
a.; is hereby amended to read as follows:

a. Any new development must fully comply with the pertinent requirements of this
section unless specifically exempted elsewhere in this chapter,

Exemptions: These requirements shall not apply to:

1. Single-family detached and two-fumily dwellings. Individual single-family
detached and two-family dwellings that are located on separate lots recorded
with the Richland County Register of Deeds office, and any existing lots
zoned for single-family or two-family dwellings shown by a recorded plat on
or before July 1. 2005, shall not be subject to the requitements set forth in
this section. However. the construction in a subdivision of single-family or
two-family homes shall be subject to buffer transition yards (Section 26-
176(t)): tree protection (Section 26-176(j)). excluding street protective yards:
and completion and maintenance (Section 26-176(k)).

2. Public and private wilities. Public and private utilities are not subject to the
requirements of this section. except when a land development permit or
subdivision approval is required. Such utilities may include. but are not
limited to. storm drainage installation. road censtruction. water and sewer
construction, and electric. gas. communications, and other similar service
installations.

Existing structures and vehicular surface areas. Existing buildings.
structures, and vehicular surtace areas are exempt from the requirements

of this section. unless they are involved in new construction or expansion as
explained in Section 26-176(a)(2)b. below.

9]
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wofil organizations. Non-profit organizations are not subject to the

requirements of subsection (g). below, regarding ‘“vehicular surface area
landscaping”, but are subject to all other requirements of this section.

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

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

SECTION IV. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after .2011.

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

BY:

Paul Livingston, Chair
ATTEST THIS THE DAY

OF , 2011,

Michelle M. Onley
Assistant Clerk of Council

First Reading:
Public Hearing:
Second Reading;:
Third Reading:
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Creating an independent review task force to improve the business climate in the City of Columbia and Richland
County [pages 50-54]

eviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Creating an independent review task force to improve the business climate in the City of
Columbia and in Richland County

A. Purpose

To create an independent review task force to improve the business climate in the City of Columbia
and in Richland County.

B. Background / Discussion

On May 17. 201 1., with unanimous consent, a motion was made by the Honorable Councilman Paul
Livingston. as follows:

“To discuss the Greater Columbia Chamber request to create an independent review task
force to improve the business climate in the City of Columbia and Richland County™

On May 12. 2011, the Greater Columbia Chamber of Commerce sent a letter, which was signed by
Mike Brenan (Chair) and [ke McLeese (President). to the Honorable Paul Livingston. The letter
stated that:

“Many business owners have expressed frustration over problems encountered while
navigating the government approval process. Most of these problems are related to bureaucratic
delays and the unnecessarily cumbersome processes within the various departments responsible
tfor approvals and permits required for current or planned projects.”

And:

“The Chamber, in conjunction with the City. has researched this issue at length,
surveving more than 250 local businesses over the past two years. We found that the approval
process at the City or County ranked last among all government services. Economic
development was rated the worst business climate element. And more than 40 percent of
respondents said the problems associated with the approval process detract from the
community's attractiveness as a place to do business.”

“That negative reputation is undoubtedly hurting our ability to attract and retain
businesses. As a result. we are losing countless jobs and investments.”

The Chamber's letter concluded by stating:

“So we are suggesting to you. as the leaders of your respective councils, that we join
together to create an independent review task force that will begin the process of improving the
approval process. It is our hope that this task force can study the issue and identify short-term
and long-term changes that can be approved independently by both councils and implemented
by vour respective staffs.”
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It is absolutely imperative that this task force be representative of the entire community.
including council members. administrative staft, business leaders and city and county residents.
It is only through this equal partnership that we will be able to bring about positive, lasting
reform.”

It is proposed that the review task force be comprised as follows:

BUSINESS FRIENDLY TASK FORCE

COMPOSITION
Chamber of Commerce Appointees:

1. Chairman or Designee
2. President or Designee
3. Private resident

City of Columbia Appointees:

1. Member of Council
2. Chief Administrator or Designee
3. Private Resident

Richland County Appointees:

1. Member of Council
2. Chief Administrator or Designee
3. Private Resident

PURPOSE

The objective of the Task Force will be to form a parinership between the Business
Community, the City of Columbia and Richland County in order to work together
to enhance our community's business friendly environment and to improve our
reputation to increase our ability fo attract and retain businesses. The Task Force
will focus on the following:

Review government approval processes.

Identify strengths and weaknesses with the processes.

Recommend methods to improve the processes.

Establish measurable standards to increase speed, accuracy, consistency
and customer service.

A WN -
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. Financial Impact

None.

. Alternatives

1. Create an independent review task force to improve the business climate in the City of
Columbia and in Richland County

2. No not create an independent review task force to improve the business climate in the City
of Columbia and in Richland County.

. Recommendation

This request is at Council’s discretion.

Recommended by: Honorable Paul Livingston Date: 5/17/11
Approvals
Finance
Reviewed by Daniel Driggers: Date: 6/15/11
v" Recommend Council approval 0 Recommend Council denial

QCouncil Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommendation is based on there being no
financial impact to the County.

Planning
Reviewed by: Anna Fonseca Date:
v Recommend Council approval & Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain it checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Currently the Planning & Development Services
is analyzing the approval and permitting process.

Planning Attorney
Reviewed by: Amelia Linder Date: 6/15/11
O Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial
Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Both of the alternatives appear to be legally
sufticient, therefore this request is at the discretion ot Council.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:
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Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/20/11
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial
Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval, Staft is in the process of
completing a Development Review Process Analysis. and input is being obtained from
the development community regarding how to make the process more efficient and
effective. Additional feedback from the Task Force would be beneficial in making

improvements.
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At the June 21, 2011 Economic Development Committee meeting, the
members voted to forward the following motion by Councilman Rose to
the D&S Committee to be considered in conjunction with the Chamber’s
Business Friendly Task Force item:

Motion that Chairman Livingston place on the Economic
Development Committee agenda, the task of reviewing the Richland
County business license fee and this fees impact on job creation and
business recruitment within Richland County. Said Committee to
review the competitiveness of our business license fee in regards to
both calculation and surrounding/neighboring Counties. Such review
to include input & data from the Columbia Chamber of Commerce as
well as other relevant entities. The findings from this review to be
submitted to full Council once said review is completed. [Rose]

Further, per the City of Columbia, the Business Friendly Task Force item
was deferred at the City Council Meeting on June 21 because the Mayor
was absent. This item will carry forward to the City Council Meeting on

July 19,
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Richland County Council Request of Action
Subject
Hopkins Community Water System Service Area Expanslon [pages 56-65]

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Hopkins Community Water System Service Area Expansion

A. Purpose
The purpose of this report is to seek County Council's approval to expand the service area
of the Hopkins Community Water System and to provide water service to additional
households within the limits of the project budget.

B. Background
The Hopkins Community Water Project was initiated by County Council to address a

contaminated groundwater source in the Hopkins Community. A defined project boundary
was established and water system plans were developed for the defined area. The project is
currently under construction with approximately 95% of the water distribution system
complete and 90% of the elevated tank construction complete.

The initial project budget was § 4. 814,000. The breakdown of funding sources and
amounts are as follows:

Richland County $ 388,000
Rural Development Loan $2.033.000
Rural Development Grant $1.793.000
SC DHEC Grant $ 600.000

Total Project Cost $4.814,000

C. Discussion
Due to the current economic conditions. the construction industry is very competitive and

the construct bid prices came in considerably less than the engineer's estimate. Therefore a
surplus of project funds are available that can be used to expand the current service area.

During the project’s initial stages. many community meetings were held to inform and
solicit customers for the new water system. Many property owners within the community
committed to connecting to the water system when it became available. Most of these
properties are within the initial service area boundary but numerous others are outside of
the initial boundary area.

The Utilities Department staft has prepared a water extension cost analysis that compares
the cost of several line extensions to the number of confinned and potential customers that
can be served by each line extension. From this information, a cost per customer and a
system expansion plan has been developed based on the lowest cost per customer. The
recommended system expansion plan would construct additional water lines along the
lower portion of Lower Richland Boulevard and along Edmunds Farm Road. The total cost
of a change order to include these line extensions is $368.522.25. The potential number of
customers that can be served by these line extensions is 74. In addition to the construction
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change order. an engineering change order in the amount of $29, 938.00 would be required
to design the additional fine extensions.

Rural Development has reviewed and approved the proposed changes to the contract
provided the change order documents are approved by County Council and forwarded to
their oftice for execution.

D. Alternatives

Approve both the construction and engineering change orders.
Approve alternate line extension.

No action

LSV R S R—y

E. Financial Impact
The current budget and encumber fund status is as follows:

Total Project Funds 4,814.,000.00

Engineering Fees (311, 220.00}
Division I Construction Cost (water line) (3.077.547.53)
Division I Construction Cost (tank) (774.000.00)
Project Advertising (2.705.00)
Right-of-Way Acquisitions (5.000.00)
Hopkins Elementary School Electrical (5.000.00)
AECOM (railroad encroachment permit) (4.200.00)
Norfolk Railroad (insurance @ bore site) (3.000.00)
Change Order No. | (56.437.33)
Rural Development Loan Interest (to be encumbered) (60.000.00)
Unencumbered Project Funds 514,890.14

Proposed Change Order # 2 Construction (386.522.25)
Proposed Change Order Engineering (for CO # 2 above) {29.938.00h
Remaining Project Funds 98,429.89

The Rural Development Letter of Conditions required the Richland County funded
contribution to be first expended followed by the Rural Development Loan and SC DHEC
Grant with the Rural Development Grant being the last expended. Any remaining Rural
Development funds will be considered Rural Development grant funds and refunded to Rural
Development.

F. Recommendation
It is recommended that County Council approve Change Order # 2 for Brigman

Construction Company in the amount of $368.522.25 and the engineers change order for
Joel Wood & Associates in the amount of $29.938.00.
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Recommended by: Andy H. Metts  Department: Utilities Date 6/14/1 |

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 6/16/11
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

QCouncil Discretion {please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Request is to redirect capital project
dollars and is project funding decision left to Council discretion. Funds are
unencumbered as stated therefore 1 would recommend approval based on the
availability of funds. I would recommend that the County take the necessary caution
to ensure that the original project scope can be completed within the existing budget
funds as part of the approval.

Procurement
Reviewed by: Rodolfo Callwood Date: 6/17/11
M Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

QO Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation:

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
Q Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

v" Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: This is a policy decision of Council.
However. the information provided in the ROA indicates that the cost for
acquisition of right —of-way would be $5,000.00. There is no information provided
as to how many parcels are going to have to be acquired or whether or not the cost
of acquiring the property necessary to expand the project is based on formal
appraisals that have been done.
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Administration

Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/21/11

v Recommend Council approval QO Recommend Council denial
Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval of change Order # 2
for Brigman Construction Company in the amount of $368.522.25 and the
engineers change order for Joel Wood & Associates in the amount of $29.938.00.
If the Rural Development grant funds are not expended, per the conditions of the
agreement. they will have to be refunded to Rural Development.
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Hopkins Water Extension Cost Analysis

Extension 1 - Lower Richland Bivd.

Extension 2 - Vandoval Road

Extension 3 - Cabin Creek Rd.

Extension 4 - Minervaville Rd.

Extension 5 - Clarkson Rd.

**Extension 6 - Allbene Park

Total cost of Extension
Confirmed Customers
*Polenhal Customers {Homos)

Tata' cost of Fxtensron
Conlirrred Costemers
*Potential Customers {Homes)

Total cost of Fxlension
Confirmed Customers
“Patential Customers (Homes)

Total cast of Fxtension
Confumed Custcmers
*Fotental Customers (Homes)

Total cost of Extension
Confitrod Customers
‘Patentral Cuslomers {Homes)

Total cost of Extension

Pre-gasting/Confirmed Customers

TPotential Cusinmers (Homes)

Extension 7 - Edmonds Farm Rd.

Total Lost of Extension
Confumed Customers
*Putential Customers (Humes

$ 316,923.21
E
61

$ 247,666.30
10
3

$ 352,914.80
10
57

$ 144,771.43
5
12

$ 324,750.04
1
3

$ 133,003.73
40
40

$ 51,599.04
!
13

Cost per Customer
11,779.27
5185 46

Cost per Cuslomer
44,766.63
7,505 04

Cost per Custemear
35,291 48
5,191 49

Cost per Customer
28,959 24
12,064.29

Cost per Customer
d24,750.04
108,250 01

Cost per Customer
3.325.09
333509

Cont por Customer
131129
3969 16

* Potential Customers includes Confimed Users, which have signed up for service, as well as properties
within the service area which have homes on them.

** Alibene Park is an existing water system which is served by RCU. By installing a new water system
in the community RCU ean avert three issues: the existence of asbestos pipes, potentail fatlure of the
aging system, and the legal issues associated with the acquisition of

the system.
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OMB NO 05750042

Formy RD 19247 CRDER KO
‘Ret, 297y UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUT TURF TWO
RURAL DEVELOPENT ANDY DATE -
FARM SERVICE AGENCTY JUNE 6, 2011
CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER SEETE
CONTRACT FOR COUNTY
DIVSION | Hopkins Commumty Watar System Improvamenis RICHLAND
OWNER B -
RICHLAND COUNTY
To __TOM BRIGMAN CONTRACTORS, INC.
1 apy tar)
Y are hereby requesied 1o comply with the following changes Lrwm the contract plans and specilications:
~Deserption of Changes ! DECRLASL INCREASE
{Supplementa) Plany and Specilivations Attacheds i n Contract Price m Contruct Price
s h)
Lower Richland Bivd. Extansion
Edmunds Farm Road Exiension B $316,923.21
$51.589.04
i .522.25
TOTALS |3 0.00 S
0.00 522,
NET CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE | % $369.522.25

IUSTIFIC ATION:
To extend water disinbution lines into araas not previously sarved and provide water sarvice connections.

Three hundr h lhousa
The amwunt of the Contract will be (Decreased) (Incrensed s By The Sum OF undred saxth-aight nd
five hundred twenty-two & 25100 Dollars 5 368,522.25

Three miiion, five hundr
The Contract Total Including ths and preswus Change Girders Will Be. £ i undred two thousand

hve hundred seven & 11/100-
Doliary 15 _3:502,507 11 .
The Contriwt Pesid Provided for Canplenon Wall Be (Increased) rDecreased ) (Unchan eed): 60 Days.

Thes dwcumetit will become a supplement 1o the contruct and alf provisions will apply herete

Requesied g ot o
f e

o /44/ & W&Q L3 % ;C/.

(Chmmer s Archites VEngineer)

Acceped

1 miru dor) tihare)
Approved by Agency
(Nuwer aned Turte i depie !
w'fa repuTung Mardem jor tFis 5 cille  Laea, o infuarns MV ) T e ] BBty pre reagumay i fiding e nie o rern i IRVt ure R e LB o MR 1L
.

Fuikerny ond mamcremg e Lot needs d wnd Comp'crimg and revew g s oo fetforriat w Sendcomematy ©opasdches byl
<anlleyim f UCRSIEMWE [ HaRUS ke dutt fe7 Trdaong B0 buanden to {8 Depucinent o Aurienlone Clearmmee Oy s S 700 3
Woskingiem, 7O NS00 Plrase 30 N6 RETE KA this forw io this addresy Fornury i the ‘ocaf (55T o orhy Yord O0€ Wb - eqppr f § o v o
rf vueem wnless o displa s o cwrrrnh ultd OB oot agmbe s

POSITHIN & Form RD 1924-7 (Rev 2.97)

SBETIL AT BNDBAYTEDC £ A 0 LIV ™D
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HOPKINS COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM

Page 62 of 99

DIVISION |
CHANGE DRDER NUMBER TWQ
EDMUNDS FARM ROAD EXTENSION
ITEM CONTRACT | ORIGINAL UPDATED ACTUAL INCREASES
| HO. OESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT PRICE | QUANTITY | NFFERENCE | DECREASES
Mobwzshon 1 1S L] LS 1 5
2 |Ciwar Rriv A7d___AC 484 AC 1 C
Trefc Conirol 1 LS 1 LS 1 5
4 | Canpbnuctym L] 1 LS T LS 1 S
DR 18] PW Compiels, inelate Tosled Sisnbred, &
21800 LF gg{ 34 08} LF | 2400
37 EA 5740 30 37 EA 1
by Fer Cotas iz A $75715] 43 _ EA| 1
Dwractonsl Dnif 6" HOPE (SDR 11) Untiar Cuvert Complole
23 Stanlirac. & For Use 880 LF 120.01 830 LF 150 LF 150
Del 480 IF STao0|  Seri5] G0 LF | 120 LF 3,258 0
V4" Service Cormeciion Wi Prissure Raduding Yawve. Including
A1 [34% SB° Maler 3 EA 281071 367 EA b5 EA ,718.26)
43 _[3A" Coppm Tuba Sis (PR 200) Service Tubag 17800 (F 0, BIS0 _ 1F | 1850 LT 16, 105 00
43 A 1" 1PS (PR 200) Sefvice Tubryg [] LF $540] 1275 LF | 1295 ui 4 335 00
47 _|Macadiam Bawe Matoenai In Drv & A Wssibon 1778 NS5[ D] 1778 TNS| to TNS 100
4% _|vaive Box Praiecior Fangs 182 EA %Jr 153 EA 1 EA 2277
33 [Sedenent & Eromon Contot 1 LS $24.870.00] 1 LS| 1 LS 00)
54 |Shacng. Famuznr g Mol ATA___AC 127160, 484 AC 1 AL 1271
HA |Tw Tc Lastng B° Line [ LS §1.500. 1 LS 1 LS A 500 00
Total $51 599
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HOPKINS COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM

DIVISION |
o CHANGE ORDER NUMBER TWO
EXTENSION 1 - LOWER RICHLAND BLVD .
ITEM CONYRAGT | ORIGINAL UPDATED ACTUAL INCREASES/
NO DEECRIPTION QUANTITY | UNIY PRIGE | UNIT FRICE | QUANTITY | DIFFERENCE | DECREASES
1 |Mchvrsbon 1 15 $40.758 00 1 LS, 1 LS 7]
7 [Cem N T4 AC 320 ) 506 _AL| a2 __AC $704 74]
3 [emffic Control 1 LS £330m0 ﬁ 1 LS 1 LS .00/
4 |Conttruchon Isirg 1 LS $550 23 1 LS 1 L8 $500 00
T {770 18] PVC Compiets. Instaled Teclsd Senkred &
7__|Approved For Uaa 10.500 LF $14 16 S1GBE| 24000 LF | 7500 \F $139,850 00
6* {CP00 DR 18) PVT Complate Inslafied Tesied Steniued &
9 |Aptwroved Fos L 21800 LF 18.08] 24400 LF | 2600 uF £29.348 00
T3 |10° Gaw Vaka & Bon A TEx ar _Eh 5 FA 782147
15 _ )6~ Guie Vaive & Box N EA LX) EA EA 146D 78
19 [Standar Fva Hydent As: Pov Dalad [F] EA 43 EA 7 EA $17 E6I DY
Dhracianal DIl 10" HOPE ( 11) Undier Cubvrt Compasta
21 |instalied Tesisd Storlized & For ise A%  LE 45 BBO__ LF| 200 1F $6.610 00
26 {107 Restrmined Jond DIP AT Eng [+] 4B) +F £33 s 720 LF ] 24D IF $10.077 6}
[Barw & foch 15 Sieel Casng Wath 10- Rastramed Jon! Duchio #on
30 |Camm 780 (F $1562 93 Sl B60 1F| tpo ke $16.493 0D
4 Connechon With Fressure Reducng Vae Inchuding
41 34" S0 Mater 3 EA 369 21 401 EA|l 20 Ea
43 [34" Tube Size [PR J0) Secvos T 17900 LF $3 a0 23600 LF | 10700 iF
43A11m0 R Z00) Serves ] LF 43 20) DiI0 LF [ 8610 F
“:-5;'_""‘%%?)5 Tutarg Uneer Prvemant No Categ SEBD_IF 3767 F| 1% iF
[ erve A Raplaos Asphatt in Deiveweys 4 v S0 %4 4080 sSY e Sy
47 _[Macedum Bave Mateal in Drivavarys & Al Maihor 718 TNS $2610] 753 1NS| 35 _ TS|
46" |Vt Bon Prolector _ 152 EA [ FRa 150 EA 7 A
83 & Evosan Control 1 [} 470 1 iS5 1 &3
54 |Sawdng Ferldizws. & Wdch a7d___AC T2 506 AC| a7 M
NA_[Tea To Ewsimg 10° Line 0 LS £2 000 00| i s 1 LS
Tolal
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OPKINS COMMUNITY
WATER PROJECT

Y

LEGEND: 1
| yTER SYSTENUNDER CONSTRUCTION |
D SERVICE AREA BOURDARY

" b
[} torsepcustosn XY

; ]

S
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JOEL E. WOOD & ASSOCIATES
; » FLANMING « TXCINELEING + MANAGEMENT

March 11, 2011
Mr. Andy Metts, Director
Richland County Department of Utililies
7525 Broad River Road
Imo, South Carolina 29063

REF: REQUEST FOR AN AMENDMENT TO ENGINEERING
CONTRACT BETWEEN JOEL E. WOOD & ASSOCIATES AND
RICHLAND COUNTY

Dear Mr. Metts:

This letter is to request an amendment to the contract berween Richland County,
SC and Joel E. Wood & Associates, L. L. C. dared June 15, 2006, The
amendment is to cover the additional cost for normal and customary engineering
services required to apphy for an SCDHEC Permit to Construct and SCDOT
Encroachnient Permits for extensions to the Hopkins Community Water Systenw
These lines were not mcluded in the original scope of the Hopkins Project. The
total increase in the Contract will be $29,938.00 and the breakdown of the cost
is as shown below:

Extension =1 Lower Richland Blvd. $17.125.00
Extension =6 Allbene Park $ 8.378.00
Edmunds Fanmn Road § 3,693.00
Changes to Wells and Chemical Feed § 74200

Toral $29.938.00

We are prepared to begin this work upon ¥our notice to proceed and should you
have sy questions or need additional information please contact me.

Sincerely,

JOEL E. WOOD & ASSOCIATES, L. L. C.
T2 e F T e e e P

LA

Joel E. Wood, P.E.,

Managing Partner
Enc.
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Petition to close portion of Beckham Swamp Road

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Petition to close Road/portion of Beckham Swamp Road

A. Purpose
County Council is requested to consider a petition filed with the circuit court to close a portion
of Beckham Swamp Road. which is currently a State maintained road located in Richland

County.

B. Background / Discussion
Petitioner filed with the circuit court to close a portion of Beckham Swamp Road, which is a
State maintained road located within unincorporated Richland County. According to the
petition, the subject portion of the roadway abuts Petitioner’s property and is not used by any
abutting property owners for access to their properties. Petitioner requests that the court
abandon or close the roadway and vest title with the Petitioner. A copy of the petition is
attached for your convenience.

The Legal Department now needs Council's guidance in answering this lawsuit. See below for
the relevant county ordinance.

Sec. 21-14. Abandonment of public roads and right-of-ways.

(a) Any person or organization wishing to close an existing public street,
road. or highway in the county to public traffic shall petition a court of
competent jurisdiction in accordance with section 57-9-10, et seq. of
the state code of laws. The petition shall name the county as a
respondent (unless the county is the petitioner). The county attorney
shall advise the court with regard to the county's concurrence or
opposition after consultation with the county's planning, public works,
and emergency services departments. and after consideration by
county council. It shall be the responsibility of the petitioner to
physically close the roadway if a petition is successful. The county
attorney may submit such petition on behalf of the county it so
directed by county council.

(b) Any person or organization wishing the county to abandon
maintenance on an existing county-maintained street, road or highway
shall submit to the public works department a petition to do so signed
by the owners of all property adjoining the road and by the owners of
all property who use the road as their only means of ingress/egress to
their property. The petition shall state that the property owners release
and indemnify the county from any duty to maintain the road. At the
recommendation of the county engineer, the county administrator shall
have the authority to act on a petition that involves a dead-end road:
county council shall have the authority to approve petitions under all
other circumstances. If the petition is approved, the county engineer
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may require the property owners to place an appropriate sign alongside
or at the end of the road.

. Financial Impact
There is no known financial impact with this request.

. Alternatives
1. Approve petitioner’s request to close the subject road and direct Legal to answer the suit

accordingly.
2. Deny petitioner’s request to close the subject road and direct Legal to answer the suit

accordingly

. Recommendation

Council discretion.

Recommended by: Elizabeth McLean Department: Legal Date: 6/14/11

. Reviews

{Please SIGN your name. ¥ the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing. Thank you!)

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date:
[] Recommend Council approval QO Recommend Council denial

v Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: This is Council discretion as indicated in ROA

with no financial impact.

Public Works
Reviewed by: David Hoops Date:
[] Recommend Council approval U Recommend Council denial
M Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Parcel # R13200-01-01 owned by Congaree
Carton has access from the private extension of Beckham Swamp Road and Longwood
Road. The private extension ot Beckham Swamp Road is located on the west property
line of said parcel. | am not aware if this parcel has legal rights in this action.

Planning
Reviewed by: Anna Fonseca Date:
[] Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial
v Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: A search in the 911 data base identifies an
address of 1901 Beckham Swamp Road which belongs to TMS# 13100-01-01. Further
research should be done prior to approving the closing of this road.

Emergency Services
Reviewed by: Michael Byrd Date: June 20,2011
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[ ] Recommend Council approval xx Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend Council receive additional
information prior to approval. Upon an on-site review of the road. there are several
tracts of property and a hunt club at the end of the road. Access to these properties could
be restricted during an emergency or event that requires a public safety response.

Access needs to be clarified with written input from all property owners.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
0 Recommend Council approval v" Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)

Comments regarding recommendation: | am recommending that the Council deny the
request at this time. pending our ability to determine the effect that closing the road
would have on the response time of fire and emergency vehicles to access citizens on
that road or in that area.

Administration
Reviewed by: J. Milton Pope Date: 6-24-11
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: [ recommend approval of this item contingent
upon the receipt of final information from Emergency Services and Legal at full

Council.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 2011-CP-__ -
Prospect Hill of Edisto [sland, LLC, )
Finlay Tucker, LLC and Beckham )
Swemp, LLC )
Petitioner(s), )
) v B
vs. ) PETITION FOR ABANDONMENE:
} AND CLOSURE OF ROADS, %,
South Cerolina Department of ) T e
Transportation, Richland County ) bedd =2
and South Carolina Electric & Gas ) T B
Company ) -
Respondent(s) _% LR

PETITIONERS above-named would respectfully show unto the Court;

1. This action is being brought pursuent to §57-9-10 gt seq., Code of Laws of
South Carolina (1976), as amended,

2. Pursuant to the statute mentioned in the paragraph next above, Petitioner
advertised for three (3) consecutive weeks in the The Columbia Star the “Notice of
Intention to File Petition to Close Roads", a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit
"A" and incorporated herein by this reference, and that sald notice was advertised on
Jarwary 28, 2011, February 4, 2011, end February 11, 2011.

3. Petitioners, Prospect Hill of Edisto lsland, LLC and Finlay Tucker, LLC
are the owners of two tracts of land located in Richlend County, South Caroline, bearing
Richland County Tax Map Numbers 13300-01-01 and 13300-01-05 (herein collectivaly
the “Property”), which Property surrounds the portion of Beckham Swamp Road being
sougitt to be closed hereby. Said portion of Beckham Swamp Road being sought to be
closed begins epproximaiely six-tenth of & mile, mors or less, from the intersection of
Beckhem Swamp Road and Bluff Road at the northern boundary of Petitioner, Prospect
Hill of Edisto, LLC's property (TMS No. 13300-01-01}, running generally in a
southwesterly direction approximately 1.3 miles, more or less, and upon information and
belief, terminates at the point of terminadon (P.0.T.) as shown on Shect 9 of 20 of the
South Carolina Department of Transportation's Plan and and Profile of Proposed State

Highway for S.C. Highway No. 519, filed with the South Carclina Department of
-1-
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Transportation in Docket No. 40399, and is a portion of the property shown as
"BECKHAM SWAMP ROAD - 8.C. HIGHWAY NO. 519" on that certain Division Plat
prepared for Frank Hampton Farm, LLC by B.P. Barber & Associstes, Inc., dated March
16, 2006, last revised March 21, 2006, end recorded in the Office of the Register of
Deeds for Richlend County in Plat Book 162 at Page 387 (the "Plat"), a reduced copy of
which js attached hereto as Exhibit “B".

4. Pelitioner, Beckhem Swamp, LLC, iz the owner of two tracts of land
located in Richland County, South Carolina, bearing Richland County Tax Map Numbers
10700-01-01 and 13100-01-01, which lie to the south of the Property and is & party to this
action 8s an interested perty under §57-9-10 et seq., Code of Laws of South Carolina
{1976}, as emended.

5, Respondent, South Carolina Department of Transporiation, s made a
Respondent due to the fact that the portion of Beckham Swamp Roed which is being
sought to be closed is ownod and maintained by South Carolina Department of
Transportation end said South Carolina Department of Transportation may claim some
right, title or interest in and to said road on behalf of the public and for public ingress and
egress,

6. Respondent, Richland County, State of South Carolina, is mede a
Respondent due to the fact that the portion of Beckham Swamp Road which is being
sought to be closed is iocated within the county limits of Richland County and said
Richland County may claim some right, title or intorest in end to said road on behalf of
the public and for public ingress and egress.

i Respondent, South Carolins Electric & Gas Company, has a right of way
for transmission lines that crosses Beckham Swamp Road as shown on the Plat.

8. Petitioners desirc that any intmrest of South Carolina Department of
Transportation and Richiand County in said portion of Beckham Swamp Road being
sought ta be closed hereby be deemed permanently abandoned and that any and all rights
that the Respondents, South Cerolina Department of Transportation and Richland
County, or the public, may have in the aforesaid portion of Beckham Swamp Roed being
sought to be closed hereby be terminated; provided in no way will the rights of
Respandent, South Carolina Electric & (as Company pursuant to any easements or tights
of way prcviously granted to Respondent, South Caroline Electric & Gas Company, or

-2-
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otherwise obtained by Respondent, Sov:nth Carolina Electric & Gas Company, be
edversely affected in any way,

9. The portion of Beckham Swamp Road being sought to be closed hereby is
located on property belonging to the Petitioners, Prospect Hill of Edisto Island, LLC and
Finlay Tucker, LLC, and Petitioners are informed and believe that Petitioners are the only
abutting property owners who would be affecied by such abandonment,

WHEREFORE, Petiticners pray that this Court inquire into the matters of the
facts and circumstances hereby alleged and issue its Order requiring that saeid portion of
Beckham Swamp Road being sought to be closed hereby be permanently abandoned,
closed, discontinued and vacated, and that any end all rights that Respondents, South
Carolina Department of Transportation, Richiend County, and the public, may have in
the same and the obligation of South Cerolina Department of Transportation to maintein
same be permanently terminated.

Michael uinh, Jr.

ELLIS, LAWHORNE & SIMS, PA
1501 Main Street, 5™ Floar (25201)
Post Office Box 2285

Columbia, C 29202

Aftomeys for Petitioner(s)

Columbia, South Carolina

May 9, 2011
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THE COLUMBIA STAR

COLUMEBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA

State of South Carolina
County of Richiand

Persomally appeared before me,

MIMI M. MADDOCK,

PUBLISHER OF THE COLUMBIA STAR,
who makes cath that the advertissment

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO FILE PETITION TO CLOSE ROAD
Prospect Hill of Edisto Island, LLC, et el. filing to close portion of Beckham
Road for 3 consecutive weeks

a clipping of which iz attrched hereto, waa printed in
THE COLUMBIA STAR, a weekly newspaper of genera) circulation
published in the City of Columbia, Staie and County aforesaid, in the 1syues of

Jannary 28, February 4, and 11, 201l

e, e
y/fm{,/{f, /}’(ga’afw
Mirni 1. Maddock, Publisher
Swom to before me on this

11th day of February 2011.

& P

Pamela J. Clark, ﬂomry Public
My commigsion expires April 29, 2018

EXHIBIT "A"
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject
Water main easement to the City of Columbia (n/w side of Westmoreland Road)
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Water Main Easemient to the City of Columbia (n/w side of Westmorland Road)

A. Purpose

County Council is requested to approve a Water Main easement o the City of Columbia on
property owned by Richland County (n/w side of Westmorland Road).

. Background / Discussion

In 2010. Brickyard-Longtown, LLC (Stewart Mungo) donated a parcel of land to the County for
conservation purposes. The land is titled in the Richland County Conservation Commission, but
as the Commission is not a separate legal entity. title lies with Richland County. The
Commission was approached by the City of Columbia requesting a water main easement over
the subject property.

Please see the attached easement and plat to further identify the location of the requested
casement. It appears from the plat that the water line is going to service the Brookhaven

Subdivision.

. Financial Impact
There is no known financial impact with this request.

. Alternatives

I. Grant the easement to the City of Columbia (approve the attached ordinance)
2. Do not grant the easement to the City of Columbia (do not approve the attached ordinance)

. Recommendation
Council discretion.

Recommended by: Elizabeth McLean Department; Legal Date: 6/14/11

. Reviews

(Please SIGN vour name, ¥ the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing. Thank you!}

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 6/16/11
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommendation is based on no tinancial impact
to the County as stated in the ROA.
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Conservation Commission

Reviewed by: James Atkins Date:
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

QO Council Discretion {please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Water main was installed previously by the
Mungo Company. The easement is needed to transfer the line to the City of Columbia.

Public Works
Reviewed by: David Hoops Date:
M Recommend Council approval Q Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain it checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Watermain is already in place, no further

disruption will ocurr.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v Recommend Council approvat Q Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain it checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/20/11
v Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain it checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend granting the water main easement

to the City of Columbia. The water main is already installed.
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STATE OF SQUTi1 CAROLINA)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) EASEMENT
ror and in comaideration of the aurm of One ($1.00) Dellar, each to the

other paid, the receipt of whieh 4io herety acknowlsdged, Richland County
Consarvatlon Commission (alao harminaftar referred to ma “Grantor”) does hereby

grant unte the opaid City of Columbia (wlso hereinafrexr referred o an
=Grantea®)., ite wsuccessors and assigns, an essement and right-of-way (I}
varinble feet io width {0/ to .#31°) and (IX} varimble fest in width
{33.03'x%29.9'x62.65'}, together with the right of ing-esm aAnd egress at all

cames for the purpope of constructing, oparating, Teconetructing. amd
maincaining a water main and with the right to remove phrubbery, trees and
sther growth from the right of -way and construction area, provided that the
property %ill be restored as nesrly &® practiceble to Lte origimal conditiom
upon campleticn of the construction and any trees which muac be removed shall
be moved froa the premises, and any daoaged shrubbery will be replaced with the
same varisty from nursery stock, wsaid easement and right -of way to rum through
proparty which the Grantor owna or in whick the Grantor hss asn interes:t,
situate, lying and being:

In the State of Scuth Carolina, County of Richland, northzaat of the Clcy
of Colusbia, locaced along the northwantern aides of Westmoraland Eoad,
Columbia, South Carolina 24223, and being further idencified asm a portiem of
flichland County tax map nucbar 17500-03-67, as shown on tax MAPS prepared Iy
the office of the Richland County Tax Asseapor, 2311 Editlan.

(1) A parpanenc, exclusive eagement for a sacer main, variable Zaet in wildch,
the perimeter measurements of saild easement beginning abk n point along the
comteml boundary of cthe noxthwestern right-of-way of Westmoreland Road amnd che
subject property at a point fourceen and four tenths {i4.4) [mer £32°42'11°W of
an iroen pin aleng the common boundary of Wostmoreland Road and subject property
and approxiwvately tws hundred (1C0) faet oouthwast of the weotern proparty
corner of Lot B18, Brockkaven, Phase 10 as shown on wvarer racord drawings for
Brookhaven, Phasae 1C, on Eile in the CEfice of the Department of Utilitiec and
Engineering, City of Columbia under City File reference #276-02L; thence
extending thersfrom N48°07'17"W along the subject property, Ffor a distance of
eighty-tkree bhundredchm ({0.83) [feet; thence turning and extending therefrom
¥41°27'19*E crosaing the subject property, for a distance of twanty-aix and
gizteenr hundredths ({26.16} feet to intexsect the common boundary of the
northwestern right-of-way of Westmoreland Road and the mubject property and
gradually decreasing to 3ero {0) Lteet in width: thence turning and cxtending
therefrom E30"26' AQ“W along the common boundary of the northweatern right-of-way
of Weatmoreland Road and the subject property, For a chord distance of fifteen
and sizCy-five hundredtha (15.65) feer; thence turning and extending therefrom
B41*76°07"W aleong the cownen boundary of the oorthwastern right-of-way of
Westmoreland Road and the subject property, for a distance of ten and [Fifty-
chree hundredthe (10.53) feet to the point of beginningr thence Texminatang.

{II} Also, a permanant. axclusive easement for a water main, varisble fast in
widch, the perimeter measurements cof seid casement beginning at & point along

APPROVED BY Dk

CITY OF COLUMN

LEGAL DEPT, 5 @/\\
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the common boundary of the northwestern right-of-way of Westmoreland Read and
the subject property [Lfty-seven and two bundredths {57.02Z] feek N29°57'DE"B of
said iron pin slong the common beundary of the northwestern right-of-way of
Wortmoreland Road and the avcbhjeet property: cthence extending Eherefrom
H24"46°21"E along the mubjeck property, for a distance of thirty-three and throe
hundredtha (33.03) feet. thence turning and extending thersfrom N3IS"40'))"E
crossing the subject property, for a diatance of twenty-nine and nine :entho
{29.9) [Ieet to inversect tha cormon boundary of the northwastern right-of-way
of Weptmorecland Road and the psubjeck property; thence turning and esxtending
tharefrom E29°57'0E"W alopg the coamon boundary of the narthwestern right-of-way
of Wastmoreland Road and the subject property, for a distance of sixty-two and
sixty-fiive hundredthe (62.65} feet to the peint of beginning:; cthence
terminating.

Be all mweasursments s llttle more or less.

This easemsnt being more clearly shown and delineated cn an easement plat
for Water Line Basemnnt for Brookhaven, Phase 10, aheet 1 of 1, dated March 7.
2011, prepared by Civil Enginesring of Columbia, Inc.,, Eor tha City of
Colupbia, BSouth Carclina amd being on file in the Office of the Department of
Utiliciad and Enginesring, City of Columbia, South Carolinm under file
roference #276-02L,

A eopy of said casement plak eing atteched bereto and made a part herecf
am BExhibie “"A*".

A partial copy of record drawings for Brookhaven, Phase 10, City Flle
reference #276-02ZL referenced herein and being atrached hersto and made a part

hezecf ap Exhibit *B*.

(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEPT BLANK)

Page 80 of 99

ltem# 13

Allachment number 1
Page 4 of 10



TC HAVE AND TO HOLD the aforesaid righte te the Grantes, ita successors
and asaigne, an aloresaid, foraver.

And the Orantor does hereby bind the Sopntor and Grantor’s SUQCasecrs and
anpigns to warrant and forever defend all and singulsr the said premises unto
Grantee, its succepsore amd aooigqna agninec tha Grantor and Grancor'e
successoza end assigne and against every person whomwoever lawfully claiming,
or to claim, ths sane or any part thereof through the Grantor or Grantex‘s

Buccessora or ﬂﬂﬂigﬂ!-

WITNESS the hand and seal of the Grentor by the undersigned thim

day of , 2011.
WITKEISES. RICHLAND COUNTY CONSERVATION COMMIBEION
By:
1™ wiktnasal {9ignaturel
Ramg:
(Pzint Kams}
{7 witnass)
Title:
{Prink Titlel
STATE CF SOUTH CAROLINA) ACTNOWLECGEMENT
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before we thia _  day cf
, 2011 by of
¥ama & Ticla af CfIicer Clty @ Stata

on behalf of the within-named Grantor.

{Moctary’s Elgnatuze)

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR:

{Btata}

MY COMNISSION EXPIRES:
5= 140

EACEPIEXT 1 of 1 doe
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ATTORNEY CERTIFICATION

L , an attomey heensed (o prectice in the

State of South Caroline do hereby certify that 1 supervised (he execution of the altached
Easement with Richland County Conservation Commission a3 Granior and the City of

Columbia, as Grantex, this day ol , 2011,

S1ote Bar Number:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY
ORDINANCE NO. -11THR

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING EASEMENT TO THE CITY OF COLUMBIA
FOR A WATER MAIN TO SERVE THE BROOKHAVEN SUBDIVISION:
RICHLAND COUNTY TMS #17500-03-67.

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 I. The County of Richland and its employees and agents are hereby authorized 10 grant
an easement to a water main to The City of Columbia for a portion of Richland County TMS
#17500-03-67. as specifically described in the Easement. which is attached hereto and incorporated
herein,

SECTION II. Severabilitv. If any section, subsection. or clause of this ordinance shalt 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 1V. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

By:

Paul Livingston, Chair
Attest this day of

L2011,

Michelle Onley
Assistant Clerk of Council

RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

Approved As To LEGAL Form Only
No Opinion Rendered As To Content
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First Reading:

Second Reading:

Public Hearing:
Third Reading:
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Sanitary Sewer Maln Easement to the City of Celumbia northern side of Cogburn Road

Reviews
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject: Sanitary Sewer Main Easement to the City of Columbia (northern side of Cogburn Road)

A. Purpose
County Council is requested to approve a Sanitary Sewer Main easement to the City of
Columbia on property owned by Richland County (northern side of Cogburn Road).

B. Background / Discussion
In 2010. Brickyard-Longtown, LLC (Stewart Mungo) donated a parcel of land to the County
for conservation purposes. The land is titled in the Richland County Conservation Commission,
but as the Commission is not a separate legal entity. title lies with Richland County. The
Commission was approached by the City of Columbia requesting a sanitary sewer main
easement over the subject property.

Please see the attached easement and plat to further identify the location of the requested
easement. It appears from the plat that the sewer line is going to service the Brookhaven

Subdivision.

C. Financial Impact
There is no known financial impact with this request.

D. Alternatives

. Grant the easement to the City of Columbia (approve the attached ordinance)

2. Do not grant the easement to the City of Columbia (do not approve the attached ordinance)
E. Recommendation

Council discretion.

Recommended by: Elizabeth McLean Department: Legal Date: 6/14/11

F. Reviews
(Please SIGN your name, ¥ the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing. Thank vou!)

Finance
Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers Date: 6/16/11
v'Recommend Council approval QO Recommend Council denial

QCouncil Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommendation is based on no financial
impact to the County as indicated in the ROA.

Item# 14
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Conservation Commission
Reviewed by: James Atkins Date:
v" Recommend Council approval QO Recommend Council denial
O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: The sewer main was installed previously by the
Mungo Company. The easement is needed to transfer the main to the City of Columbia.

Public Works
Reviewed by: David Hoops Date:
M Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Sewer main is in place, no further disruption will

occur. Easement is needed for future maintenance.

Legal
Reviewed by: Larry Smith Date:
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

Q Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation:

Administration
Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett Date: 6/20/11
v" Recommend Council approval O Recommend Council denial

O Council Discretion (please explain if checked)
Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval of granting the sewer
easement to the City of Columbia. The sewer main is already in place. and the easement

is needed for maintenance.

ltem# 14
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA}
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) EASEMENT
For and an consaderaticn of the sum of One (51.00) Dollar, each to the

other paid, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, Richland County
Conaarvation Comminmion (4leo hereinafter referred to am “Grantor”) doea hereby

grant unto the gaid ity of Columbia (aleo hersinafter referred to ae
*Grantec”), its successors and assigng, sn easement and right-of-way variable
(0' to 11.51°} feet in width, together with the right of ingrems and egrese at

all times for the purpcse of coostructing, ocperating., reconstructing, and
maintaining a ssnitary oewor main and with the righl ro remove shrubbery, trees
and other growth from the right-of-way and construction area, provided that the
proparty will be restored as nearly as practicable to its original comdition
apon completion of the construction and any trees which nust be removed shall
be moved Erom the premisss, and any damaged shrubbery will be replaced with the
same variety from pureery stock, said easement and right-of-way to run through
property which the GOrantor ocwne or in which the Grantcr has an intereat,

situate, lying and being:

5 the State of Scukh Caro.ina, cCounty of Rachland, located along the
northern oide o©f Cogburn Road, Columbia, South Carolina 292129, and being
furchar identified am a portion of Richland County tax map number 17500-03-67,
ag shown uon tax maps prepared by tha office of the Richland County Tax

Agsessor, 2010 Edition.

A permanent, excluaive easoment for & Banitary sewer Tain, variable feet
in width, the periceter measurements ©f said easement b2gaanang ab a point
along the common boundary of the mubject property and the nerthwestern property
lne of EBickland Sounty THMS#1?511-02-531, n/¢ Fodali, [vurteen and mninoteen
hundradthe (14.19) Feat S26*°S0°46°W of the norchern property cormer of maild
TMGH#17511-02-52; thenca extending therefrom N2E*R0'45"E° along the cormon
boundary of the swoject property and che northweatern property lines of
Richland County TMSH17511-02-52, 53 (n/f Powell), 54 (n/E Jennings) and 55 in/f
Remelun), for a distence of two hundred thirty-aix and aix tenths (236.6) feet
to a peint along the northwestern property l:ne of said TMS817511-02-55, Eifby-
Five and eigkt huondredths {55.08) feet HZ6°50'46“E of che weatern property
cornor of sald TM8E17511-02-55; ‘thence turming and extending therafrom
529*15'42%W along the subject property, Eor a distance of two hundred thirty and
aixty three hundredths (230.63; feet; thence turning and extending therefrom
530°45'18"E croEsing tle nubject property. for a digtance of eleven and Eifey-
one hundredths (11.51) EFeet bte a point aleng the commer boundary of the subject
property and the northweate=n properly line of pald TME#17511-02-5Z, alse being

the point of beginning; thence sermineting.
pe all meapuremence a liktle more or leso.

more clearly shown and deliceatad on an expement plat
dated Jenuary

This eAgenent boaing

for Eewer Eagement toa Serve Brookhaven FPhase 10, shect & of 6,

13, 2011, prepara@ by Civil Enginesting of Columbis, Inc., for the Ciky of

. i t t of
Columbia, Scuth Cerolina and being on file in the Office of the D?.FJ?JIF:E@‘ED o

W COLUMELA
L<GA. DEFT.
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Utilities and Engineering, City of Columbzs, South Carolina under £file

reference #276-02L.

A copy cf said easement plat being accached hereLo and made a part hereoE

as Exhibit *A%.

{"HE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)

ltem# 14

Attachmenl number 1
Page 91 of 99 Page 40l 9



TO HAVE RND TO HOLD the sloremaxd righte to the Grantee, itp successocrm
and mesigne, as aforemaid. Forever.

And the Grantor does hereby bind the Grantor and Grontor'E succeseora and
asmigne to warrant and Forever defsnd all and singular the asld premioes unto
@rantes, :ta fuccesocrs and  afelgns  against  the Grantor and Grancer's
succemsora mnd agaigne and against every perscn whommoever lawlully claiming,
or to claim, the same or any part thereof through the Gramtor or Grantor’so

succesgore Ul Asaigna.

WITHESS the hand and seal of the Granter by the undersigned this

tday of . 2011
WITHESSES: RICHLAND COUNTY CONSERVATION COMMIEEION
Ry:
{1 witmen) {Cignaturs!
Hanme:
_——— ———— (Print Kaoec)
{2= witress)
Title:
(Print Tatle)
STATE OF BOUTH CRPOLINA} ACERCWLEDGEMNENT

COUNTY OF H

The Eoregeing inatrument wad rcknowledged beZore me this day of

. 2011 by of _
Meya L Title of Olficer city & dtate

en behell of the within-named Grantor.

tNotary’ m Algmature)

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR:

|Eeata)

MY COMMISSION BXPIRES:
(Datn)

WASEMENT ¢ cE & d>¢
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ATTORNEY CERTIFICATION

1, , an allomey licensed to practice in the State of

, do hereby cerify that [ supervised the execution of the

attached Easement with Richland County Conservation Comnigsion as grantor and the
City of Columbia, as graniee, this day of , 2011,
State Bar or License Number:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY
ORDINANCE NO. -1THR

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING EASEMENT TO THE CITY OF COLUMBIA
FOR SANITARY SEWER MAIN TO SERVE THE BROOKHAVEN
SUBDIVISION: RICHLAND COUNTY TMS #17500-03-67.

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 I. The County of Richland and its employees and agents are hereby authorized to grant
an easement 1o a sanitary sewer main to The City of Columbia for a portion of Richland County
TMS #17500-03-67. as specifically described in the Easement. which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein.

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

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

SECTION IV. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

By:

Paul Livingston, Chair
Attest this day of

L2011,

Michelle Onley
Assistant Clerk of Council

RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

Approved As To LEGAL Form Only
No Opinion Rendered As To Content
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First Reading:
Second Reading:
Public Hearing:
Third Reading:
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Richland County Council Request of Action

Subject

Direct staff to coordinate with SCDHEC and SCDOT a review of traffic signal timing improvements and
synchronization In unincorporated Richland County and request a system of red/yellow flashing traffic signals be
initiated to help reduce emissions. Unincorporated Richland County will also mandate Ingress and egress turn lanes
for all business and resldential construction that would cause a slowdown of traffic on the road servicing that facility.

Reviews

Item# 15
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Richland Covnty

Department of Public Works Xk |
Memorandum i‘"i’“i“ici‘”*’“
2006
TO: Sparty Hammett. Assistant County Administrator
Via: David R. Hoops, Public Waorks Director

FROM: Don Chamblee, Deputy Director ")\ ’k( nf_ \/\/\
DATE: June 22, 2011
SUBJECT:  RE: Traffic Signal Timing — Night Flash Mode

MOTION

Direct Stalf to coordinate with DHEC and SCDOT a review of trafiic signal liming
improvements and synchronization in unincorporated Richland County and request a system of
red/yellow flashing traffic signals be initiated to help reduce emissions. Unincorporated Richland
County will also mandate ingress and egress turn lanes for all businesses and residential
construction that would cause a slowdown of traftic on the road servicing the facility
(Malinowski-April 2010).

UPDATE

Staff has coordinated with SCDOT on the request to reviewing the signal timing to accommodate
some rural signals switching to a Red/Yellow Flash condition during the night hours. SCDOT
has expressed concerns with the idea. however: they have been very receptive to the option.

Traffic signal synchronization is extremely vital to the safety of the traveling public and requires
extensive review. SCDOT is studying the road configuration. traffic volume and other factors to
implement the night time flash mode. SC DOT is collecting speed and traffic count data at
various locations in all the directions to consider the timing changes.

The SCDOT traftic counts are ongoing and I would expect additional updates from SCDOT over
the next two months.,
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Items Pending Analysis

Subject
a. Curfew for Community Safety {Manning-February 2010)

b. Farmers Market Update (Council-May 2010)

c. Review all Engineering and Archltectural Drawing requirements to make sure there is no unnecessary charge or
expense to citizens (Jackson-January 2010)

d. Review Homeowner Association Covenants by developers and the time frame for transfer and the strength of the
contracts {Jackson-September 2010}

e. To direct Public Works to review county ordinances and propose amendments that would allow the recovery cost
to repalr damage done to county public roads. The intent of this motion is to hold those responsible who damage the
roadways due to the use of heavy vehicles, improperly parked property or other uses for which the type of roadway
was not Intended {Malinowski-April 2010)

f. That Richiand County enact a Tree Canopy Ordinance and Inventory to preserve and enhance the number of trees
In Richland County (Malinowski-July 2010)

9. Off-ramp Lighting (Rose-February 2011)

h. In the Interest of regional consistency and publlc safety, I move that Richland County Council adopt an ordinance
{conslstent with the City of Columbia) banning texting while operating a motor vehicle {Rose-April 2011)

i. Staff is requested to review Richland County's current ordinance as it relates to animal ownership in Richland
County to determine if there Is a better way of controlling the amount of animals {pets) a person has In their
possesslon n order to ellmlnate the possibility of some locatlons turning into uncontrolied breeding facilitles or a
facliity for the collectlon of strays and unwanted animals {Mallnowskl and Kennedy-May 2011)

Reviews
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