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Richland County  

Development and Services Committee 
March 23, 2004 

5:00 P.M. 
 

PRESENT:  Susan Brill, Chair; Joseph McEachern; L. Gregory Pearce; Thelma M. Tillis; Doris Corley 
(arrived at 5:10 p.m.) 
 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Paul Livingston; Bernice G. Scott; Joan Brady; James Tuten; Kit Smith; T. Cary 
McSwain; Amelia Linder; Milton Pope; Tony McDonald; Ashley Bloom; Pam Davis; Roxanne 
Matthews; Chris Eversmann; Monique Walters; Marsheika Martin; Michael Criss; Chief Harrell; 
Rodolfo Callwood 
 
CALL TO ORDER 

 
The meeting was called to order at approximately 5:06 p.m. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  February 25, 2004 

 
Ms. Tillis moved, seconded by Mr. McEachern, to approve the minutes.  The vote in favor was 
unanimous. 
 
ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

 
It was moved and seconded to adopt the agenda as submitted.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
ITEMS FOR ACTION 

 
Hobart Road Project 
 
Mr. McEachern moved, seconded by Mr. Pearce, to forward this item to Council without a 
recommendation.  The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
New Terminal and Hangar Expansion:  Columbia Owens Downtown Airport 
 
Mr. Milton Pope, Assistant County Administrator, gave a brief update on the award of contract.   
 
Mr. Pearce moved, seconded by Mr. McEachern, to approve this item.  The vote in favor was 
unanimous. 
 
ADJOURNMENT--The meeting adjourned at approximately 5:14 p.m. 
 

Submitted by, 
 
 

Susan Brill, Chair 
 

The minutes were transcribed by Marsheika G. Martin 
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject:  Resurfacing 2002 Project 
 
A. Purpose 

County Council is requested to approve the award of a construction contract in the amount of 
$644,333.67 to Sloan Construction Company, Inc. for the completion of the remaining work on 
the Resurfacing 2002 Project.  Please refer to Attachment 1 for a list of the roads remaining on 
the Resurfacing 2002 Project. 

 
B. Background / Discussion 

Lanier Construction Company was the original contractor for the Resurfacing 2002 Project.  
Lanier’s contract was terminated due to substandard work and unexcused delays that resulted in 
the expiration of the contract time. 
 
Sloan Construction Company, Inc. was the second lowest bidder at the time of the bid opening 
and was therefore selected to provide a quote for the remaining work on the Resurfacing 2002 
Project.  The quote received from Sloan to complete the work is $644,333.67.  Please refer to 
Attachment 2 for a breakdown of the quote received from Sloan. 
 
The Procurement Department, the Department of Public Works, and The LPA Group, Inc. 
(LPA) have reviewed the quote.  The quote is approximately six percent higher than the original 
contract cost and is reasonable when considering that the original bids were opened two years 
ago.  In addition, the unit prices received are fair when considering the quantities are 
approximately half of our typical resurfacing contracts. 

 
C. Financial Impact 
 The County Transportation Committee (CTC) approved $1,250,000.00 for the Resurfacing 2002 

Project.  The work completed by Lanier prior to termination amounted to $585,218.46.  
Therefore, there is $664,781.54 remaining in the budget. 
 

D. Alternatives 
 

1. Approve the award of construction contract in the amount of $644,333.67 to Sloan 
Construction Company, Inc. for the remaining work on the Resurfacing 2002 Project. 
 
2. Do not approve the award of contract to Sloan Construction Company, Inc. and forfeit the 
opportunity to complete the work remaining on the Resurfacing 2002 Project. 

 
E. Recommendation 

It is recommended that County Council approve the award of a construction contract in the 
amount of $644,333.67 to Sloan Construction Company, Inc. for the remaining work on the 
Resurfacing 2002 Project.  A recommendation by LPA to award the contract to Sloan 
Construction Company, Inc. is also attached. 
 
Recommended by:  Christopher S. Eversmann, PE  Dept: Public Works     Date:  04/13/04 
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F. Reviews 
 

Finance 
Reviewed by (Finance Director): Carrie Neal  Date:  4/15/04   

 x Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  
 
Reviewed by (Budget Director):  Daniel Driggers Date:  4/15/04     

 Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:   
 

 Procurement 
Reviewed by:  Rodolfo A. Callwood   Date:  4/16/04   

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  

 
Legal 

Reviewed by: Amelia R. Linder    Date:  04/16/04 
  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: This request is at the discretion of Council. 
 

Administration 
Reviewed by:  Tony McDonald    Date:  4/19/04 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:   
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 Richland County  
 Resurfacing Program 2002 
 Uncompleted Road List 
       
       
Road From  To PCR Map # Length District 
       
              
Anwood Drive Lochmore Drive Kelford Drive 82 48E3 1,316 11 
 Kelford Drive Gala Drive 100 48E3 296 11 
 Gala Drive Gala Drive 93 48E3 510 11 
 Gala Drive Lochmore Drive 100 48E3 423 11 
              
Brassfield Court Brookstone Way Cul De Sac 98 8D3 651 1 
              
Brookstone Court Brookstone Way Brookstone Way 100 8D3 344 1 
              
Brookstone Way Shady Grove Road Wildhorse Court 47 8D3 561 1 
 Wildhorse Court Brassfield Court 80 8D3 402 1 
 Brassfield Court Brookstone Court 94 8D3 378 1 
 Brookstone Court Brookstone Court 98 8D3 126 1 
 Brookstone Court Glen Eagle Circle 92 8C3 1,117 1 
              
Crestmore Drive Padgett Road Trotter Road 93 48E3 1,195 11 
              
Gala Drive Anwood Drive Anwood Drive 98 48E3 801 11 
              
Galbra Street Sawtimber Lane Mockernut Lane 87 48F4 1,004 11 
              
Greybark Drive Bitternut Drive Mockernut Lane 95 48F4 312 11 
 Mockernut Lane Sawtimber Lane 93 48F4 834 11 
              
Hickory Ridge Drive Shellnut Avenue Dead End 95 48F4 168 11 
              
Hicoria Court Shagbark Avenue Cul De Sac 95 48F4 243 11 
              
Kelford Drive Trotter Road Anwood Drive 93 48E3 311 11 
 Anwood Drive Lochmore Drive 88 48E3 2,116 11 
              
Kingnut Drive Shagbark Avenue Mockernut Lane 93 48F4 781 11 
              
Lochmore Drive Dead End Anwood Drive 100 48E3 148 11 
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 Anwood Drive Kelford Drive 95 48E3 305 11 
 Kelford Drive Anwood Drive 100 48E3 863 11 
              
London Pride Road Chadford Road Bow Church Road 86 9F4 332 1 
 Bow Church Road Oak Hampton Road 66 9F4 648 1 
 Oak Hampton Road Bow Church Road 98 9F4 464 1 
              
Misty Glen Circle Brookstone Way Oak Stand Court 74 8D3 307 1 
              
Northway Road Key Road  Shop Road  84 27F4 825 10 
              
Old Dairy Drive Cul De Sac Bluff Industrial 100 27E5 990 10 
 Bluff Industrial Idlewilde Boulevard 78 27E5 1,102 10 
 Idlewilde Boulevard Pasture Lane 98 27F5 533 10 
              
Ovanta Road Sawtimber Lane Mockernut Lane 93 48F4 758 11 
              
Pasture Lane Old Dairy Drive Cul De Sac 80 27F5 736 10 
              
Tomentosa Drive Hickory Ridge Drive Shellnut Avenue 89 48F4 1,167 11 
              
Wildhorse Court Brookstone Way Cul De Sac 94 8D4 819 1 
              
       
       
  Total In Feet=     23,886   
  Total In Miles=     4.52   
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  Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Engineers and Surveyors Professional Services 
 
A.  Purpose 

The purpose of this report is to request County Council’s consideration of establishing a 
qualified list of engineering and surveying firms with whom staff may negotiate and contract to 
provide services on an “as-needed” basis for County projects  

  
B.  Background / Discussion 

Richland County solicited Request for Qualifications, (RFQ) # RC-008-Q-0304, for 
Engineering and Surveying Services from qualified engineering and surveying firms to assist 
the County with the surveying, designing, bidding, and construction phase of its transportation, 
storm drainage, and surveying projects.  The RFQ was solicited on October 23, 2003.  
Responses were received in the Procurement Department on December 4, 2003.  Twenty 
qualifications were received.  The qualifications were reviewed and evaluated by an evaluation 
team comprised of three evaluators.  The evaluators recommended thirteen of the twenty firms 
as qualified to do business with the County. 

 
On November 27, 2001 County Council approved placing eleven engineering firms on a listing 
to provide similar required engineering services.  This method has proven to be efficient and is 
able to streamline the process and reduce considerable costly delays. 

 
The firms selected and approved by Council will be placed on the list and that list shall be a 
listing of all firms considered highly qualified to perform engineering and surveying services. 
The County will be able to request proposals from firms on the listing with which the County 
can negotiate and award a contract. All firms on the final selection and approved list are 
considered "selected firms" or “qualified firms” with whom the Director of Procurement may 
negotiate.  This process will allow all the selected and approved firms an opportunity to 
compete for projects.   
 
Whenever engineering and/or surveying services are required, a Request for Proposal will be 
sent to the firm on the list and will remain open for fifteen days.  All proposals submitted will be 
reviewed, evaluated, negotiated, and an award will be made to the firm providing a fair cost and 
value to the County to include attainment of our goals of fifteen percent Disadvantaged 
Business Enterprises, Small and Local Business participation, and assuring local economic 
impact in our County.   
 
Firms interested in providing engineering and surveying services to the County will be able to 
submit their qualifications, together with a list of the types of work for which they would like to 
be considered.  An evaluation team will evaluate all submittals and the Procurement Office shall 
review the recommendation, and compile and maintain an up-to-date list of the firms. Firms will 
have to update their qualifications no less than every two years.   
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The evaluation and selection team for this process consisted of the following personnel: 
 
 Ralph B. Pearson, County Engineer 
 Chris Truluck, Assistant County Engineer, Transportation 
 Rocky Archer, Assistant County Engineer, Stormwater 
 
The Director of Procurement reviews the team evaluation and selections, conducts research 
and analysis as to location, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises, responsiveness, and 
responsibility.  Once the assessment is made, a recommendation is provided to Council. 
 
The firms recommended for placement on a listing of approved firms to provide engineering 
and surveying services in the areas for which they were qualified are listed below in 
alphabetic order: 

 
Transportation        Minority Owned  Location    
BP Barber                                                                      Richland County  
Chao & Associates         Asian American  Columbia 
Florence & Hutchinson                                                           Richland County 
Jordan, Jones & Goulding      Richland County 
LPA Group       Richland County 
Mulkey Engineering & Consultant            Female  Columbia 
Stantec          Richland County 
Wilbur Smith Associates      Richland County 
PBS & J          Richland County 

 
Storm Drainage        Minority Owned  Location 
BP Barber        Richland County 
Chao & Associates         Asian American  Columbia 
American Engineering 
Florence & Hutchinson       Richland County 
Jordan Jones & Goulding      Richland County 
LPA Group       Richland County 
Power Engineering      Richland County 
Stantec        Richland County 
Thomas & Hutton Engineering 
Wilbur Smith Associates      Richland County 

 
Surveying          Minority Owned   Location 
BP Barber        Richland County 
Chao & Associates          Asian American  Richland County 
American Engineering 
Construction Support Service       Asian American  Richland County 
Florence & Hutchinson      Richland County 
Jordan Jones & Goulding      Richland County 
Mulkey Engineering & Consultant             Female  Columbia 
Power Engineering      Richland County 
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Stantec        Richland County 
Wilbur Smith Associates      Richland County 

 
The following firms were deemed not qualified to provide services in the areas of 
Transportation, Storm Drainage, and Surveying: 
 
Engineering Resources Corp 
GMK Associates 
Hussey, Gay, Bell & DeYoung 
Milone & Macbroom 
Palmetto Consulting Engineering 
Roberson Engineering 
Site Development Engineering Inc. 

 
C.  Financial Impact 

Funding for the engineering and surveying services on projected projects usually comes from 
C funds, the Public Works budget, or economic development funds.  No funding, therefore, 
is requested. 

 
D.  Alternatives 

1. Approve establishing a qualified list of engineering and surveying firms with whom 
staff may negotiate and contract to provide services on an “as-needed” basis for County 
projects. Under this alternative, the selected firms will be provided an opportunity to 
compete by a proposal on each project, negotiate, and contracts would be awarded for 
on-call engineering services. Projects would be awarded to the firm(s) identified as 
providing a fair cost and which is the most qualified, responsive, and responsible for the 
type of project for that which is being solicited. An effort will be made to distribute the 
work equitably among the firms. 

 
2. Do not approve establishing a qualified list of engineering and surveying firms with 

whom staff may negotiate and contract to provide services on an “as-needed” basis for 
County projects. Under this alternative, initiation of the firms for a project would 
require a formal Request for Proposal (RFP), appointment of a selection team, the 
evaluation and selection of the most qualified firm, and approval of the selection by 
County Council. This is a 2 to 3 month process. 

 
E.  Recommendation 

It is recommended that Council approve alternative number one, approve establishing a 
qualified list of engineering and surveying firms with whom staff may negotiate and contract 
to provide services on an “as-needed” basis for County projects. 

  
Recommended by: Rodolfo A. Callwood       Dept: Procurement          Date: April 16, 2004 
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F.  Reviews 
Finance 
Reviewed by (Finance Director): Carrie Neal  Date: 4/16/2004    
 X  Recommend Council approval     Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  
 
 
Reviewed by (Budget Director): Daniel Driggers Date: 4/16/04    
   Recommend Council approval     Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation: No recommendation 
 
Legal 
Reviewed by: Amelia R. Linder    Date: 04/19/04 
   Recommend Council approval     Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation: This request is at the discretion of Council. 
 
Administration 
Reviewed by:  Tony McDonald    Date:  4/19/04 
   Recommend Council approval     Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 13

Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject:  Purchase of a Compactor for C&D Landfill 
 

A. Purpose 
County Council is requested to approve the purchase of a Caterpillar 826G II compactor from 
Blanchard Machinery Company in the amount of $390,202.00 which includes 5% sales tax 
plus $12,350.00 extended warranty for use at the County’s C&D Landfill.  The addition of 
this equipment will enable the Public Works Solid Waste & Recycling Division to efficiently 
manage the working face at the C&D Landfill.  This purchase will provide a replacement for 
a compactor destroyed by fire. 

 
B. Background / Discussion 

The County uses this piece of equipment to maximize the landfill airspace and efficiently 
manage the size of the disposal area.  South Carolina Department of Health & Environmental 
Control has maintained that Richland County must replace the compactor destroyed by fire to 
remain compliant per the landfill permit issued to Richland County.    

 
The 2004 budget request was submitted with the purchase of this piece of equipment.  If we 
choose not to purchase the compactor, we will continue to lose valuable landfill airspace and 
risk enforcement action from state regulatory agencies.  
 
Additional information on selected compactor: 
 
Company       Blanchard Machinery, Company 
Brand Name      Caterpillar      
Model       826G II     
Standard Manufacturer Warranty/Hours   1 Year/No Limit     
Extended Warranty Coverage/Hours   5 Years/7500 ($12,350.00) 
Delivery timeframe upon receipt of order  80-90 calendar days  

 
C. Financial Impact 

The funds for this purchase are budgeted at $398,000.00.   
 

Caterpillar 826G II $359,859.00 
Tax $17,992.95 
Extended Warranty $12,350.00 
Total: $390,201.95 

 
D. Alternatives 
 

1. Approve the request to purchase the Caterpillar 826G II compactor in the amount of 
$390,201.95 from Blanchard Machinery Company for use at the County’s C&D Landfill 
Facility. 
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2. Do not approve the request to purchase the Caterpillar 826G II compactor in the amount 
of $390,201.95 from Blanchard Machinery Company for use at the County’s C&D 
Landfill Facility. 

 
E. Recommendation 

It is recommended that Council approve the request to purchase the Caterpillar 826G II 
compactor in the amount of $390,201.95 from Blanchard Machinery Company for use at the 
County’s C&D Landfill Facility. 
 
Recommended by:  Rodolfo Callwood, Director  Department:  Procurement  Date:  4/13/04 

 
F. Reviews 

 
Finance 

Reviewed by (Finance Director): Carrie Neal  Date: 4/22/04 
 x Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  
 
Reviewed by (Budget Director):  Daniel Driggers Date:  4/22/04   

 Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:   

    
Legal 

Reviewed by: Amelia R. Linder    Date: 04/22/04 
  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: This request is at the discretion of Council.  
 

Administration 
Reviewed by:  Tony McDonald    Date:  4/22/04 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation:   

 
 


