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MINUTES
LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 14, 2003

LexingtonCounty Council held its regular meeting on Tuesday, October 14, 2003 in Council Chambers,
beginning at 4:30 p.m. Chairman Davis presided; Mr. Cullum gave the invocation; Mr. Owens led the
Pedge of Allegiance.

Membersattending:  George H. Smokey Davis William C. Billy Derrick

Bobby C. Keider Johnny W. Jeffcoat
M. Todd Cullum Bruce E. Rucker
Jacob R. Wilkerson John W. Carrigg, Jr.

Joseph W. Joe Owens

Also atending: Art Brooks, County Administrator; Larry Porth, Finance Director/Deputy County
Adminigrator; Katherine Doucett, Personne Director/Deputy County Administrator; Jeff Anderson,
County Attorney; other staff members, citizens of the county and representatives of the media

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

Employee Recognition - Art Brooks, County Adminigtrator - Capt. John Edrington, Frefighters
Brent Shumpert and Blake Day, and Volunteer Firefighter Justin Thameswere recognized for their prompt
response and action to a 9-1-1 call by acitizenwhose car had caught onfire. They were commended for
their professondism while exposing themselves to possible danger.

Building Services Staff, Ray Disher, Building Services Manager, and Bob Horne, Lead Carpenter were
recognized for al their effortsin completing the North Lake Service Center for Judge Adams.

Ann Waker, Custodian in Building Services, was recognized for her excellent housekeeping of the Irmo
Library.

Charles Garren, Sonny Craven, Terry Glass, and Alvin Harmon, Solid Waste Management employess,
Keith Fulmer, Scott Rawl, Jody Riddle, Mark Porter, John Keider, Tommie Price, Dwight Havird, and
Wade Spivey, Public Works employeeswere dl recognized for their excellent job in how they handled the
recent franchise collector changeover. Mr. Brooks stated al the employees worked as ateam to provide
the needed service until the new franchise collector was put into place.
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Jack Maguire, Planning/GIS Manager; Steve Pierce, GIS/Technician Il; and Raph Ford, Senior
Cartographer in Planning/GI S M apping Department were recognized for their hard work in updating the
franchise collection maps on the internet for Solid Waste so the citizens of Lexington County could check
on the new collection days.

Charles Garren, Franchise Coordinator with Solid Waste, was recognized for receiving the South Carolina
Recreation and Parks Association Citizen/Lay Volunteer Award as Top Volunteer in the state at the
SCRPA annua mesting in September 2003.

Mike Smith, Programmer Anayst withlnformationServices, wasrecognized for hiswork withthe Sheriff’s
Department’ s in-house system to modify ticket searches and printouts which meade locating information
easer.

Severd Public Works employees were recognized for ajob “well done’ on the Little Creek Subdivision
paving project. The employeeswere: Don Rumbaugh, Richard Strange, Jason Jones, Michadl Spires,
Chris Stone, and Jm Starling in Engineering; Tommy Frogt, Jeff Goegdline, Doug Shedly, Dan Jennings,
and Freddie Miller in Trangportation; Steve Jowers, Mark Porter, Elrod Frick, Richard Williamson, and
JohnKeder withthe Agphdt Crew; Keith Fulmer, NelsonRiddle, Bryan Oswald, Jody Riddler, and Scott
Rawl withthe Shoulder Crew; KennethBickley, BemRivers, Donnie Reiber, Bob Lewis, and Paul Blethen,
Truck Drivers, and Tommie Price, Wade Spivey, Dwight Havird, Earl Price, and Glenn Jeffcoat with the
Drainage Crew.

Presentation of Resolutions - Columbialnferno Hockey Team presented by Councilman Johnny
Jeffcoat - Mr. Jeffcoat presented a resolutionto Mr. Woodward, Generd Manager of the Columbia
Inferno Hockey Team for their achievementssncethar expansoninthe Southern Conference of the East
Coast Hockey League and their contributions to various organizations in Lexington County.

Chief Eddie Turner presented by Councilman Smokey Davis - Mr. Davis presented aresolution to
Chief Eddie Turner for being named the recipient of the James B. Murphy South Carolina Firefighter of the
Year Award at the South Carolina State Firemen’s Association Annua Conference in Myrtle Beach on
July 19, 2003.

Roy J. Frick presented by Councilman Billy Derrick - Mr. Derrick presented a resolutionto Mr.
Frick honoring him for his many years of service as a Councilman for Lexington County, aswell as, being
indrumentd in seeing the Samaria Fire Station become aredlity.

Mr. Frick thanked everyone and reminisced from his years on County Council.

Resolutions - SM | Stedl South Carolina - Manufacturer of the Year for Mid-Size Employer - A
motion was made by Mr. Wilkerson, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat that the resolution be adopted.
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Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Rucker
Mr. Derrick Mr. Keider
Mr. Carrigg Mr. Owens
Mr. Cullum

Appointments - Accommodations Tax Board - Richard Walker and William Unthank, Jr. -
A motion was made by Mr. Owens, seconded by Mr. Cullum to appoint Mr. Richard Walker and Mr.
William Unthank to the Accommodetions Tax Board.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Owens
Mr. Cullum Mr. Rucker
Mr. Derrick Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Keider Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Jeffcoat

Bids/Pur chases/RFPs - A mation was made by Mr. Rucker and seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat thet the
following bids be approved:

Professional Engineering Services Road Design Projects - Public Works - Resumeswere solicited
from qudified engineering firms for the design, congtruction and adminigtration of various road projectsin
Lexington County on an “on-cdl” basis. The term of the contract is for three (3) years. Thirteen (13)
resumeswerereceived. Staff recommended to award the contract to American Engineering Consultants,
Inc. and Power Engineering Co., Inc.

Oakey Springs Drive - Public Works - Bids were advertised and solicited from qudified
contractors for Roadway Improvements for Oakey Springs Drive. The project includes grading,
drainage, and paving of gpproximately 0.47 miles of roadway. Five (5) bids were recaeived. Staff
recommended to award the contract to J.C. Wilkie Construction, LLC in the amount of $176,464.19.

Thermo Electron Fourier Transform Infrared (FT-1R) System - Sheriff’s Department - Bids
were advertised and solicited from qudified vendors for a Thermo Electron Fourier Transform Infrared
(FT-1R) System for the Lexington County Sheriff’s Department. Two (2) bids were received, which
one (1) wasano bid. Staff recommended to award the contract to Thermo Electron Corporation in
the amount of $44,454.64 including shipping and sdles tax.

Progr ess Softwar e - Sole Sour ce - Sheriff’s Department - Staff recommended the purchase of
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professond services for the Sheriff’s Department to the sole source provider, Progress Software, as
the County has a master services agreement with Progress Software that provides the County with the
exiging software. Thetotal cogt of the project is $36,000.00 including sales tax and shipping.

Motorola MHZ Radios and Supplies - Salicitor’s Office/Sheriff’s Department - Staff
recommended the purchase of five (5) Motorola 800 MHZ Radios and Supplies for the Salicitor's
Office/Sheriff’ s Department through State Contract Number 01R2002.07. The cost including tax is
$28,089.21.

Sole Sour ce Procur ement/M SA Equipment - Public Safety/Fire Service - Staff recommended the
purchase of Mine Safety Appliance (MSA) Breathing Air Cylinders and replacement cylinder kits for
Public Safety/Fire Service to the sole source provider, Newton's Fire & Safety Equipment, Inc. asthey
are the only authorized dedler in South Carolina. The cost of the equipment is $34,020.00 including
sdestax.

***% (1) 1500 GPM Pumper and (2) 750 GPM Tankers - Public Safety/Fire Service - Dueto a
prior purchase order issued to Slagl€e’ s Fire Equipment Company in March 2003, no formal bids were
requested. In the current fiscal year’s budget (1) pumper and two (2) tankers were gpproved.
Specifications for this purchase are exactly as previoudy ordered in March 2003. Slagl€'s has notified
the County there would be a $4,500.00 increase per truck in the very near future, but agreed to offer
the same unit cost of the units purchased in March if the County placed their order by October 15,
2003. Thiswould be a cost savings to the County of approximately $14,000.00. Staff requested
Council’ s guidance whether to bid the equipment or purchase through Sagle's.

**xx After recaiving lega advice from Mr. Anderson, County Attorney, a motion was made and
approved to bid the (1) 1500 GPM Pumper and (2) 750 GPM Tankers.

Communications Consolidation - Public Safety/Communications - Staff recommended the request
from Public Safety/Communications for Communications Consolidation of the Sheriff’'s 9-1-1
equipment to the Administration Building through various suppliers. Motorola - $38,925.00 through
State Contract Number OIR2002.07; Bell South - not to exceed $25,000.00; Electronic Business
Equipment - $960.00; ES| - $11,892.50 under County Contract Number P99010-06/09/99H and
Alltel - $603.00 for atota cost of $77,380.50 including sales tax.

Four (4) Ambulance Remounts - Public Safety/EM S - Competitive bids were solicited and
advertised for the purchase of Four (4) Ambulance Remounts for Public Safety/EMS. Two (2) bids
were received. Staff recommended to award the contract to Unlimited Mohility/Taylor Made
Ambulances as they have agreed to atrade-in amount of $5,000.00 for each chassis and an additional
1% discount if the invoiceis paid within 10 days after acceptance. The total cost of the Four (4)
Ambulance Remounts after trade-in and discount is $238,528.60 including sdes tax.

CAD 9-1-1 Hardwar e/Software/Monitor Replacements - State Contract/Sole Sour ce - Public
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Safety/Communications - Staff recommended the purchase of CAD 9-1-1
Hardware/Software/Monitor Replacements for Public Safety/Communications directly from

Ddl Computer, through State Contract Number 03-S5869-A9659. ESI will provide the necessary
ingtallation and technica service under County Contract Number P99010-06/09/99H asthey are
currently providing the existing CAD 9-1-1 System in place. Thetotd cost of the sysem is
$85,426.21 including shipping and sdestax.

Fiber CableLink - 24-Strand - Public Safety/Communications/| nfor mation Services- Staff
recommended the purchase of Fiber Cable Link - 24-Strand for Public

Safety/Communicationg/I nformation Services through the South Carolina Budget and Control Board
under State Contract Number 2000.10.12. The cost of the project is $95,431.55 including saes tax.

Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.

Mr. Cullum: There was one item that we brought up last time (September 9, 2003) about these radio
purchases. Have we gotten that resolved yet? Mr. Derrick asked last time (September 9, 2003) that
we postpone this until we get the inventory of those radios straightened out.

Mr. Wilkerson: Isthisthe Motorola Tab O? Isthat it?
Mr. Rucker: Yes.
Mr. Rucker: | think this oneis on a grant.

Mr. Brooks: Yes dr, Mr. Chairman and Council, thiswas a grant, part of agrant to the Solicitor's
Office and the Sheriff’s Department. Four (4) 800 MHZ radios for the Solicitor’ s Office and one (1)
for the Sheriff’s Department. The question was whether we had spares that we could use, and | have
surveyed the Sheriff’ s Department, | believe Chief Jamesis here, and dso Nell Ellis who looks after
our 800 MHZ that are non-Sheriff’ s Department and basically, what we have, isafew that are used as
loaners when one breaks and an officer needs one to use while the other radio isbeing repaired, so |
didn't redly find a surplus of 800 MHZ radiosin our fleet.

Mr. Cullum: 1 only had one other question too in reviewing these requisitions. Onethat was
requisitioned by Dillon was a $4,815.00 unit, and we are buying four others for $3,384.00, not that
that is a huge problem, but | am just concerned why one is $1,500.00 more when the description of
them are exactly the sameradio.

Mr. Brooks: Which one was that?

Mr. Cullum: Y our first one there for $5,056.00 is one radio for $4,815.00. Y our next page indicates
there are four (4) to be purchased at arate of $3,384.00. | just fdlt like there is someissue there where
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Mr. Brooks: Chief James would you ....
Mr. Rucker: Actudly Mr. Cullum, the one for the Sheriff’s Department was chegper.

Mr. Cullum: It tells me Mr. Rucker XTS5000, Model 111 Smartzone and on your adjacent page in your
booklet will show it isa XTS5000, Modd 11 Smartzone.

Mr. Rucker: Yes, I'm looking &t it.
Mr. Cullum: XST5000 Modd 11l Smartzone.
Mr. Rucker: What I'm saying is - one radio is chegper than the four, | would think .....

Mr. Cullum: But one radio is more expensive than the other four and if we are going to buy five, why
don't we just buy al of them at the samerate.

Mr. Davis. Chief James would you like to address that question?

Asst. Chief Tim James. Yesdr, Mr. Councilman. | believe what you are seeing is that one radio is more
expendve than the others, the one ..., I’'m guessing, I'm trying to look back. | know that normally our
radios cost more money a the Sheriff’ s Department and the reason why is because our radios are
digitally encrypted, which means that nobody can tune in on a scanner and lisen to what' sgoing onin a
narcotics scheme or undercover operations and things of that nature. Ours normaly are more
expensve, and | wastrying to look quickly to seeif that was what you were....

Mr. Rucker: The one from the Sheriff’s Department is chegper. That’swhat | am trying to tell Mr.
Cullum. 1 mean, four into $24,000.00 is $6,000.00, and one radio is $5,000.00.

Mr. Derrick: It'sdl the bells and whigtles that add it up, the more money.
Mr. Rucker: | think that isit.

Asst. Chief Tim James: I'm sorry | thought | was answering your question pretty quickly there with that
but if not ......

Mr. Cullum: | don't know Mr. Rucker, I'm just looking at a requisition that says $5,056.00 for one
radio, and | ook a another requisition it says $3,384.00.

Mr. Wilkerson: No, you add the total up at the bottom of $24, 290.00 and if you actudly divide four
into that, they are more expensive. At the bottom.
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Mr. Davis. We have an officer from the Solicitor' s office. If you will give your name and address...
Mr. Martin: I’'m Matt Martin, Senior Investigator for the Solicitor’s Office. This grant that we got dso
includesthe air time and dl that we are going to need for thisfirst year so that is thrown into our grant
aswdl, so that’ s going to throw our numbers higher if that iswhat you are saying Councilman Rucker,
that ours are higher. We are going to get that service agreement and al thrown in into our package
that’ swhy our’ swill be higher than the Sheriff’s.

Mr. Rucker: | think Mr. Cullum was asking the question why .....

Mr. Davis Doesthat explain it Mr. Cullum?

Mr. Cullum: Sure, | guess.

Mr. Cullum; | don't seeit, but yes.

Mr. Davis: | think it is near the bottom ....

Mr. Rucker: It says here.....

Mr. Cullum: Y ou got to include service in that, there’ s no service in this other agreement. So when you
deduct $2,400.00 away from that - | mean it doesn’'t make a difference.

Mr. Davis If it isaquestion, we will get it resolved.
Mr. Cullum: No, | just noticed the difference in the price, no big dedl.
Mr. Davis. Is everyone resolved with that discusson?

Mr. Cullum: I'm satisfied with your explanation.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Rucker
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Derrick
Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Keider
Mr. Carrigg Mr. Owens

Opposed: Mr. Cullum

Mr. Brooks presented a BAR for an appropriation transfer of $59,633.00 to purchase one ambulance
out of the EM S-Hedlthcare delivery system funds.

Chairman’s Report - Workforce Investment Act Agreement - Ms. Richelynn Douglas and
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Mr. Gene Rountree - Mr. Archie Maddox and Board Members Ms. Richelynn Douglas, Mr. Gene
Rountree, Mr. Russdll Knight, as well as members of the adminisrative staff, gppeared before Council
to ask for Council’s gpprova of moving the administrative operations of the Workforce Investment Act
from the South Carolina Employment Security Commission in Columbiato the Centrd Midlands
Council of Governments,

Mr. Maddox stated the Midland' s Workforce Development Board oversees the work of the
Workforce Invesment Act Employment and Training programs in Fairfield, Lexington, and Richland
Counties. Higtoricdly, our adminidirative operations have been at the South Carolina Employment
Security Commission in Columbia, but under the Workforce Investment Act, it emphasizes streamlining
sarvices, increased flexibility, and most importantly, local decison making al on amoretimely basis.
Eight of the 12 loca Workforce Investment Areas in South Carolina have aready moved to the Central
Midlands Council of Governments.

Mr. Wilkerson asked if al counties or most counties have dready done this (moved to the Council of
Governments).

Mr. Maddox replied, eight of the 12 local areas that we have in the state have dready moved to a
Council of Governments. All of them have moved out of a Sate agency, we are the only one that is l€ft.

Mr. Wilkerson made amotion, seconded by Mr. Carrigg to agpprove the request of moving the
Workforce Investment Act administrative operations from the South Carolina Employment Security
Commission to the Centrd Midlands Council of Governments.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Carrigg Mr. Derrick
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Owens
Mr. Cullum Mr. Keider

Mr. Rucker was not present when the vote was taken.

L exington Chamber of Commer ce - Taste of L exington Event - Mr. Mike Till with the Lexington
Chamber of Commerce requested $2,500.00 to help fund the first Taste of Lexington which is
scheduled for November 1, 2003.

Judge Marc Westbrook - Update - Judicial Center Dedication Committee - Judge Westbrook
provided Council with an update of the Judicid Center Dedication Committee and thanked Mr. Brooks
for his support in this project.
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Judge Westhrook aso enlightened Council on some new technology advances for the courtroomsin
the Judicid Center which will be the most technologically advanced courthouse in the state when
completed. Judge Westbrook stated the Lexington BAR Association is raising the funds for this part of
the project.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated he wanted to thank Mr. Brooks and Judge Westbrook for the many hours and hard
work they have spent on this project.

Introduction of John O’ Connor, Reporter - The State - Mr. Davis introduced Mr. John O’ Connor
with The State.

Mr. Davis recognized Senator Jake Knotts and Representative Mac Toole who were present.

Administrator’sReport - Art Brooks, Administrator - Mr. Brooks stated he wanted to thank
Judge Westbrook and others who have worked so hard with the Judicia Center Dedication
Committee. Mr. Brooks aso stated that the contractor has assured the County that they will have a
Certificate of Occupancy on December 1, 2003.

Budget Amendment Resolutions - The following BAR was digtributed and signed:

Supplementa appropriation increase of $20,000.00 to appropriate the Federal Mapping Grants
awarded to the Lexington County Assessor’s office towards the purchase of the Aerid Photography
project. The County was awarded an additional $10,000.00 as a number of other counties did not
qudify for the award.

Approval of Minutes - Meeting of September 09, 2003 - A motion was made by Mr. Wilkerson,
seconded by Mr. Rucker that the September 09, 2003 minutes be approved as submitted.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Rucker Mr. Derrick
Mr. Cullum Mr. Keider
Mr. Carrigg Mr. Owens
Mr. Jeffcoat

Ordinances - Ordinance 03-5 - L exington County Council Rules of Parliamentary Procedures -
1% Reading - A motion was made by Mr. Rucker, seconded by Mr. Owens that Ordinance 03-5 be
given fird reading.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.
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In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Rucker
Mr. Owens Mr. Cullum
Mr. Derrick Mr. Jeffcoat
Mr. Keder Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Carrigg

Ide of Pines Special Tax Digtrict - Margar et Pope - Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A.
(A) Adoption of Resolution Certifying the Petition for Referendum -

(B) Ordinance - 03-11 - Ide of Pines Special Tax District - 1% Reading -

Ms. Pope, an attorney with Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A., discussed both the Adoption of
Resolution Certifying the Petition for Referendum and Ordinance 03-11 - Ide of Pines Specid Tax
District - 1% Reading.

Ms. Pope stated the Ide of Pines, an area outsde the town limits of the Town of Chapin, has a private
water system that has fdlen into quite disrepair. The residents are willing to raise their taxesin order to
pay the debt service on aloan to ingal new water distribution lines, and perhaps, a sewer collection
sysem.

Ms. Pope stated according to the Home Rule Act, Chapter 9, Title 1V reads if a certain number of
people petition Council who are registered votersin that area, the law saysyou areto have a
referendum and let the residents vote as to whether or not they want this to be established as atax
digtrict for this particular purpose.

Ms. Pope stated the resdents in the I e of Pines are hoping to go through the State Revolving Fund for
the loan.

Mr. Carrigg asked what system they (Ide of Pines) would tie onto.

Ms. Poperelied, Chapin. She stated she has contacted the Town of Chapin and has asked them if they
will operate and maintain this system on behaf of Lexington County because it would be tied into the
Chapin system. She stated when the debt is paid, we would then transfer the system to the Town of
Chapin.

Mr. Carrigg asked about the maintenance in the meantime.

Ms. Pope stated Chapin would agree and has passed a resolution, but no agreement has been reached
with them. Ms. Pope said before going forward to borrow the money or set up the system a written
agreement with the Town of Chapin would be necessary o that the town would operate and maintain
the system and agree to incorporate it within their system upon payment of the bond.
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Mr. Wilkerson asked if the debt is for fifteen years.

Ms. Pope stated the petition has to say, with very particular detail, what you are doing, the amount,
what is the largest amount of millage that would be imposed, what is the amount of the debt, etc. Itisa
very precise part of our code. State law alows you to go longer than 15 years, but in working with the
people who livein that area, they said they would like for it to not go longer than 15. When we
origindly did the petition, | was thinking we were going to have to go to abank for aloan. Since that
date DHEC thinks we are high enough on the priority list that the Ide of Pines' residents can borrow
funds from the Sate a arate of 1% for the water and 3% for the sewer systems.

Mr. Carrigg asked, there would be no cost? How many resdents are in Ide of Pines?
Ms. Pope replied, there are 37 parcels.
Mr. Carrigg asked, you have to have what percentage?

Ms. Pope stated there are 37 parcels. She said you have to have 15 percent of the registered voters.
There are 14 registered votersin this area.

Mr. Jeffcoat sated thisis an emergency Stuation. He said the water quality is not near what it should
be and the present owner has done the very best she could to keep it up. He stated it is costing her to
haveit in the condition it isin today, which is not near whereit should be.  Mr. Jeffcoat commended
the resdents of the Ide of Pinesfor coming together in attempting to find aworkable program to this
magor Stuation.

Mr. Jeffcoat made a motion, seconded by Mr. Cullum that the Resolution Certifying the Petition for
Referendum be adopted and Ordinance 03-11 be given firdt reading.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Jeffcoat
Mr. Cullum Mr. Derrick
Mr. Carrigg Mr. Keider
Mr. Owens Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Rucker

Later, Ms. Pope asked that Council vote on the Adoption of Resolution Certifying the Petition for
Referendum and Ordinance 03-11 as separate items.

Irmo-Chapin Recreation District - Adoption of Resolution Ordering a Public Hearing and an
Election - Proposed | ssuance of $19,500,000 General Obligation Bonds - Margar et Pope -
Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A. - Mr. Dan Wells, Executive Director, of the Irmo-Chapin
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Recrestion Commission asked thet this item be removed from the agenda.

Committee Reports- Planning & Administration, B. Rucker, Chairman - Zoning Text
Amendment T03-04 - Driveway and Street Restrictions - 2"¢ Reading - Mr. Rucker reported
that his committee met on Tuesday, September 9, 2003 and discussed Zoning Text Amendment TO3-
04.

T03-04 proposes atext change in section 22.13 (c) which deals with turn lanes and driveways. The
proposed amendment would further limit the number and location of driveways ng commercid
development, increase the opportunities for sharing access, and improve the dignment and location of
driveways.

A public hearing was held on August 12, 2003, there were no commentsin favor or againg the
proposed amendment.

The Planning Commission met on 08/21/03 and recommended approval with minor changesin
language. Preferred “turn lanes, additiond driveways’ ingtead of “ multiple access points’ in section
22.13(c).

Mr. Rucker made amotion, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat that the Committee Report be adopted and
Zoning Text Amendment T03-04 receive second reading.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Rucker
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Derrick
Mr. Cullum Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Keider Mr. Owens
Mr. Wilkerson

Justice, J. Carrigg, Chairman - Oak Grove Magistrate’ s Office - Mr. Carrigg reported that
during the afternoon meeting, his committee met and discussed the cogts of the Oak Grove Magidtrate' s
Office.

The Justice Committee met on Tuesday, September 9, 2003, to consider arequest from Judge Rutland,
Chief Magidrate, regarding the Oak Grove Magidrate' s Office.

Judge Rutland discussed the additiond cost involved with the congtruction of the Oak Grove
Magigtrate' s Office. In April 2003, Council approved $270,750 for this project ($20,750 for
engineering and design costs plus $250,000 for estimated building congtruction.) Lexington County
Recrestion will provide three (3) acresto locate this building in exchange for paving 70,000 sg. ft. a
their ball fidld estimated at $75,000. Other costs for clearing, grading, water, sewer, landscaping,
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exterior lighting, paving, and retention pond are estimated at $118,000.

Mr. Carrigg made a motion, seconded by Mr. Wilkerson that the Committee Report be adopted and
that staff be alowed to move forward with the congtruction of the Oak Grove Magisirate' s Office with
the exception that gaff determine the most efficient and cost effective way to accomplish the paving of
the Lexington County Recreation Commisson parking lot.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Cullum
Mr. Keider Mr. Owens
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Derrick

Abganing: Mr. Rucker *
* Mr. Rucker abstained from voting because he has been asked to bid on this project.

Mr. Brooks presented a BAR to appropriate the transfer of $250,000.00 to prepare the site and
congtruct the new Magidrate fecility in Oak Grove.

Public Works, B. Derrick, Chairman - SCDOT “RISE” Match - 2003/04 - Mr. Derrick reported
that during the afternoon meeting, his committee met to discuss SCDOT “RISE” Match 2003/04.

A motion was made by Mr. Derrick and seconded by Mr. Rucker to approve the SCDOT “RISE”
Match 2003/04, which is up to $100,000.00 for the Woodrow St./St. Andrews road project, severa
other roads have been identified for a one-to-one match from the state, and ask staff to contact
SCDOT to request additiond time so the County can identify additiona projectsin order to use
SCDOT money as amatch.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Derrick
Mr. Rucker Mr. Cullum
Mr. Keider Mr. Owens
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Wilkerson

Mr. Carrigg was not present when the vote was taken.

“C” Match for Municipal SCDOT Enhancement Grants - Mr. Derrick reported that during the
afternoon, his committee met and discussed the “C” Match for Municipa SCDOT Enhancement
Grants.
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A motion was made by Mr. Derrick, seconded by Mr. Rucker to approve the “C” Match for
Municipal SCDOT Enhancement Grants in the amount of $80,997.80 to fund the 20% match for the
Towns of Gilbert ($26,200.00), Pelion ($28,597.80), and Swansea ($26,200.00).

Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.

Mr. Rucker stated these were huge amounts that were granted and given by SCDOT and it isbeing
well used in these smdler towns.

Mr. Derrick stated those who live in larger towns that the County has not received those requests, as
they are not yet due, but will be forth coming.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Derrick
Mr. Rucker Mr. Keider
Mr. Owens Mr. Jeffcoat

Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Cullum
Mr. Carrigg was not present when the vote was taken.

Health & Human Services, J. Wilkerson, Chairman - Communications Consolidation/EOC
Relocation - Interim Public Safety Director/Asst. Sheriff Tim James - Mr. Wilkerson reported
during the afternoon, his committee met and discussed the Communications Consolidation/EOC
Relocation.

Mr. Wilkerson made a motion, seconded by Mr. Derrick that staff be alowed to move forward with
the Consolidation/EOC Relocation to Ball Park Road for a cost of $77,380.50 and $31,000.00 for the
ingallation cost of a generator.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Derrick Mr. Rucker
Mr. Keider Mr. Jeffcoat
Mr. Owens

Opposed: Mr. Cullum
Mr. Carrigg was not present when the vote was taken.
EM S Operations Center (Headquarters) - Tom Gross - Mr. Wilkerson stated his committee met

this afternoon and discussed the EM S Operations Center (Headquarters). The tota cost for the
building, landscaping, generator, etc. would be $708,000.00.
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A motion was made by Mr. Wilkerson, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat dlowing staff to move forward with
the congtruction of the new EM S Operations Center (Headquarters) at Ball Park Road.

Mr. Davis opened the mesting for discussion.

A motion was made by Mr. Cullum and seconded by Mr. Owens to table the motion until alater date
as there are some other issues that may relate to the Hospital Services Board that possibly could
contribute some of these moniesto this project.

Mr. Davis cdled for vote on the motion to table.

Vote on mation to table:

In Favor: Mr. Cullum Mr. Owens
Mr. Keider

Opposed: Mr. Davis Mr. Rucker
Mr. Derrick Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Jeffcoat

Mr. Carrigg was not present when the vote was taken.
Motion will not be tabled.
Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.

Mr. Derrick: Thismay help clear thisup. Thisis an accumulated amount of money which will be spent
that the Hospitd Board has dready given to the County; thisis dl Hospital Board money for that
purpose.

Mr. Owens: I’'m aware of that.

Mr. Wilkerson: Also to further, maybe help darify that, | don’'t know if we can clarify that or not, but
maybe it will help darify it. Thisis something that has been ongoing for anumber of yearsnow. Thisis
not something that just came up in the last two or three months, and again, it is no cost to taxpayers.
The money isthereand it's been given by the hospital to usto use at our discretion. They didn't tll us
to use thisfor this, but we see a need with the EM S and o that is where we kind of decided to use part
of thismoney. Hopefully, thiswill help darify it alittle bit. | know some people are looking a maybe
down the road not needing, | don’t know whether it is because of the generator or because of the
building that is being built, but anyway they can help darify maybe why they fed thisway.

Mr. Cullum: | would be glad to Mr. Chairman if given the opportunity.
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Mr. Davis Yesdgr, speak right up.

Mr. Cullum: Firgt and foremog, | want to make it known that | fully support the EMS Service and
Public Safety. Those folks do afine job, and | don't think they should be given anything short of anice
new facility; something like this would enhance their services. | agree with it 100 percent. However, |
do disagree that thisis a cost to the taxpayers. This money directly came from the profits which were
generated at the Lexington Medical Center, which isa County- owned facility. Taxpayers of this
County use that facility and these are profits extracted from what they have paid to that facility in which
we have been given thismoney. Also, there are some ongoing, | don’'t want to cal it negotiations, but
some ongoing directives that we are looking in away to try to work with the hospita itself in away of
contributing more profits to this County, and | would hate to see us prematurely build this building and
then turn around and possibly have this Hospital Board agree to take over this ambulance service and
locate it a another location whereas we have a $700,000.00 building sitting on Ball Park Road; we
don’'t know what to do with at that point. | don’t disagree with building thisbuilding a dl. 1 don't
disagree with the EM'S Service getting it, but | do think it may be somewhat premature on us building
this building at this point with not knowing exactly what's going to go or happen between this Council
and the Hospital Board Services Board. That'sdl I’ ve got to say about it.

Mr. Davis. Other comments.

Mr. Owens While we are darifying things, and | think it is greet that the hospital ponied up this amount
of money, far less than what we were promised as a County some two or three years ago, falsway
short by redly severa million, and that iswhy | agree with Mr. Cullum. If thereis any feding toward
moving and discussing what the Hospital Board will or will not do or if they want to continue to
operating asthey operate, if they don't want to fulfill the promises they made to this Council two, three
years ago 0 beit. But this pittance that they doled out to us, isfar removed from what they said they
would supply for the County. That isa County entity, in fact, it costs you more as aresident of
Lexington County to go to that hospitd as people from Richland, Sduda, anyplace dse. Ther
generosity, I’'m not overwhemed.

Mr. Jeffcoat: | redly don’t know where to sart here, but | am going to try to break this down alittle bit
if I can. | don't think most of us disagree with ether one of you, Mr. Cullum, Mr. Owens. | happened
to be one of three Councilmen who was in a meeting when they agreed to give us the money to build
thisbuilding. It wasther wishes, and dso | heard this comment that the law is somewhat redtrictive as
when they give money that it should be used for medica services, which iswhat this money isbeing
used for. | don't know if thereisalaw that protects them from giving money for certain things like that
or not, but that’s what we were told that night. Y ou are right, we were promised that we would receive
acertain amount of money, and we haven't recalved that money, and it is an ongoing feding with this
Council, | think, that we should meet back with the hospital and let them know our fedlings, and some
of usthat have a couple of appointments, most of us do on that board, | made both my appointees
know how | fed about it and, surprisingly enough, they are very receptive to us coming and having a
meseting and see if we can’t work out something that either we are going to turn this EMS Service over
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to the hospita or even they can help support it financidly since they are doing so well. | persondly fed
likeit would be agreat ideato turn it over to them, but that’s my persond feding. They arein the
medica business, and they are making alot of money, they are very progressive and have done a very,
very good job, and | am extremdly proud of them. | think just by a matter of Stting down with those
folks we probably can work out some of these things that you have some fedings on. Both of you,
Councilmen, and | think the rest of this Council, have the same fedling, but the money was given the
night | wasthere. It wastold to me and two other Councilmen gtting on this stand that they would be
happy to give us the money to build that building. We went down three years ago, two years ago a a
retreat and gave a dide presentation showing how badly we needed afacility for EMS, so that’swhy
this money is being earmarked for that building, | think. Maybe that will help some and maybe it won't,
but | wanted to share that with you.

Mr. Wilkerson: | just need to make a couple more comments after Mr. Jeffcoat and everyone said a
couple of things. AsMr. Jeffcoat said, we have talked with Lexington Medical Center over and over
again about taking EMS over. We haven't been successful with that. That is something alot of usup
here would like to see, dong with you two on the end down there, S0 that is not something that we
haven't tried to work out in the past and would like to see happen. But, dso EMS needs a new
building and until we can work through thet, and the reason | fed like we need to move forward now
rather than keep waiting, is because of the shape of the facilities that they are in right now and the
disaray the building isin. | just don't think it isfair for EMS and the citizens of our County to continue
to suffer because we have a disagreement with Lexington Medical Center, and do we have a good
EMS, yes. Can it be better with some better facilities and some other things that we are capable of
doing, yes. | think we are making the wrong people suffer by not moving forward a thistime.

Mr. Owens: To this notion that they are restricted by some law to meis pure “ poppycock.” | will ask
this Council to ingtruct Mr. Anderson to research that. They are a County entity. They have certain
rules they are governed by. We appoint the people obvioudy. They cannot set themselves apart from
County government because they are a County entity. You look at the tags on their vehicles, they say
“CG.” It's County Government. Again, we don’t make the decisons for the Board, but we certainly
gopoint the Board and there is the strength of this Council. To continue to say that we, you appoint us
and you have no control over the monies that we procure. Two things are happening, either they are
overcharging the people of Lexington County too much for their services to have the profits they are
meaking or they should return some of it to the people of Lexington County. It isjust that Smple.

Mr. Davis. Mr. Cullum I will cdl on you for one more comment. We do have a Public Hearing at 6:00.

Mr. Cullum: Intheissue of time | will be as brief as| possbly can. Again, let me say, | totdly agree
Mr. Wilkerson these people need a building, and | would be the last one to try to defeat that from them.
But the point here | am trying to make isfar greeter than the point of them getting a building now that
we couldn’t postpone it 14 days to when this body meets again to have the opportunity to go back to
the Hospitd Board one last time and say, ook we are at the point where we are going to spend
$708,000.00 of taxpayers money and, possibly you may end up taking this service over, and we will
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end up with abuilding there. What are we going to do with a $700,000.00 building? Secondly, it is
taxpayers money. | sat in aso ameeting with the Hospital Board where they indicated to me they
were only collecting .29 cents on the dollar from Medicare and Medicaid and collecting somewhere
around .68 cents on the dollar from private insurance. That isroughly one-third and two-thirds
collected from two of their largest accounts in which they are paid from, but yet, they can make $20
plus million dollars a year profit and the taxpayers of this County get no redeeming vaue from that other
than possibly, and | don’t know that to be true Mr. Owens, that they are paying a higher rate than any
other person, but the point wel-being isthis - thisis a County-run entity. It is generating profits that
possibly could be excessve and dl | am asking isto have the opportunity to St down with them again
and say look, we are going to work something out here that you are going to give back to this generd
fund, give back to the very Council that established you and gives you the right to serve the people of
this County and see where we can go from there. Itisa 14 day time.

Mr. Wilkerson: Mr. Chairman, I’'m sorry, | should probably just be quiet, if | thought 14 days would fix
this, we have been negotiating with them how long Mr. Jeffcoat .....

Mr. Jeffcoat: Years.
Mr. Wilkerson: Two and hdf, three years. So if you can get it donein 14 days - go for it.

Mr. Owens. Would you consider that you haven't told the proper language or spoken to them in the
right terms.

Mr. Wilkerson: All | got to say, if you candoitin 14 days ....

Mr. Rucker cdled for the question.

Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Rucker Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Derrick Mr. Jeffcoat

Opposed: Mr. Cullum Mr. Owens
Mr. Keder

Mr. Owens. May we ask Mr. Anderson to research that (the law regarding when the Hospital Board
gives money, it should be used for medical services).

Ide of Pines Special Tax District - Margaret Pope - Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A. -
Mr. Davis advised that the Adoption of Resolution Certifying the Petition for Referendum and
Ordinance - 03-11 - Ide of Pines Specia Tax Didrict - 1% Reading need to be voted on separately.

Adoption of Resolution Certifying the Petition for Referendum - A motion was made by Mr.
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Owens, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat to adopt the Resolution Certifying the Petition for Referendum.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Owens
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Derrick Mr. Keider
Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Cullum
Mr. Rucker

Ordinance - 03-11 - Ide of Pines Special Tax District - 1% Reading - A motion was made by Mr.
Owens and seconded by Mr. Carrigg that Ordinance 03-11 receive first reading.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Owens Mr. Jeffcoat
Mr. Derrick Mr. Keider
Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Cullum
Mr. Rucker

Comments - Mr. Davis - Mr. Davis stated there were two announcements he wanted to make for
therecord. First, thereis no additiona 2-cent tax on prepared food in Lexington County other than
those areas in the City of Columbia and the Town of Lexington. | want to make that clear. Secondly,
the County of Lexington is not in the water and sawer business. We have no authority over any rates
concerning water and sewer.

Budget Amendment Resolutions - Mr. Brooks presented the two following BARs for Council’s
approval.

Appropriation transfer of $77,381.00 to relocate the communications division from Gibson Road to the
basement of the Adminigtration Building and to ingtal a generator on the site of the EOC facility.

Supplemental appropriation transfer of $708,000.00 to congtruct the new Emergency Medical Service
building at 415 Bdl Park Road and to replace the Building Services storage building.

6:00 P.M. - Public Hearings - Ordinance 03-8 - L andscape Ordinance - Text Change - Thisis
an ordinance to amend the Lexington County Landscape Ordinance to revise Section 7, Scenic
Corridor Protection. The provisions are established in order to preserve and protect the natural vistas
of certain thoroughfares and byways within the County.

Mr. Davis opened the Public Hearing.
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No comments, in favor or againgt, were received.
Mr. Davis closed the public hearing.

Ordinance 03-10 - Conveyance of Real Estate from Lexington County to SCDOT (Hwy. 6 &
Hwy. 1) - Thisisan ordinance to deed 0.0931 acres to SCDOT in order to widen Highway 6 at the
intersection of Highway 1 in the Town of Lexington.

Mr. Davis opened the Public Hearing.
No comments, in favor or againgt, were received.
Mr. Davis closed the public hearing.

Zoning Map Amendment M03-05 - Portions of Counts Ferry Road, Rocky Cove Road, and
Quail Trail - Mr. Bruce Hiller, Development Administrator, Community and Economic Development
presented the information on M03-05. Mr. Hiller stated that the gpplicant Ms. Cindy Ouzts has
requested that Counts Ferry Road, a distance of 8,055 feet from the intersection of Hwy. 378
northward; a portion of Rocky Cove Road for adistance of 523 feet; Hendrix Landing Road; a
distance of 1,498 and Quail Trail adistance of 1,450 feet be changed from Locd (L) to Residential
Loca Four (RL4). He stated that Ms. Ouzts indicated on the application that the reason for the request
isto presarve the residentia character of the neighborhood and keep the roads safe for pedestrians to
enjoy. The neighborhood is currently al resdentiad and agriculturd and the change is necessary to
exclude commercid development that would bring commercid traffic. Mr. Hiller reviewed the maps
and area by using a power point presentation.

Mr. Davis opened the Public Hearing.

Bert Dooley, 1522 Counts Ferry Road, L exington, SC - | live on Counts Ferry Road. After forty-
five yearsliving in Dooleyville, my wife and | decided to move out to the country because the Town of
Lexington was encroaching on Dooleyville, and having grown up on the other sde of Rocky Cove, we
chose this areaout of anywhere in Lexington County partiadly because | have friends and family out
there, not much family anymore, but alot of friends. When | firgt got involved with thisthing, | heard a
rumor, | don’t know where it came from frankly, but | have had four people, | checked out four people
saying yes there was some intention or at least some expression that there was going to be a
warehouse. | frankly don’t care what somebody does on their property. Y ou know, | am a property
rightsguy. | like people to do that. My concern stems from the fact that that road is not wide enough
for me to take my boat down without getting off the road when | pass somebody. | think everybody in
here would agree with that; you actualy have to get off theroad. It'svery narrow. It'sawinding road,
alot of vegetation acrossiit, it isa 45 mile-an-hour speed limit, which we do intend to take up with the
highway department. There arealot of folks, alot of folks, who walk that property with children and
dogs an awful lot. My sole concern was any business that would have 18-wheders coming in and out
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of there on aregular basis, and | understand people move in, there has been somelogging in there, it's
not on aregular every day basis. My concern was the safety issue. 1nno way when | got involved in
thisthat | intend to inhibit anybody, and | told Judge Rawl thisthe other night. That was not the
intention. |1 would love to see some things go in there. Some people would probably disagree with me,
but | would like to see a nice upscale restaurant down there. | would walk toit. And that way, |
would not get in trouble coming back if | had adrink or two. But, that was not the intention, and |
don’'t know thet isthe intention of anybody else here. My concern isthe fact that it isan awful narrow
road. That isa45 mile-an-hour speed limit. If you look back at those pictures, if we alow something
in there that will have on aregular basis big trucks, moving vans, whatever coming in and out of there,
somebody is going to get hurt and that is my only reason. If there was some compromisg, if there was
someway to say to dlow Tommy, Jerry and some of the other larger property ownersin there to do
with what they want to with their property, | am dl in favor of that. They’ve been great Sewards of the
property. They have kept it beautiful long before | was here, and | have been around amogt fifty years
inthisarea, s0 they have done agreat job withit. | trust them to do whatever isright, and they will do
what is right for the community. They will do what is right for themsdlves. But, please look a the
safety issue. That ismy only point. Thank you.

Cindy Hall Ouzts, 1243 Counts Ferry Road, L exington, SC - My husband, Steve, and | live a
1234 Counts Ferry Road, and we have lived there since August 1990. | lived in Kershaw County the
rest of my lifeso | fed like | am sort of like a Lexingtonian because the issues are very smilar. You
have before you blue file folders with copies of |etters from 36 property ownersin this affected area
supporting our petition to change the roads from L to RL4. Many of those people are here tonight.
We have some people here who didn’t get the letters in, and we want you to see how we fed both in
writing and in our physical presence here.

Our neighborhood, as you can tell from the pictures that Mr. Hiller presented, is a very gorgeous rurd
resdential area. The roads were lined with so many treesthat he redly couldn’t give you good pictures
without going in an arplane overhead to show you from up there. It isavery curvy, narrow road, and
it isawonderful place. I'm abig waker. | wak out there with my black lab, my children ride the
bicycles it isjust awonderful placeto live, and we heard arumor that sSomeone might be putting a
warehouse out there. A lot of people called me, and | cdled alot of people just to find out what we
could do. And regardlessif this rumor was correct or not, | think thisis an appropriate time to bring
thisissue before you because if it is not one property owner now wanting to put a warehouse there, a
year from now it may be somebody else. So we are here today to present this petition and hope that
you will make the change for us.

Now, we have been usng some terms here that maybe some of the audience is not familiar with.
Currently, the road is L and the definition of L isastreet which primarily provides access to non-
resdentia land uses and connects resdentid streetsto the arterials and collectors. Land uses should be
compatible with higher traffic volumes. The pictures that you were shown today don’t show a non-
resdential area. What we want to change it to is something caled RL4. Thét is defined as a street with
frontage over 50 percent resdentially developed at the time of the enactment of this ordinance or
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platted as aresdentia subdivison. Thistype street is intended to accommodate some residential
activities a four dwelling units per acre. Now, Mr. Hiller said he thought it was less than 50 percent
resdentia out in thisarea, but | beg to differ. It ishard to tell of an aerid view with as many trees that
we have. If it isnot 50 percent, it isdoggone close, and that’ swhy we fed like it is more appropriate
for RL4. Now some of the uses. When he showed you on the screen what RL4 means, it redly does
restrict what the property can be used for. Well, we think that is a good thing because we live out
there. The RL4 limitsit to four houses per unit and that’s basically dl you can do out there. Right now
theway itis, iscurrently L. Hereisalist of some thingsthat can go out there. Genera repair and
maintenance sarvices, retail, landfills, manufacturing, salvage wrecking yard, scrap operations, towing
and impoundment lot. Thereisalot of Suff that can go on out there that can adversely affect the vadue
of our property which would mean the tax base would go down. We want to keep our values high. We
liketo pay taxes. We like you guys.

Now let’slook at the difference between RL6, RL5, and RL4 because there was some concern by
some of the property owners that they might want to put some cluster homes out there and RL4 would
only dlow four per unit. Whilethe RL6, of course, dlows more units per acre. But in addition, it
would alow mobile home parks. Does that look like a nice neighborhood for a mobile home park?
We don’'t want a mobile home park out there. We don't want RL6. It could adso dlow community
residences out there like agroup home. We don't think it is an gppropriate way to use the property out
there.

We hope that you dl will consder this petition and look &t dl the people here in support of that. We
understand that people want to do with their property what they want to do, but thisis aresidentia
neighborhood, and over the past thirteen years we have lived out there, more and more nice houses
have been built out there. People move out there from ingde the city in downtown Lexington or from
Columbialike us. They likethisrura neighborhood, and we hope that you will changeit to RLA4.
Thank you.

Alice Duncan, 22 Rocky Cove Rd., Lexington, SC - When | first bought my property, |
understood what the zoning was. | see no reason for it to be changed; it seemslike one large family. |
think that people were there long before | came there, and who am | to tell them what they can do with
their land. Thank you.

Phil Martin, 141 Quail Trail, Lexington, SC - | recently moved into the neighborhood and, of
course, | fully understood what the zoning was when | moved in there and dso there is alandscaping
company right behind my house which doesn't bother me at dl, and | just don't think it is right for meto
move into a neighborhood and tell people that own land out there for years what they can or can’'t do
with their property. | mean Lexington County is growing and it isinevitable that they are going to do,
develop it in some way, but | don't think just moving into a neighborhood that | should tell them whét to
do. Thank you.

Wayne Williams, 6114 Cedar Ridge Road, Columbia, SC - We don't live up on the property
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exactly but maybe half thetime. Kristi owns undeveloped property on Counts Ferry Road, aswell as,
Hendrix Landing. Hendrix Landing - | will say, we have no immediate plans or future plans at this
point to do anything with that property but that property has been in her family since well before Lake
Murray, and she just doesn’'t want any restrictions to be placed on that property, the development of
that property that aren’t there now. In that regard, we have aso garnered some support and gotten a
gatement of opposition that we would like to share with Council tonight. The notice that went out
regarding this rezoning said it directly impacted 263 acres. | actudly think it’s alittle more than that, but
we got sgnatures from folks representing about 257 acres that are opposed to the rezoning. The main
oppostion | think that we fed here and | can understand why the proponents of this are wanting to do
something of this nature, the problem istheat it is affecting larger vacant tracts of land which have been
owned by these folks and their families for generations, and we can't predict the future or what might
want to come down there. For ingance, to limit zoning from what is now eight units per acre of
attached housing to four units per acre of detached housing would, of course, more than decrease the
vaue of their property by 50 percent. Beyond that it precludes some uses of the proposed zoning like
boat docks. Well, Hendrix Landing certainly wants boat docks down there. We have boat docks, and
| would think that anybody who develops on the waterfront would want some boat docks. The last
thing in opposition isthat in reading the ordinance, it appears that this matter should not even be under
condderation unless the street was fronted by property that was 50 percent residentialy developed at
the time the ordinance was enacted in 1986, and if you will seein our handout, we don't fed that isthe
cax. Thatisbascdly it. Thank you.

Tommy Howard, 60 Rocky Cove Road, L exington, SC - | would just like to say that | have been
living in that areafor 30 something years. Fird of dl, we used to love to go to Hendrix Landing and,
you know one day, we were just talking out there that | would like very much to see ared nice
restaurant or something that we could go to instead of having to get into our boats and go 20 minutes
acrossthe lake. 1t would be red nice to have something. We don't know what is going to be
developed, or whatever. But most of our land, my dad bought it 30 something years ago and today it
isowned by mosily Jerry and the grandchildren of his, which is nine, and most of it iskind of equaly
divided and everything and changing the road classfication if ten years from now if Publix wanted to put
abig shopping center out on 378 changing the road you, would have to come back and get it rezoned
back to even run the cars back on Counts Ferry Road so they could go to alight. Likethe Piggly
Wiggly Center down there, you come out and then you come out to alight on 378. Also, | would like
to say if onething that was brought up, | don’t think anybody can afford any of the land that the Rawls
or the Hendrixes or the Howards own that they can put some kind of junk business or whatever. |
mean, you know, the land is very vauable. Tommy Rawl just said out in the hal that they haven't sold
alot in, | think, snce 1986 or something like that. Way long ago. Mogt of the land is not for sale, and
you know, we think we are intelligent people. We are not going to put anything that is going to distract.
| mean, we lovethe horses up there; welovethe area. | mean, we have been living up there 30
something years, and we just don't think that some of the neighbors should comein and tell us what we
can or can't do 15 yearsfrom now. Likel sad, I don’'t own very much of it but my kidsdo. | am
gpeeking on their behaf mostly. But, | do own some of it. Thank you.
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Bill Bodnark, 133 Rocky Cove Road, L exington, SC - Mr. Bodnark signed up; however, did not
Speak.

Jessica Bodnark, 131 Rocky Cove Road, L exington, SC - Ms. Bodnark signed up; however, did
not speak.

Mark Keider, 710 Woodcreek Court, Columbia, SC - | do not live on thisroad. | don’t have a
dog in thisfight, but I think the outcome of this discussion will affect me and every property owner in
Lexington County. | fed for both sdes. | have friends on both sdes. | have been involved in difficult
times amilar in the Town of Lexington. | bought a piece of property to build an office building; one
week |ater the residents had aydlow zoning sign to change it to single family housing to keep me from
building my building, fortunately, that was in the City Council, and | won that. The second was the one
that this County Council got alittle bruised up with and that was the Loveless and Loveless land dump
in Lexington County. We came here with 1400 registered Lexington County voters and asked you to
help protect us. We were concerned about property values, we were concerned about big trucks, we
were concerned about the loss of the community area, needless to say, we have a dump there now.
There were hitter fedlings about that, and | have thought about it an awful lot. Since September 11, |
have gone back and revisited that decision, and I’ ve come to the conclusion that this County Council
made the right decison. That was a decison not against me, not againgt those 1400 registered voters,
but it was adecison for freedom. It was the freedom of aman who bought land rightfully, paid his
taxes, wanted to develop his property, make aliving and this County Council put that dump there. In
retrospect you made the right decison. Did my property values drop alittle? | think so. Am | unhappy
with the big trucks. Yes. But, they have been reasonable residents. They have been reasonable
neighbors. They pick the trash up. We haven't had tremendous problems with them so this boils down
tonight to discussion of freedom, and we think we lose our freedom in Washington, DC, we think we
lose our freedom at the State House, but thisis avery, very delicate Stuation where you people are
elected officias can take away our freedom too. We can lose just as much freedom in this room aswe
can in Washington, DC so we elect you to make decisons for us, to govern us, you tax us, you spend
our money, we are not happy about that, nobody is. But, occasiondly you have to make tough
decisons regarding freedom and that’ s what we are about tonight. We have one group of citizenswho
are asking you to take away the freedom of another group of citizens. That isavery dippery dope.
There are so many beautiful little country roads in Lexington County that may wake up tomorrow with a
ydlow sign on them to say we are going to change the zoning on your property. It might be mine; it may
beyours. So | want you to give very careful condderation of this. Thisisavery, very important
decison. | for one vote for freedom, and | will live with that dump beside me any day. I'm not richer
for it, but I'm freer for it, and | thank you dl for letting me spesk.

Jerry Howard, 1016 Counts Ferry Road, L exington, SC - My baby brother hasvery e oquently
expressed our concerns. | moved up there in 1971 and shortly theresfter, | was appointed squire of the
neighborhood. | was appointed squire by Mr. Horry Wessinger who was the squire on the other end

of theroad. He said it was necessary to have squires on both ends so we served as squires. Then we
gppointed Mr. T. H. Rawl asthe squirein the middle. Both of those gentlemen are gone now and
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Tommy Rawl has been gppointed to replace Mr. T. H. and Jack Hendrix has been appointed to
replace Mr. Horry, so we are till in good hands. We are very concerned about our neighborhood.

On the other hand, | was Sitting up there in 1986 when we enacted this zoning and what we have there
isacompromise. There wastheinitid analyss of that road cdled for it to be acollector, | believe.
Bruce mentioned that earlier. The people who had moved into the residences on the land and out on
the end of the road were concerned about that and we compromised to make the parts that had aready
built up RL4 and the main part of Counts Ferry Road a Local road. It could be argued il that itisa
Collector even though it is narrow, the right-of-way is not narrow, the part maintained is what is narrow
and that is a highway department issue. But, | likeit likethat. | like the speed limit to be held down
and, believe me, when | go out to my mailbox | wonder about that sometimes. But, people come flying
around that curve, that iskind of scary. Anyway, it was a compromise.

Now, Counts Ferry, the part that is <till Locd is pretty much undeveloped. | see subgtantialy more
than 50 percent of it is undeveloped. It is either pasture land or timber land. | think the photographs
and maps bear that out. | don't think there is any question about it. Now the end of it iSRL4. Quall
Trail down to Rocky Cove Road one sideistotaly undeveloped, so that is at least 50 percent. The
reason we |eft that Local down around the corner is because there is abusiness down there. Thereisa
plant nursery there, | reckon it’s il there. In order to protect them and not put themin
noncompliance, we extended around the corner alittle bit and that was consdered to be reasonable by
the people at the time. On the other end of Hendrix Landing Road, Hendrix Landing was acommercid
boat landing, so that was left Locd. | agree with what my brother said, | would like to see a restaurant
there. |1 would hate to preclude that from happening.

| thought it was a good compromise of people who own the large tracts agreed to abide by that now. |
don't think they will agreeto let it go to RL4, because that takes away property rights. | don't think we
want to ..... we wouldn’'t want to go aong with that; that’ s taking away something that our future
generation might need. So it isan agonizing thing. We like the neighborhood; we like our neighbors,
but we have to protect our interests. My daddy has been very very frustrated about it. It is an agony
that | hope we don't have to go through very often. It is not something that islightly considered. It
means .... it is very deep to some of us. | appreciate your consideration.

Again, it was acompromise, and | think it was a good compromise. Everybody gave somein order to
protect their neighbors. The performance oriented zoning is designed to protect you without hurting
your neighbor and if it is applied correctly, that's what happens. If | have enough land to give to
buffering and the screen requirements necessary, | can put alittle office in my house or behind my
house. | don't think that hurts anybody. The concern about having trucks go down the road, | agree
with that. | hope we can avoid that. But, we can’t take away property rights of othersin order to
achieve that. We need to find another way to do that. Thank you.

Tommy Rawl, 1347 Counts Ferry Road, Lexington - | am Tommy Rawl and to my neighbors thet |
am probably meeting for the first time tonight, | drive the old red broken down
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Bronco up and down Counts Ferry Road. | certainly appreciate the opportunity to be here and first
some legd issues | want to get on therecord. First of dl, | fed likethisis aviolation of the due process
of law. | found out about this 14 days ago; we had to prepare some kind of defense; some kind of
dtatement that will affect the uses of our property for generations to come.

My family strongly objects the reclassification of our property. This property has been in our family
sncethe 1700's. It survived the Revolutionary War, Sherman’s march through the South; it survived
the flooding of our property by the power company to create Lake Murray. My grandfather fought
that. He dong with his sgter, Annie Hendrix and his brother-in-law Willie Legphart chalenged the
power company, tried to prevent them from taking our land, his farm land, our farm lands, and arock
quarry that he made his living off of. Helost that battle but most of our property is under Lake Murray.
Thank God alot of it is above Lake Murray and we' ve enjoyed the benefits of being on Lake Murray
for these many years.

| am very thankful that my grandparents, my parents were good stewards of the land and since my
family is, my brothers, my sster we own amgority of it, for the last 20 years, we have their vaues and
have taken care of the land. We have recognized the rights of our neighbors and our timber operations.
A year or 0 ago, the pine beetles ravaged our property, and we had to cut more timber at a
tremendousloss. We had the concern of our neighbors in the neighborhood and we Ieft buffers. We
didn’t cut timber aong the roadways and dong the lake frontage so when you go through our property
now the timber operation is not evident. My family has no plansto develop thisland. Wefed like
when that times comesthat is a persond matter for our family. We certainly have the concerns of the
neighborhood but to make this drastic change from the Locd classfication to the RL4 will tremendoudy
devalue our property and cut down tremendoudy, as you saw on the list, of what we can do with our
property. Obvioudy, some of the things that we can do in the dlassification of Loca, we would have no
desreto dothat. Get serious. We don't want some of the items that we could have on the property
because we are going to live there.

Onething that | have found severd of - my sster who is here today, Susan, sheisateacher upin
Greenwood, my brother, Richard is adoctor in North Carolina. One thing this has brought .... they
wish to come down when they retire and we certainly don't want to do anything that would hurt our
land and the enjoyment that we ve had of our property for solong. | am sorry it' scometo this. The
problem | have with having to come down here 14 days after | had notice of what was going on | am
dill sort in the angry mode. | know when you get angry you say things you shouldn’'t. | may have been
cool to some of my friends and my neighbors, but you have to understiand where we come from. The
zoning office has done avery good job of researching this. | ask you gentlemen to put politica palitics
adde. Thisisavery persond issue for my family.

I’m not computer literate, | barely know how to use crayons but the colored portion on thismap is
wha my family owns. Now we have differences of opinions on what we are going to do with our land.
Three of us here, that are represented here today, have an interest in the blue portion of this map. The
other part, other members of our family, and that’s our business, that is nobody’ s business here but we
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are forced by this to have to come down and lay thisdl out in a public forum. We have no plans for
our property. We would like to make those decisions what we do with our land a our own time frame
and among our family. We will do that. | assure you we have the interest of our neighborhood when
we decide to do that, but | ask that you study thisvery careful. Do not rush to judgment, gentlemen. |
am very serious about this, and | am sure anyone out in this audience that bought onto this, | cdl it a
kind of hysteriathat went through the neighborhood. If they were worried about commercid vehicles,
about what this gentleman, | talked with his wife, they may be here today, they plan to come, they live
in Maryland. They have afurniture sorein Maryland. Why they would put a furniture warehouse out
in the middle of the country away from their store, | don’'t know. It doesn’t make sense, and it doesn't
appear that they would have enough room on that particular lot to make g, to have awarehouse. That
property is right across from our property, one of the most pristine pieces of property in Lexington
County. | don’'t care what he does with his property. That ishisright and it's my right, our right, to do
what we wish to our property within the classfication of the Locd.

| fed like anyone who purchased land up there after 1986, they made informed intelligent decisonsto
make an invesment in that community. It islike buying a car without awarranty. You buy it “asis”

Y ou had a chance to check it out. 1 think it isunfair because we ve left our property likeit is. We have
created a neighborhood that you enjoy, the pristine undevel oped timberland, so | don't think we should
be pendized for hanging onto our property and not having the right to decide the use as we seefit.
Thank you very much. | fed very comfortable in leaving this decison in your hands. Thank you.

Mr. Davis closed the public hearing and expressed his appreciation to those attending the hearing. He
stated he represents that area and said government sometimes is compromise. He stated he wished
somebody had wanted to talk about the Landscape Text Change. Thisisanew ordinance which is
going through the process in Lexington County to make some roads a scenic corridor and he believed if
someone would study this and chalenged those in attendance to get with Ms. Ouzts and Mr. Rawl and
explain that to each of them and see if that makes their neighborhood what they want it to be without

going through a zoning struggle.

Mr. Davis informed the audience the process would continue, there would be no vote tonight and
should the residents have anything to add to the record to please do so within the next 24 hours through
Ms. Black, Clerk to Council.

Mr. Davis closed the public hearing.

Executive Session/L egal Briefing - A motion was made by Mr. Cullum, seconded by Mr. Rucker
to go into Executive Sesson to receive legd and contractua briefings.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Cullum
Mr. Rucker Mr. Derrick
Mr. Owens Mr. Keider

Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Wilkerson
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Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Davis reconvened Council in open session.
Matters Requiring a Vote as a Result of Executive Session - Town of Lexington Water
Tower Property - Mr. Jeffcoat made a motion, seconded by Mr. Cullum to alow staff and the
County Attorney to move forward with the negotiation for transfer of the Water Tank Site currently
owned by Lexington County to the Town of Lexington.
Mr. Davis opened the mesting for discussion.
Mr. Owens stated thisis to be concurrent with the discussion to get the fire Sation.
Mr. Davisreplied, yesgr. It will bein the negotiation.

Mr. Wilkerson replied, we're not going to give it to them for nothing.

Mr. Owens replied, if not agreeable it comes back to us.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Jeffcoat
Mr. Cullum Mr. Derrick
Mr. Keider Mr. Owens
Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Rucker
Mr. Carrigg

Oak Grove Magistrate’ s Office - Mr. Owens made a motion, seconded by Mr. Wilkerson to alow
daff and the County Attorney to move forward with the negatiation of the contract with the Lexington
Recrestion Commisson regarding the three acres of land.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Owens
Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Derrick
Mr. Keder Mr. Cullum
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Carrigg

Abganing: Mr. Rucker
Mr. Rucker stated that he abstained because his company has been asked to bid on part of the project.

L exington Chamber of Commer ce - Taste of L exington Event - Mr. Derrick made a motion,
seconded by Mr. Owensto deny the $2,500.00 request by the Chamber of Commerce for the Taste
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of Lexington. Mr. Derrick recommended that the Town of Lexington use some of the 2 percent
money collected on restaurant tax and next year the Chamber of Commerce gpply during the budget
process for some of the Temporary Alcohol License Funds.

Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.

Mr. Wilkerson asked how many people that own restaurants were in favor of the 2 percent tax, not
probably very many.

In Favor: Mr. Derrick Mr. Owens
Mr. Cullum Mr. Jeffcoat
Mr. Keider Mr. Carrigg

Opposed: Mr. Davis Mr. Wilkerson
Mr. Rucker

(2) 1500 GPM Pumper and (2) 750 GPM Tankers - Mr. Rucker stated he had origindly made a
motion to accept the purchase; however, Council was supposed to have given direction to staff. He
stated the reason he made a motion to purchase the units was to save approximately $14,000.00 for
the County of Lexington. Mr. Rucker stated after advice from legal counsdl, the County should solicit
competitive bids.

Mr. Cullum asked by sole sourcing the (1) 1500 GMP Pumper and (2) 750 GPM Tankers with the
contractor we have used in the past and had very good service with; has consstently provento bea
low bidder and ds0 is an established Lexington County business and full well know that with the option
of ralling the dice and spending $14,000.00 of taxpayers money, by doing this- isit redly prudent
that we do?

Mr. Rucker replied that he has the same concern as Mr. Cullum; however, but the question isif we
don't put it out for competitive bid then there is a shady areathere. If Council wants Mr. Anderson,
County Attorney, to explain the reason to go through the bid process, then Mr. Anderson will.

Mr. Davis replied it would be a violation of the County’ s procurement code if we sole source the items.
Mr. Cullum replied, sole source just because of the dollar value or just sole sourcing any purchase.

Mr. Davisreplied, no, if wedidn't put it out for bid.

Mr. Cullum asked whether we have had other instances before where things were not put out to bid.

Matter of fact, | saw some things this evening that went before us in the Sheriff’s Department that were
asole source. Arethey violating the bid process?
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Mr. Davis replied they are items that we sole source; that we have voted on to sole source those items.

Mr. Anderson replied, it is not redlly a sole source. Y ou would be “tacking on” to aprior bid. You are
taking the price from aprior bid and tacking on.

Mr. Rucker stated Council really made no recommendation to aff. Mr. Rucker stated hisfedings
were that we were going to attach to that bid, but after the briefing from the County’s Attorney, he
advised the County needed to go forward with competitive bids. He stated he would put that in the
form of amotion, even though he knew it would be chegper the other way. | know that but to stay
within the legal bounds that are set in our procurement procedures, | will make amotion to seek
competitive bids.

Mr. Rucker made a motion, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat to secure competitive bids for (1) 1500 GPM
Pumper and (2) 750 GPM Tankers.

Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.

Mr. Derrick asked Ms. Fulmer, Procurement Manager, if the County can amend a bid that the County
issued sx months ago.

Ms. Fulmer replied, in accordance with the Procurement Code, no, to answer red quick. Ms. Fulmer
gated if Procurement had stated in the bid package up front that the County anticipated to buy three
more and everybody was avare........ She stated you have vendors out there. Thisisnot asole
source. Thisisjust adding on to that bid, and you have vendors who possibly could have........

Mr. Derrick asked how many other vendors were there that would have participated or could we get
to participate? Were these two the sole vendors.

Ms. Fulmer replied, on that particular bid, that was.

Mr. Derrick asked Ms. Fulmer how extensive did Procurement advertise and how extensvely did
Procurement try to solicit bids for these.

Ms. Fulmer responded that she would have to go back to the bid package but stated Procurement
usudly solicits 10 to 12. She stated Procurement dways advertises in the South Carolina Business
Opportunities, the Demand Star, whichisa.....

Mr. Derrick asked, higtorically not just thesein the last Sx months but prior to that, how many bids
have we gotten. How many vendors?

Ms. Fulmer replied, we usually get two or three.
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Mr. Derrick asked, these same two?

Ms. Fulmer replied, well maybe not those sametwo: Sagle’ saways bid.
Mr. Derrick responded but Slagle is dways low a so.

Ms. Fulmer replied, usudly. I’'m not going to say dways.

Mr. Derrick made a motion, seconded by Mr. Cullum that Council go into Executive Session to receive
alegd briefing.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Derrick
Mr. Cullum Mr. Rucker
Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Keider
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Owens

Mr. Carrigg left the meeting earlier due to a commitment.
Mr. Davis reconvened Council in open session.

Mr. Davis stated that there was amotion and a second on the floor and opened the meeting for further
discussion; no discussion occurred.

In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Rucker
Mr. Jeffcoat Mr. Derrick
Mr. Cullum Mr. Keder
Mr. Owens Mr. Wilkerson

Mr. Wilkerson stated he wanted to make one comment. He stated everyone of the Councilmen would
love to save $14,000.00 and not put the (1) 1500 GPM pumper and (2) 750 GPM Tankers out for
bid but because it was not legal, we have to put it out for bid and that is the reason Council has made
this decison.

Old Business/New Business - None.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Dorothy K. Black George H. Smokey Davis
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Clerk Chairman



