November 18, 2003:Page 283

MINUTES
LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 18, 2003

Lexington County Council hdd itsregular meetingon Tuesday, November 18, 2003 in Council Chambers,

beginning at 4:30 p.m. Chairman Davis presided; Mr. Cullum gave the invocaion; Mr. Keider led the
Pledge of Allegiance.

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

Bobby C. Keider Johnny W. Jeffcoat
M. Todd Cullum Jacob R. Wilkerson
John W. Carrigg, Jr. Joseph W. Joe Owens

Bruce E. Rucker

Also atending: Art Brooks, County Adminigrator; Larry Porth, Finance Director/Deputy County
Adminigrator; Katherine Doucett, Personnel 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
sations, newspapers, and posted on the bulletin board located in the lobby of the County Adminigtration
Building.

Senator John Courson - Senator Courson shared with Council the latest regpportionment plan the
Genera Assembly will be operating under next year. Currently, Senator Courson represents Didtrict 20,
which includes Kings Grant, portions of Lower Richland, Bdlentine, Hilton, and White Rock located in
Richland County. However, under the new regpportionment plan Didrict 20 would include Challedon,
GardenDade, Grenadier, Woodland Hills WhiteHall, Seven Oaks, Quail Valey, and Murraywood|ocated
in Lexington County.

Employee Recognition - Art Brooks, County Administrator - Mr. Brooks recognized Ellie Hurlbert
Adminidrative Assistant, and Joyce Porth, Tax Clerk, inthe Auditor’ sOfficeaongwithDerrid Gardner,
Receptionigt, for their outstanding and expedient job asssting a citizen with old property taxes.

Lexington County Communications Center, Lynn Connor, and Ralph Ford were recognized for their
accomplishments during the SC Association of Public Safety Communications Officids and Nationd
Emergency Number Association meeting.
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Lynn Connor, Shift Supervisor in Communications, was recognized for receiving honorable mentionasthe
9-1-1 Shift Supervisor of the Year and for her work in becoming a state certified NCIC ingtructor.

Lexington County Communications Center’' s staff was recognized for receiving honorable mention as the
9-1-1 Center of the Year for the implementation of the Emergency Medica Dispatch and the Silver Star
quality assurance award program.

Raph Ford, Senior Cartographer, Planning and GIS, wasrecognized for receiving honorable mention as
the 9-1-1 Technician of the Year for his continued excdlence in refining Emergency Service Numbers
throughout the County and coordinating the Master Street Address Guide.

Ed Sdyer, Risk Manager, was recognized for being selected President of the South Carolina Public Risk
Management Association.

Presentation of Resolution - SM1 Steel South Caraolina Presented by Councilman Todd Cullum -
Mr. Cullum presented aresolution to Mr. Dde Schmelzle, Generd Manager, Executive Vice President;
Mr. Sherman Cox, HumanResourceDirector; Mr. Skip Jenkins, Councilman of the City of Caycefor SMI
Steel South Carolina being named Manufacturer of the Year for Mid-Sized Employer and ther
contributions to various organizations in Lexington County.

Appointments - Assessment Appeals Board - Patricia L ewandoweski - A motionwas made by Mr.
Jeffcoat, seconded by Mr. Derrick to resppoint Ms. Patricia Lewandoweski to the Assessment Appeds
Board.

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

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

Not Present: Mr. Wilkerson

Board of Zoning Appeals - Stevan Amick - A motion was made by Mr. Jeffcoat, seconded by Mr.
Derrick to regppoint Mr. Stevan Amick to the Board of Zoning Appedls.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.
In Favor: Mr. Davis Mr. Jeffcoat

Mr. Derrick Mr. Cullum
Mr. Owens Mr. Keider
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Mr. Rucker Mr. Carrigg
Not Present:  Mr. Wilkerson
L exington County Health Services District - Vasa W. Cate, M.D. - A motion was made by Mr.
Jeffcoat, seconded by Mr. Carrigg to gppoint Dr. Vasa Cate to the Lexington County Hedlth Services
Didgtrict Board of Directors.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Wilkerson

Library Board - Sarah Meetze - A motion was made by Mr. Jeffcoat, seconded by Mr. Derrick to
appoint Ms. Sarah Meetze to the Library Board.

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

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

Not Present: Mr. Wilkerson

Mr. Keider stated he would like the opportunity to nominate Mr. Billy Sturkie to the Building Code Board
of Appeds during the December 9, 2003 mesting.

Mr. Rucker stated he felt the Culturd Council of Richland and Lexington Counties position needed to be
filled.

Mr. Davis asked if a Councilman had an interest in sarving on the Culturd Council of Richland and
Lexington Counties to contact him before the December 9, 2003 mesting.

Bids/Purchases RFPs - A motion was made by Mr. Rucker and seconded by Mr. Carrigg that the
following bids be approved:
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Storage Building - Building Ser vices- Bidswere advertised and solicited fromquaified contractorsfor
a40 x 50" x 10' Pole Frame Storage Building for Building Services. Six (6) bids were received. Staff
recommended to award the contract to CM S Incorporated in the amount of $18,724.50 including sales
tax.

EmployeeClassificationand Compensation Study - Per sonnel - Competitive proposalsweresolicited
from potential consultants to conduct a classfication review of dl posgtions in Lexington County and to
recommend placement of these positions in a suitable job classfication that provides compensation
commensurate with surrounding jurisdictions as well asto recommend a pay plan pertaining to merit pay,
promotions, reclassfications, transfers, demotions, and cost of living adjustments. The study will be
completed within ninety (90) days of the contract award. Ten (10) proposals were received. Staff
recommended to award the contract to The Archer Company in the amount of $60,000.00.

CAD 9-1-1 Hardware/Software Replacements - Sole Source - Public Safety/Emergency
Prepar ednessCommunications - Staff recommended the purchase of CAD 9-1-1 Hardware/
Software Replacements for Public Safety/Emergency Preparedness’Communications to the sole source
provider, ESI through County Contract Number P99010-06/09/99H. Currently, theCounty hasacontract
withESI that providesthe exising CAD 9-1-1 inboththe Communications and Sheriff’ sDepartment. The
systemconsigtsof four (4) NCIC interfaces, one (1) Netclock SNTP Device, one (1) 4D Server, four (4)
4D Client Expansion Pack - 5 users, four (4) 4D for ODBC Expansion Pack - 5 users, one (1) Externd
Modem, six (6) Memory expansion (256MB), miscellaneous hardware, and technica services. The cost
including tax is $64,503.95.

Security System - Sole Sour ce - Public Safety/Emer gency Prepar ednessCommunications - Steff
recommended the purchase of a security system to secure the 9-1-1 Communications Center located in
the Adminigration Building for Public Safety/Emergency Preparedness/ Communicaionstothe solesource
provider, ADT Security Services, Inc. This system will be integrated and controlled by the same
computer that controls the courthouse system in order to mantain uniformity of the security systems
throughout the County. The system will be placed onfour (4) doorsinthe basement and will be accessed
only by security ID cards. The cost of the system is $10,490.90 including tax.

Computer Hardware - Public Safety/Emergency PreparednessCommunications - Staff
recommended the purchase of Intdligent Ethernet switches for the Public Safety/Emergency
Preparedness/Communications directly from Systems and Services, LLC through State Contract Number
C800794138. These switches will provide fiber optic link between the primary PSAP at the
Adminigration Building and the backup PSAP at the Sheriff’'s Department.  The cost of the Inteligent
Ethernet switchesis $9,219.00 including tax.

Fleet Vehicle Replacement - Public Safety/Fire Service - Staff recommended the purchase of two
(2) New 2004 Ford F450 Cab and Chassis Trucks equipped withemergency equipment and accessories
for Public Safety/Fire Service through various suppliers. These vehicles are used for transporting
specidized equipment and personnel to emergency scenes. The two (2) 2004 Ford F450 Cab and
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Chasss Trucks will be purchased from Pulliam Motor Comparny through State Contract Number 03-
S5469-A9067 - $91,349.54; emergency equipment and accessories from Palmetto Digtributors -
$5,829.38, Hansens Gold L eaf - $908.25, Light-N-Up - $525.00, and Jack L. Sagl€' s Fire Equipment -
$491.40. The cogt of ingtalation of the emergency equipment from Light-N-Up under County Contract
Number C02014-01/10/02B - $850.00. Thetotal cost including salestax is $99,953.57.

Sidewalk Improvements Nursery Hill Road - “C” Fund Project - Public Works - Bids were
advertised and solicited fromaudified contractorsfor Sidewak Improvementsfor Nursery Hill Road. The
project includes the condruction of approximately 2,900 L.F. of sidewak and other necessary
appurtenances. Thereisan estimated 3,013 L.F. of sdewak (4" and 6" at driveways)/sriping, 130 C.Y.
Borrow; 50 C.Y. Rock Excavation, 17,424 S.F. Sod, 16 each paving of existing driveways, and to repair
two (2) exigting driveways or pave new driveways. Four (4) bidswerereceived. Staff recommended to
award the contract to Plowden Construction Company. Thetotal bid for the project, based on estimated
quantities, is $164,333.00.

Victim’sAutomatedNotification Ser vice - Sole Sour ce- Sheriff’ s Depar tment - Staff recommended
the purchase of monthly service charges for the Victim’'s Automated Notification

Service for the Sheriff’s Department to the sole source provider, Apprissincorporated, asthey currently
provide maintenance of the existing equipment and software. Thetotal cost is $40,092.00 including tax.

L aptop Computers - Sheriff’s Department/Infor mation Ser vices - Staff recommended the purchase
of three (3) Déll lgptop computers for the Sheriff’s Department/Information Services. The three (3) Dell
laptop computers will be purchased directly from Dell Computers through State Contract Number 03-
S5869-A9659. Thetota cogt is $5,351.85 including tax.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Wilkerson

Congtructionof Oak Grove M agistrate’ s Office - Magistrate Court Services - Bidswere solicited
and advertised for the congtruction of a 3,838 square foot conventiona constructed building for the Oak
Grove Magigtrate sOffice. Landscape devel opment, construction of water and sewer linesfromthesource
to the building, paving, and other ste improvements were bid as Alternate 1. The paving of thedriveway,
parking area and necessary storm drainage for the Lexington County Recreation Commissonwas bid as
Alternate 2. Five (5) bids were received.

A motion was made by Mr. Derrick and seconded by Mr. Carrigg to accept staff’ s recommendation to



November 18, 2003:Page 288

award the project to MAR Construction Company, Inc., which incdudes Alternate 1, for atotal cost of
$412,700.00.

Mr. Davis opened the mesting for discussion.

Mr. Jeffcoat asked what the motion conssts of - Alternate 1 or Alternate 27?7

Mr. Brooks stated Alternate 1 is connected to the actual Magistrate’ s Office; paving, grading, etc., which
daff isrecommending, and Alternate 2 would be for Public Worksto pave thedriveway, parking area, and
necessary sorm drainage for the Lexington County Recreation Commission.

Mr. Carrigg asked if the recommendation is Alternate 2.

Mr. Davis stated Council has not decided between Alternate 1 or Alternate 2 as S&ff islooking to Council
for the decision.

Mr. Cullum asked what is the dollar value we are voting on, $412,700.00 or $482,000.00?

Mr. Derrick stated his motion was to accept staff’s recommendation of base bid only as it is written in
MJA, Inc. Architect’s |etter.

Mr. Jeffcoat Stated the letter indicates Alternate 1.
Mr. Davis stated we are discussing Alternate 1.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated then Council will make recommendation to accept or decline Alternate 2; but is quite
confusing.

Ms. Fulmer, Procurement Manager, stated the base bid includes Alternate 1, whichis $412,700.00, and
stated staff wanted Council to accept or dedine Alternate 2, which is the paving of the driveway and
parking lot for the Lexington Recreation Commission for an additional $69,700.00. Ms. Fulmer said staff
waslooking for directionfrom Council to accept the base bid that included Alternate 1 or accept the base
bid that included Alternate 1 and accept Alternate 2 for atotal cost of $482,400.00.

Mr. Owens stated he understood the $412,700.00 included Public Works doing some of the work, being
the difference between the $412,700.00 and $482,400.00.

Ms. Fulmer replied, no.
Mr. Brooks stated Alternate 2 being what Public Works might do.

Mr. Jeffcoat asked, Alternate 1 does not have a paved parking lot?
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Ms. Fulmer replied it does. She gtated Alternate 1 includes the landscaping devel opment, the congtruction
of the water and sewer lines from the source to the building, paving and other site improvements.

Mr. Owens stated for $412,700.00.

Ms. Fulmer replied, correct. She stated it isfor the actual Magistrate’ s Office and the surrounding parking
area. She said also attached to the adjoining property, which we are taking about in Alternate 2, isa
grave drive area the Lexington County Recreation Commission has asked to be paved in exchange for
the (3) three acres of land for the Oak Grove Magidrate' s Office. She stated this was discussed with
Council and gaff was to obtain prices and then Council would decide between this cost versus Public
Works.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated the $412,700.00 is for the building etc., but does not include the land.

Ms. Fulmer replied, correct. She stated the $69,700.00 would be the amount for the land.

Mr. Owens asked would it be alittle premature to do this until we buy the land.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated it isatrade.

Ms. Fulmer stated we are paving the driveway and parking lot for the Lexington County Recreation
Commission for the land.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated then we needed Alternate 2.

Ms. Fulmer stated we can dill pave the driveway and parking lot, but have Public Works perform the
work; that's the option you have.

Mr. Jeffcoat replied, we don’t have the land to put the building on.

Ms. Fulmer replied, yes, we would ill be doing the work for them (Lexington County Recreation
Commission) if Public Works paved the driveway and parking lot.

Mr. Carrigg stated either we (County) are going to pay someone to pave the Lexington County Recreation
Commission’s driveway and parking lot or have Public Works perform the work.

Ms. Fulmer replied, correct.
Mr. Owens stated the $69,700.00 is for paving.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated thisis atrade for the land.
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Mr. Owens asked should Council have made the decision in the Public Works Committee.

Mr. Carrigg stated it wasinthe Public Works Committee and the Committee asked staff to obtain the bids
and then let full Council decide from a cost perspective if we wanted to contract out the paving or if we
wanted to have Public Works paveit.

Mr. Carrigg stated the cost tabulation from Public Worksis $56,570.00.

Mr. Owens asked does the cost tabulation from Public Works include perceived labor or just cost and
materid.

Mr. Porth, Finance Director, replied it includes actud labor.

Mr. Cullum stated we have dready gone through the process of what the County can do it for and what
it can be done for on the open market; we established the County can do it chegper. But sad if we are
going to exchange the land for the paving, that is a separate entity. Therefore, Lyn- Rich is $328,000.00
and asked why arewe approving $412,700.00 whenthe paving and exchanging of the land should not be
apat of this. We are wanting bids for the building, landscaping, etc.

Ms. Fulmer replied that’s $412,700.00. She said you would add an additional $69,700.00 to pave the
Lexington County Recreation Commission’s driveway and parking lot.

Mr. Cullum stated we are not going to ask another contractor to providethe paving;, we are going to have
the County do that.

Ms. Fulmer replied that the base bid, which includes Alternate 1, does not have anything to do with the
paving of the parking lot.

Mr. Owens stated we pay $412,700.00 and then we have Public Works do the paving.
Ms. Fulmer replied, correct.
Mr. Jeffcoat stated the $412,700.00 does not include the land.

Ms. Fulmer stated we will obtain the land if Public Works paves the driveway and parking lot for the
Lexington County Recregtion Commission.

Mr. Davis gtated the motion is the base bid, which includes Alternate 1.
Mr. Jeffcoat stated Alternate 1 would not work.

Mr. Derrick caled for the question on the motion for the base bid plus Alternate 1.
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Mr. Carrigg asked on the base bid line, MAR Construction is $412,700.00 and Lyn-Rich Contracting is
$328,000.00 why?

Ms. Fulmer replied Lyn-Rich Contracting does not include Alternate 1 but MAR Construction included
Alternate 1.

Mr. Carrigg stated MAR Construction’s base bid is $412,700.00 but deduct $70,000.00 for a contract
price of $342,700.00.

Mr. Cullum gtated then the $342,700.00 is till higher than the low bid.

Ms. Fulmer stated that is why Council needs to make the determination which plan to gpprove.

Mr. John Derrick, Presdent MJA, Inc. Architects, stated the specifications specificadly say, according to
the Procurement Code for the state of South Caroling, isthat you determine low bidder by the base bid
plus dl the dternates, whoever islowisthe apparent low bidder. He said then you can award the contract

to the low bidder and once you have made that decision, then you cango back and decide whichaternate
youwant, but youare deding only withthat contractor. Inthiscase, thelow bidder isMAR Construction.

Mr. Cullum asked if the $412,700.00 included the property being paved for the Lexington County
Recreation Commission.
Mr. John Derrick stated the $412,700.00 includes the building and the surrounding site work.

Mr. Cullum gtated it does not include the three acres to be exchanged for paving, o the additional cost
is $56,570.00. He asked if we are going to pay MAR Construction $412,700.00 or $342,000.00.

Mr. John Derrick replied the contract will be for $412,700.00.

Mr. Owens stated then we will secure the property from the Lexington County Recreation Commisson
ether by letting Public Works or the contractor do the paving.

Mr. Cullum asked whether Lyn-Rich Contracting’s price of $328,000.00 included site work.

Mr. John Derrick replied, no; you would need to add the additional $99,000.00 for site work, for atotal
of $427,000.00.

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

Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Keider
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Abgtaning: Mr. Rucker

Mr. Rucker stated he abstained because his company was involved in some bidding on this project.

Mr. Wilkerson requested his vote be affirmative even though he was not in the discussion.

Mr. Keider requested his vote be affirmative as he failed to acknowledge the vote.

Mr. Derrick asked if we (Council) referred the paving of the driveway and parking lot of the Lexington
County Recreation Commission to the Public Works Committee would it prevent us (the County) from

awarding this contract.

Mr. John Derrick sad it should not be a problem but staff would have to do a change order if the genera
contractor provides the paving.

Mr. Derrick made a motion, seconded by Mr. Owens that we (the County) pave the Lexington County
Recrestion Commission’s property in exchange for the three acres of land but refer it to the Public Works
Committeeto seek the most cost efficent method for paving the driveway and parking lot for the Lexington
County Recreation Commission.

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Carrigg left the meeting early due to a commitmen.

Chairman’sReport - Chrigmas Holidays - Mr. Davis reported inaccordanceto the State holidays the
County adopted, Lexington County officeswill be closed Chrissmas Eve.

Adminigrator’s Report - Cultural Council - $25,000 for New Art Work for Judicial Center - Mr.
Brooks stated the Cultural Council awarded $25,000 to the County for new art work for the Judicia
Center. Mr. Brooks stated Judge Westbrook and Mr. Comerford, Clerk of Court, are forming a
committee in conjunction with members of the Culturd Council and asked Mr. Davisto serve on the
committee.

Budget Amendment Resolutions - The following BARs were distributed and signed.

Supplemental appropriationincrease of $2,379.00 as<tipul atedinacontract agreement betweenthe Sheriff
and Justice Bendfits, Inc., the Sheriff mugt pay Justice Benefits, Inc. 22% of the award received for services
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they provided in assmilating the data on dien inmate housing that was required inorder for the County to
apply for the grant. A revenue decrease of $16,550.00 asthe anticipated $27,362.00 was morethanthe
$10,812.00 received under the State Crimina Alien Assistance Programfor the housing of crimind diens
in thejall fadlity.

Supplementa appropriationincrease of $77.00 to cover the shortage inthe Local Law Enforcement Block
Grant because the investment interest over the two year grant period was less than anticipated.

Supplementa appropriation increase of $106,980.00 for the Nursery Hill Road sdewak project that is
being funded with60% federal fundsup to a maximum of $91,452.60. The baance of the project funding
is provided by Schedule“C” funds.

Supplemental appropriation increase of $24,048.00 for the equity transfer from the generd fund capitd
contingency to cover the costs of congtruction of the fire stationand Sheriff/Magisrate facilities on North
Lake Drive and to appropriate the interest earned.

Supplemental appropriation increase of $144,575.00 for funds received from the SCDOT which are
reimbursementsfor projectsthat werecompleted for lessthanthe amount anticipated. Theseprojectswere
Fallaw Road, Bluefidd Road, and McLee Road.

Supplementa appropriation increase of $30,500.00 for funds received from members of the “Friends of
the Courthouse” to be used for technology and furniture in the new Judicid Center.

Approval of Minutes- Meeting of October 14, 2003 - A motionwas made by Mr. Rucker, seconded
by Mr. Wilkerson that the October 14, 2003 minutes be approved as submitted.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr Carrigg

Ordinances- Ordinance 03-5 - L exington County Council Rulesof Parliamentary Procedure - 3™
and Final Reading - A motionwas made by Mr. Rucker, seconded by Mr. Derrick that Ordinance 03-5
be given third and find reading.

Mr. Davis opened the mesting for discussion.

Mr. Rucker stated according to the S. C. Association of Counties vote by proxy was not a good idea.
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Mr. Owens asked, you can no longer vote by proxy?

Mr. Rucker replied, correct.

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Ordinance 03-10 - Conveyance of Real Estate from Lexington County to SCDOT (Hwy. 6 &
Hwy. 1) - 39 and Final Reading - A motion was made by Mr. Owens, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat that
Ordinance 03-10 be given third and find reading.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Committee Reports - Planning & Adminigtration, B. Rucker, Chairman - Ordinance 03-8 -
L andscape Ordinance - Text Change - 29 Reading -Mr. Rucker stated the Planning and
Adminigtration Committee convened on Tuesday, October 28, 2003 to consider Ordinance 03-08 -
Landscape Ordinance - Text Change filed by Charles M. Compton.

Mr. Rucker stated Ordinance 03-08 proposes atext change to Section 7, Scenic Corridor Protection of
the Landscape Ordinance. The proposed change would require that the first 25 feet be preserved inas
natura aconditionas possible with an opportunity for the area to re-vegetate naturaly in amanner Smilar
to other portions of the corridor; where there are no subgantia trees in this area, the Landscape
Adminigtrator may require street frontage trees (as required in Section 6, Mgor Road Corridors) to
average at least one tree per twenty (20) feet of frontage, or portion thereof and where there isa scenic
corridor designation, additional regtrictions are contained in the Lexington County Zoning Ordinance.

A public hearing was hdld on October 14, 2003, there were no commentsinfavor or againg the proposed
amendment.

The Planning Commission met on October 16, 2003 and recommended approva.
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The Planning and Adminigtration Committee voted to recommend that Council proceed with the second
reading of Ordinance 03-08. The Committee requested the Planning Commission to readdress the
Landscape Ordinance to ensure the size of shrubsand trees planted are larger and closer together and the
possibility of having the Scenic Corridor provisions gpply to sngle family resdentia development.

Mr. Rucker made a motion, seconded by Mr. Wilkersonthat Ordinance 03-08 be givensecond reading.
The Committee requested the Planning Commissionto address the L andscape Ordinanceto ensurethe Sze
of shrubs and trees planted are larger and closer together and the possibility of having the Scenic Corridor
provisons apply to single family residentia development.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Revised Driver Record Palicy - Mr. Rucker stated the Planning and Administration Committee met on
Tuesday, October 28, 2003 to discuss the Revised Driver Record Policy.

Ms. Doucett discussed the proposed Revised Driver Record Policy. Ms. Doucett stated this proposed
policy is to set the criteria for an acceptable driving record. The policy would gpply to dl current and
former employees.

The Committee voted to recommend that full Council gpprove the Revised Driver Record Policy with the
following changes/additions.

(1) Item #2 under Employees - Any employee who has received 6 or more points againg hislicensein
any 12 monthperiod, or 10 or more pointsagaing hislicenseinany 5 year period be changed to a 3 year
period.

(2) Add aprovison regarding any charges received while in a Lexington County vehicle.

(3) Add terminology thet if driving isa part of your job description, then termination “would be”
rather than “may be.”

Mr. Rucker madeamotion, seconded by Mr. Wilkersonto adopt staff’ s proposed Revised Driver Record
Policy withthe following changes/additions: “ Any employee who has received 6 or more pointsagaing his
license in any 12 month period, or 10 or more points againg hislicensein any 5 year period be changed
to a 3 year period; add a provison regarding any charges received while in a Lexington County vehicle;
and add terminology that if drivingisa part of your job description, thentermination “would be’ rather than
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Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Judtice, J. Carrigg, Chairman - Highway Safety Grant - Department of Public Safety - On behaf
of Mr. Carrigg, Mr. Jeffcoat reported that during the afternoon mesting, the Justice Committee met and
discussed the Highway Safety Grant.

A motionwas made by Mr. Jeffcoat, seconded by Mr. Wilkerson to dlow staff to move forward withthe
Highway Safety Grant through the Town of Lexington Police Department that includesfour (4) radar units
and two (2) direct connect cdlular phones for the Lexington County Sheriff’s Department.  The 10%
match of $1,640.00 would be provided by the LE/Generd Fund Contingency fund.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion.

Mr. Derrick asked why does two (2) direct cellular phones cost $2,400.00.

Mr. Davis stated according to Mr. Porth the direct cellular phones include the operating costs as well.
Mr. Brooks stated it is for the operation of the phones for the duration of the grant.

Chief Tim James, Assdant Sheriff, dated this is a traffic enforcement grant combined with severa
municipdities. He said normaly the Sheriff’s Department would not have asked for cell phones, but the
direct connect cdlular phones would enable the other municipdities who operate off different frequencies
the ability to communicate. He stated the $2,400.00 for the direct connect cdlular phonesis not only to
purchase the phones, but included operating expenses for the two year grant.

Mr. Davis asked how many phones are involved.

Chief James asked totaly for the grant or for Lexington County’ s portion?

Mr. Davis replied for the total grant.

Chief James stated there are four (4) municipdities. He stated since the Town of Lexington initisted the
grant he was unsure, but thought it to be 10.

Mr. Derrick stated he was confused because the Town of Lexington is being dispatched by Lexington
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County Communications and wanted to know why they would need the cell phones.

Chief James stated he could not answer the need for the direct celular phones because the Sheriff’s
Department did not initiate the grant, but the Town of Lexington asked for our assstance. He stated the
reason is whenever you are dedling with more than one municipdity other municipdities have to obtain
authority and jurisdictionto transfer into another jurisdiction; therefore, we would have to beapart of this
grant. Chief James stated the direct cellular phones were not anecessity and if Council would fed better
just gpproving the four (4) radar units, thenthe Sheriff’ s Department can continue usng therr walkie-talkies.

Mr. Derrick made an amendment to themotion, seconded by Mr. Cullumto drop the two (2) direct cdlular
phones from the grant.

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

Vote on Amendment:

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

Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Rucker
Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Vote on Motion as Amended:

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Public Works, B. Derrick, Chairman - 2003-04 Municipal “C” Fund Requests - Mr. Derrick
reported that during the afternoon mesting, his committee met to discussthe 2003-04 Municipd “C” Fund
Requests.

A moation was madeby Mr. Derrick, seconded by Mr. Wilkerson to approve staff’ s recommendation of
the 2003-04 Municipa “C” Fund Requests of $50,000.00. The requests consist of $10,000.00 each for
the towns of Batesburg-L eesville, Cayce, Gilbert, South Congaree, and West Columbia for transportation
and enhancement needs.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

“C” Fund Road Recommendations - Mr. Derrick reported his committee met and discussed the “C”
Fund Road Recommendations.

A motionwas made by Mr. Derrick, seconded by Mr. Cullumto approve staff’ s recommendationto pave
portions of Elbert Taylor Road, John Kinard Circle and Court, Truex Road, and some type of stabilization
on Willma Ann Drive and the portions of the aforementioned roads.

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

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

Mr. Wilkerson Mr. Rucker
Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

A moation wasmade by Mr. Derrick, seconded by Mr. Cullumto approve staff’ srecommendationto pave
the portion of Jm Rucker Road that the County has right-of-way and some type of stabilization on the

remaining portion.
Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.

Mr. Rucker stated he asked for separate motions regarding the “C” Fund Road Recommendation because
he owns property on Jm Rucker Road; therefore, was abstaining.

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg
Abganing: Mr. Rucker

Presentations - Mr. Bill Dukes - Chairman, Midlands Authority for Conventions, Sports, &
Tourism - Update of Activities- Mr. Dukes gave an update of activities for the Midlands Authority for
Conventions, Sports, & Tourism and presented Council with a copy of the Columbia Regiona Sports
Council Facility guide. Mr. Dukes pointed out there are many referencesto facilities in Lexington County
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and thiswasa collaborative effort between the Sports Council, Lexington County, Richland County, and
the City of Columbia. He stated the convention center iswithin budget and on scheduleto open September
2004.

Mr. Dukes stated the City of Columbia has allocated approximately $880,000.00 of Hospitality Tax
Funding; $750,000.00 for marketing the entire region, $80,000.00 for Sports Council Funding, and
$50,000.00 for the Branding study.

Mr. Dukes stated the USA Tennis Association Championship contacted the Sports Council and asked for
support inmaking the event evenbigger. He said the Sports Council wasingrumentd inbringing the Harley
Davidson’s owners group to our region withitsheadquartersin LexingtonCounty. Mr. Dukes stated the
University of South Carolina did an economic impact study and for the USA Tennis Association
Championship, the impact was $10 - $14 million for the region and the Harley Davidson owners' group
was in excess of $1 million with 75% being spent in Lexington County.

The Honorable M ac T oole, 180 Dogwood Circle, West Columbia, SC - Small Business | ssues -
Representative Toole discussed the results of aletter (survey) sent out by the Lexington Delegationto amdl
businesses and received agood response withconcerns and issues. He stated he was here to create open
communicationand hopefully joining together in solving some of thesei ssues. Representative Toole pointed
out areas of concern.

Representative Toole said the smdl business environment feds they have alack of support fromgoverning
bodies and that government caters to large businesses rather than supporting small business owners. He
gtated small business owners would like to see a* one-stop-shopping” information center for assistance.
Representative Toole stated smdl business ownersfed they are being somewhat controlled, are confused
betweenmandated and non-mandated issues, and that government agenciesare beginning to competewith
sarvices they offer.

Representative Toole stated he would like to see Lexington County become a “champion county” by
County and State government working closer together to make positive things happen for our small
business owners and the citizens of this county.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated he was unaware that Council had any confusion regarding mandates. He stated heis
very clear on the code regarding fire hydrants. He said citizens are redl upset regarding the fire hydrant
ordinance. He said the suppliers do not want to supply them; the small business owner doesn't fed that
it isfair they have to pay for the fire hydrant then in turnpay a monthly fee for the hydrant and water. He
stated one of the Delegation members was upset that Lexington County was enforcing the fire hydrant
code. He stated the reason the County isenforcing the codeis because the State mandated that we accept
this code and put it in force in Lexington County.

Mr. Wilkersonstated smdl businesses are the backbone of the County and should be upset because we
give too much to big businesses and nothing to them. But when you give fee-in-lieu of taxes to big
businesses, youdo that inorder to bring inmore money to reduce the taxeson schoals, etc. He stated until
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schools are funded differently it is never going to work. He said you have to look at the correct way to
fund schools. He sad the County has to provide services passed down by the State with no funds
provided. He stated that is why we are giving tax breaksto big businessesand bringing them in; it dl goes
together when you look at the whole picture, and agreed that we have to start working together.

Mr. Keider asked Representative Toole to look at sales tax for schools because he does't think it isfair
the way people are being taxed.

Mr. Derrick asked Representative Toole to furnishCouncil specifics of the Code changes so Council can
address. He stated Council has addressed smilar items harshly and need to know about it, if it exists.

Mr. Derrick stated he was very interested in knowing what business feds that Lexington County is
competing againg them.

Representative Toole replied he has heard comments from small businesses regarding the University and
projects planned by the Recreation and Aging Commisson. He said smal businesses fed they are
competing withgovernment agenciesfor these services. He sad it seems to be amind-set of moving in this
direction, which | think we need to be careful about.

Mr. Derrick asked if Lexington County is competing againgt any small businesses.

Mr. Wilkerson stated he has heard commentsabout competing. For example, if Public Works does some
grading, paving, etc.; that canbe considered competing. Hesaid, yes, that may be competing in one aspect
but if we cando it and save money, do you want your taxesto go up So we can giveit to aprivate business
or do you want us to save money by doing it oursaves.

Mr. Rucker agreed with Representative Toole that everyone needed to work together. He Stated taxes
have been the number one issue since he has been on Council.

Mr. Cullum told Representative Toole if he wanted this Council’s help he could get it unconditionaly, but
the Delegation needs to understand that things that transpired last year in away of diminishing Home Rule
isnot going to get you any help. He stated this Council has the opportunity to servein afar greater leve
thananybody at the State House as we ded with the public more directly daily. He stated the mandates
diminish Home Rule and take away any authority Council hasto be able to effectively serve.

Mr. Owens said the State’ s attempt to erode Home Rulei.e. hog farm, is not the way to curry favor with
counties.

I ntroduction of Family M ember s of Council - Mr. Davisintroduced severd family members of Coundil.
Family membersintroduced were: Jennifer Owens (daughter-in-law) - Mr. Joe Owens; BrianJeffcoat (son)
- Mr. Johnny Jeffcoat; Clay Derrick and Andrea (son and daughter-in-law), Jill Derrick (granddaughter),
Brad Derrick and Denise (son and daughter-in-law), Roxanna Price (daughter) and Beth Derrick (wife) -
Mr. Billy Derrick; Alecia Davis (wife), Dr. Carrie Cousar and Michad (daughter and son-in-law), Davis
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Cousar (grandson), and Ann Douglas Cousar (granddaughter) - Mr. Davis.

Mr. Wilkerson thanked the families of dl the councilmen. He said nobody redly knows what they do
behind the scenes and  sacrifices they make by alowing Council the opportunity to go out and do things
night after night, week after week.

6:00 P.M. - Public Hearings - Zoning Map Amendment M03-06 - 6172 Bush River Road - Mr.
Bruce Hiller, Development Administrator, Community and Economic Development presented the
informationonM03-06. Mr. Hiller stated that the applicant Dr. Jerry D. Rothstein hasrequested that 6172
Bush River Road be changed from High Dengity Residentid (R3) to Generd Commercid (C2) in order
to improve the marketability of the parcdl. Mr. Hiller reviewed the maps and area by using a power point
presentation.

Mr. Jeffcoat asked what is the average value of the surrounding property homes.

Mr. Hiller replied he was not an assessor but would have to estimate close to $300,000.00.
Mr. Jeffcoat asked how many homes border the property.

Mr. Hiller replied eight or ten.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated this did not include the subdivisions.

Mr. Davis opened the Public Hearing.

Jerry D. Rothstein, 6172 Bush River Road, Columbia, SC 29212 - Thank you for this opportunity
to speak. My wife Carol and | arethe ownersof the historic property known as Selwood, whichislocated
on Bush River Road near the Lake Murray Dam. We are the gpplicants for rezoning our property from
its present R3 designation, which is high dengty residentid to C2, generd commercid.

Carol and | purchased Selwood inthe summer of 1973. We have lived there for more than 30 years. Our
three sons grew up at Selwood; the three boys have since moved away and now have familiesof their own.
The property conssts of 16 plus acres and numerous outbuildings. There is dso abarnand the farmhouse
where Carol and | live. Both the barn and the farmhouse are circa 1800. 1n 1990 we saved the old barn
from the ravages of time and weather by renovating it to a house. The interior gill has the old barn’s
origind hand hewn peg timbers. Now | would like to talk about the foreseesble future of Selwood.

Carol and 1, like many retired people our age, have accepted the redlity that the time has come for us to
samplify our lives and to move on while we are dill able. About two years ago, we made the emaotiondly
difficult decison to sdl Sdwood. We had initidly hoped to find abuyer who would live on the property,
loveit, and care for it aswehave. However, to date we have not found such abuyer. What we did find
are developers who are interested in the land but have no interest in the higtoric houses.  After trying
unsuccesstully for more than two years to find someone to buy the old houses to live in, Carol and | have
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concluded that in order to preserve the farmhouse and the renovated barn, they mugt be sold for
commercid use. Thefarmhousefor examplewould make an excdlent facility for specia occasionsor even
a landmark restaurant. The unique character of the converted barn suggests a studio or office. The
frontage on Bush River Road could be devel oped into neighborhood commercid offices, likethose a ready
present oneach side of our property. These commercia usesrequire C2 zoning. | would liketo show one
possible development idea for Selwood with the higtoric farmhouse as the centerpiece. At the end of my
talk, | dongwiththe help of our architect, Mr. John Clayton, will respond to questions about this possible
development idea.

**x%% Dr. Rothstein displayed a proposed development plan for Selwood.

| want to now address my remarks to our neighbors living in Brittany 1l and Brittany Place who
understandably are concerned about the development of the land adjoining their property. | want to assure
these neighborsthat we seek that buyer who will be committed to preserve the historic integrity of Selwood
and by doing so not to diminish the vaue of your property. Once more and seemingly redundant, | want
to make clear to al concerned parties that we seek the rezoning of our property to make Selwood more
atractive to that buyer who we expect to develop it properly withthe intent of preserving its historic vaue.

In cloging, it has been Caral’ s and my privilege to have beenthe stewards of this wonderful 200 year- old
place and to have had the means and energy to be able to preserve it while at the same time presarving a
amdl bit of Lexington County history. Now, however, the time has come for usto move. Thank youfor
ligening.

W. Wedey Johnson, Jr., 111 E. Main Street, Lexington, SC 29072 - Dr. Rothstein asked me afew
weeks ago to come and put anobjective on this. He is very connected to this property. Hehaslived there
for 30 years. He hasinvested money, love, and timeinto this property. | have been fortunate to walk the
property and see the unigue nature and what they have done to this farmhouse and barn. Itisanincredible
piece of property and it shows an incredible amount of love and passion they have put into it.

Just from a practical standpoint, that part of Bush River Road is commercid dong al thefrontage. Itis
commercid on both sdes. If you comein from the new Bush River Road, its commercia on both sides
coming down and then you have the power plant onthe west side of the road asyou come in. Asyou can
tell from Dr. Rothstein’s plan, he is seeking to preserve as much as he can. He has talked to developers
that have said we would love to buy the property, but we have no use for the house or the barn you
converted into ahouse, and we have no usefor the cottage that you have on the property. Bascdly, there
are three residences on this property. Developers are interested in tearing them down and putting in a
bunch of houses. The back of the property, which is on this proposed development plan, is shown as
resdentia lots because of the topography of the land. Actualy with the vaue of the land, that’ sthe only
thing that makes sense back there. Evenif thisischangedto C2, the back of the land redlly lendsitsdf to
resdential housng. The big points in whet they are trying to do is to make sure the outbuildings on the
property and the main building are saved, and | think the best way to do that isto alow them to go C2 to
dlowfood serviceand offices. The house could be used much as the Mitchdl House, the Corley House;
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it would be agreat specia eventshouse. The barn that has been converted into a house, as well as the
cottage, would be good for offices. Also thereis some areain front that could be used for dentist offices,
any type of smdl professond officepods or anything likethat. Again, the sheer vadue of theland isredly
going to redtrict the type of development that | think would redly upset the neighbors in the subdivisons.
Just the type of land thet it is, isgoing to stop alot of fearsright there. | can understand thefears. Wewent
through this in West Columbia over by my house. Dr. and Mrs. Rothstein are not here looking for the
quick buck. They are not carpetbaggers. They have been there for 30 years. They have invested thar
lifein those houses. One of their children can attest to that. There has been alot of doctors and lawyers
livinginthat house while they have been going through school. They have done dl they can to ensurethat
the houseretains asmuchcharacter aspossible. They have had it on the market for two years; it just does
not look likeit isgoingto be sold as a residence; nobody wants to buy three houses right next door to one
another with 16 acres of land. It is just not going to sl that way. What they want to do is get the
classification changed to ensure this houseis not bulldozed and generic houses put ontop of theland. They
want to make sureto preserve asmuchasthey can. They fed the specid eventsisagreat meansto do that
and think the C2 zoning is définitdly the way to go. Again, back to thelega standpoint, thisisacommercid
area. Both sdes of it are commerciad. Once you get off the road, it is a greet resdentid area but the
frontage is dl commercid, and has ahistory of commercid, and | can only imagine thet it isgoing to get
more commercid astime goesby. Thank you.

John C. Clayton, P.O. Box 6101, Columbia, SC 29260 - John Clayton, architect, with Clayton Design,

Inc. Jerry and Carol came to me and asked me to look at their property and to look at it from a
developer’ s tandpoint. If it was commercia what could they do with it and how could we preserve the
integrity of the historic structure thet is now there.

The homestead is in the center of the property surrounded by al the houses. What we decided is, if we
came into the exiging driveway and created a loop road around the property, by doing so would hdp

preserve the homestead initsintegrity - bed and breskfasts, restaurants. | mentioned the MagnoliaHouse
in downtown Lexington, which isasmilar scenario, was aresdence that was fdling apart and someone
came in and made it into a specia eventsrestaurant. That type of scenario will work well there. By

keeping the circular driveway then we have the entrance to the proposed, what will probably be a
resdentia area. A commercia developer is not going to come back there and build because he has no

vighility. They areonly going to beinterested in thefrontage dong Bush River Road. We don't know how
much land someone would take for a restaurant or a bed and breakfast, so we don’'t know where the
dividing line would be, but we recognize that it would be a natural crested landscape buffer as per your

zoningcode. We have houses separated by commercid property, so that would have to be constructed

whenthat time came. We redlly can't see anything else going back there because there is no vishility, as
weall know, commercia properties want street curb appeal and thereisno street curb appeal back there,

S0 its best use redly would be resdentid, possbly patio homes or estates. The lots have not been
subdivided, we are just thinking out loud of what could happen at this point in time, but we do recognize
only the frontage could be used. Thereisabout a50 ft. stretch of land with the City of Columbia s weater

line that cannot be built on. But, for the most part, the rest of the property would be commercia up front

and resdentid in back iswhat we think is the best use for it.
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Sandra Parker - Ms. Parker stated al the points she wanted to make have aready been made.

Diana Wood, P.O. Box 2486, L exington, SC 29071 - I’'mnot going to tak long because youcan't top
what Dr. and Mrs. Rothstein aretrying to do withthe property. | have only known them since April of this
year and have diligently been seeking a sale for the property, as awhole, to someone who would preserve
the houses. The feedback I’ mgettingis, they likethe land but have no interest inthe houses. We have had
four or five very interested prospects, one contract witha due diligence period, and found out they did not
want the houses but wanted to tear them down. | live and work in Lexington, and | want to preserve the
higory. I'm doing everything | can to work with them to preserve and keep the houses asthey are. Some
redtorsdon’t fed that way, they just want to sl it and clear the trees. | don't fed that way. We are
screening everyone who |ooks at this piece of property to keep the heritage of the property. My only
thought to you is what Dr. Rothstein mentioned - two words, time and westher. If you look at the late
Bernard Oswald, he owned the Wingard House on Hwy. 1 across from Fatz. We don’t want what has
happened to that house to happen to this house. If they are not dlowed to continue and develop the way
they are headed now, I’'m afraid instead of seeing what you see now, you are going to see the Wingard
house.

Steve M attison, 308 Sharebrook L ane, Columbia, SC 29212 - On behdf of the Brittany |1 subdivison
and saverd of the residentia communitiesthat you see on this zoning map, | am here to help represent our
vigorous opposition to this proposed rezoning. | think with permission of County Council, | can show you
how many folks we have here who are opposed to thisif you would permit them to stand or to talk with
them later. Many of us bought this property years ago. We bought next to property that is proposed to
being rezoned that was aready developed. It was developed asresidentid property, it was zoned as such.
We fdt like that was going to be the case and certainly is why we bought our homes and are rasing our
familiesthere. | think the presentation itself hasshown that we are talking about alot of homes. | think we
are talking about atrue real widespread resdentiad community. Severa hundred homeswould be directly
affected. We taked about alarge number of them that are backing up to this areathat is being rezoned, but
there are many, many homes that are just like that. These are not incidenta homes. | think Mr. Jeffcoat
pointed out that these are homes of significant property vaue. | think the map | noticed as being shown,
pointed out areasto be rezoned fromresidentia to commercia and | persondly have some fault withit being
a commercidly oriented area.  As Mr. Jeffcoat pointed out, these areas could be churches, golf courses,
or gpartments. Itisacommunity, itisaresdentid community. Myself and our neighborsfed very strongly
that to build something as acommercia nature would redly bring a great deal of devastation to the area,
both from a resdential and property value. Again, it is a dwdling and a family areafor al of us. Not
inggnificant, we are taking about other problems that would be created. Y ou are taking about a great
problem, traffic congestion. Old Bush River Road isavery heavily traveledroad. Itisatwo-laneroad, a
lotof curves, alot of speeding, noise pallution, water pollution, especidly withthe dam, the river,and Saluda
Shoals areathat is now being utilized. So, we just fed that it would be a very bad mistake to rezone this
area. Thefact that it isahigtoricd areato me amogt makes it shameful that we would turn something that
beautiful and higtoric into some kind of industrid complex or commercid environment. So, | would ask the
Council to redly consider this very carefully, and we would gppreciate very muchyour support inrgecting
this proposd to rezone this area as commercid.
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Paul Chumley, 149 Laure BranchWay, Columbia, SC 29212 - My latisright here. | have atriangle.
Most of the lots are hdf-acre lots, but my triangle right in this point gives me about 400 ft. or more of
frontage to the property. | believe a personhasthe right to do what he wants to with the property aslong
asitdoesnot hurt someone else. Approximately two years ago, therewas an article inthe paper about the
property. They wanted $1.6 to $1.7 million for the 16 acres. Now in the same article, severd red edtate
agents pointed out that he had it overpriced. | livein Brittany Place, which is one sdeof the property and
Brittany |1 coverstwo sides, and | don’t see how you can get alot of commercid property around it except
on this one sde down here. Now Brittany Place and Brittany 11, those houses are about $250,000.00 -
$300,000.00 and lots are about $40,000.00 - $50,000.00 which makes $80,000.00 - $100,000.00 per
acre. Thisis about what he wants for the undeveloped land, which again, | think is overpriced. He
mentioned he wants to change this so he can get it rezoned to C2. Onceit is C2, then he can move to
Forida and whoever buys it can do anything they want. It is too late then. Once you changeto C2, you
can't say, wel Dr. Rothstein said he was just going to do this. Thiswhole property isrezoned. | don’t want
towake up a 2 or 3 in the morning and find some wrecker pulling acar besde my house, or ashopping
center in my backyard, or a car lot with lights on dl night, or if somebody puts a club out there.
Compatibility. How would this change be compatible to thisarea. We have 76 homes in just these two
subdivisons, therearealot morearound it. We are asking the County Council to change property for the
benefit of one family verses 76 families. If this property is changed to C2, then you are going to lower the
vaue of 76 familiesto increase the vaue of one family. | would like each of the Council membersto ask
themsdlves if | lived anywhere in here, would | want thisrezoned. Thank you.

James Nantz, 331 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212 - | am Presdent of the Brittany 1l
Homeowners Association, and we are very muchopposed to the rezoning. | am not going to belabor the
point. | think everything has been said so far is pretty much indicative of the way most of the residents fed.
We actudly had a meeting about three or four days ago, where people stood in the cold, to discuss this
gtuation, and | think we have quiteashow of support here. 1 don't think al these people will take long to
speak, because everyone pretty much will say the same thing. | certainly agree it is a beautiful piece of
property. | think Dr. Rothgtein did an excdlent job of dmost sdling our point. It is a beautiful piece of
property and one that would be ashamed to go away. But, once that property is sold, heisout of contral.
It could be a shopping center and instead of having anicelittle doctor’ s office up front, we could have arow
of parking spacesout there. So, we are very much opposed to it. We certainly hope that youwill see our
gde on thisand will object to the rezoning of this property. Thank you.

The following stated their points and opinions have dready been expressed.

Wade & Nancy Abbott, 331 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212
John & Deloris Hamilton, 225 L angsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212
Joe & Jennifer Owens, 205 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212

Mark & Jacqueline Sleeper, 209 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212
Michael & Ann Sutton, 300 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212
Robert Faile, 233 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212

Willie & Rebecca Edney, 11, 209 L angsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212
Mable Rice, 156 L angsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212
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Carolyn Godfrey, 232 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212
Sally O’Nell, 204 L angsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212

Erin O’'Neil, 204 Langsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212

Betty Cullipher, 236 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212

Bob & Becky Ayer, 161 L angsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212
Richard & Carol Williams, 240 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212
Lori Miller, 157 Langsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212

Kim Hawkins, 323 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212
Tom Palmer, 216 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212

Linda Fogle, 327 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212

Kim Eckstom, 321 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212

Jeff Knowles, 105 Laure Branch Way, Columbia, SC 29212
Kathy Evatt, 304 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212
Damon Little, 304 Sharebrook Lane, Columbia, SC 29212

Clifford Corley, 221 Doulton Way, Columbia, SC 29212 - | would like to say that my opinions were
totaly expressed by the neighborhood. But onething to consider, | havefour children. Wehavealot of kids
in our neighborhood, and | would hate to think you would alow a dub or something to back up to our
property because if youdo, youare affecting much more than just resdentia values. | would just ask that
you congder that. Thank you.

Brad Harman, 152 L aur € Branch Way, Columbia, SC 29212 - The picture at thetennis courts through
the woods, the bricks you saw, that ismy house; just to let you know how affected | am about this. We
have talked about the destructionof the community. | havetwo childrenwho livethere. | want them to grow
up in asafe environment. The Rothgtein’s children have grown up inasafe environment there. | want that
luxury to be afforded to my children. We taked about noise, light pollution, and environmental pollution.
We live on apond with 14 neighbors. The runoff, if thereis commercid building, will end up in our pond
and damage our area. My question to you is, to let this go forward and become commercia and our
property vaues go down, are you going to devaue our properties as far as our tax base. Earlier in the
mesting this afternoon, you were talking how to make up taxes, how to provide servicesto the County. If
you lower the tax base of our homes, you take money out of your pocket. That's another way to think
about it.

James Galloway, 212 L angsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212 - Mr. Galloway stated he had the South
Carolina State Higtoric Preservation Office look at the property and read the following letter.

Thank you for interest in historic Sdwood on Old Bush River Road. This circa 1840 homeis considered
aggnificant historic resource not only for its age, but for its importance to loca and regiond history asa
former post office and coach stop. Additiondly, Sdwood features an early American primitive painting
above itsfireplace that is the only known early artwork found in Lexington County.

The State Higtoric Preservation Office (SHPO) considers Sewood to be digible for the Nationa Register
of Higtoric Places. The digible resource includes both the house and any outbuildings and surrounding land
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that are historicaly associated with the main house.

SHPO encourages any preservationeffortsrelated to Selwood. Please be advised of the significance of this
property and congder itsimportance when considering any undertakings that might change the character
of ether the house or its setting.

| agree with my homeowners. Onething heistaking about is changing the land to commercid. My firgt
point to that is, why are you asking for rezoning of the property. Another point is, you see only one access
to this neighborhood, and | don’t see how that is feasble. Also you are talking about there being no
commercid vaue in the back, but it depends how it is developed commercialy. It could be used for
parking, car lot, etc. So there will be commercid vauein the back piece of land. 'Y ou mentioned about
the Wingard House. If my memory serves me correctly, the Wingard House now is commercia so thet is
amute point. | bought the house two years ago wherel live because how it iszoned now asresdentid. As
ahomeowner, that'stheway | expect it to stay. Thank you.

Frank O’Neill, 204 Langsdale Road, Columbia, SC 29212 - First of dl, | agree with my neighbors.
Second of dl, whenwetak about the reduction of property vaues, something is worth what you think it is
worth, you fed what it sworth. If | had driven into that neighborhood tenyears ago and saw Bob Bennett
Ford to the right, | serioudy doubt that | would have made that purchase. If | didn’t make the purchase,
then the next person may not have made the purchase and that's what drives down property vaues. We
have no idea in the world what is going to end up onthat property if it goesC2. | haveno rank or whatever
toward the Rothsteins. | am sure they have done awonderful job in keeping the property up, but at the
same time everybody in the Langsdde, Brittany 11, and Brittany Place could say the same thing. We do
make an effort to maintain our properties and property values. | would liketo say the circumstanceswould
not be consgtent with what we expected when we moved in and as a result of that, | would ask you to
consder to rgect this C2 zoning.

Mr. Davis closed the public hearing and expressed his gppreciation to those attending the hearing.

Mr. Jeffcoat thanked everyone present for their support and stated as your representative, | haveheardyou
“loud and clear.” Mr. Jeffcoat informed the audience the process would continue with no  vote tonight. He
sad there will be two additiona readings and stated the next mesting is scheduled for December 9, 2003.
Mr. Jeffcoat said there is neither agood side or bad side to thisissue and can't blame individuds that own
property for wanting to rezone in order to market the property. He stated Selwood and the surrounding
subdivisons are beautiful neighborhoods.

Dr. Rothstein asked to make another comment.

Mr. Davisinformed Dr. Rothgtein the Public Hearingwascl osed but he could submit his commentsinwriting
to Ms. Black, Clerk to Council, to be distributed to each Council member before a decision is made.

OLD BUSINESS/NEW BUSINESS - Resolution - David B. Williams - A motion was made by Mr.
Derrick, seconded by Mr. Rucker that the resolution be adopted.
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Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg
Mr. Davis reconvened Council in open session.

Matters Requiring a Vote as a Result of Executive Session - Chairman Davis reported Council
receivedthe legd briefing during the Executive Sessionand discussed contractual matters and indicated four
motions were to be considered.

Agreement With Town of Lexington - Fire Station Property - A motion was made by Mr. Jeffcodt,
seconded by Mr. Wilkerson to approve the agreement between the Town of Lexington for an acre of
property for the location of a water tank with the agreement the Town of Lexington would relesse the
County’s obligation of having to convey the property and improvements of the Town of Lexington's Fire
Station should the County ever decide to relocate or rebuild.

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

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

Opposed: Mr. Owens
Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Addendum to Contract for Convenience Stations - A motion was made by Mr. Derrick, seconded by
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Mr. Cullumto approve the Convenience Stations Contract Addendum. This contract extensonwill givethe
County a seven-year contract extension for aprice per pull that islower thanany other county that our staff
has contacted. Also, as part of the contract extension, the company is giving Lexington County fourteen
(14) new compactors and related materials at an estimated vaue of $340,200.00 that should reduce the
number of pulls fromthe convenience stations. | fed that it isin the best interest of Lexington County to have
long-term certainty and stability in the solid waste convenience stations costs and that the terms and
conditions of the Contract Addendum provide for this. | further move to authorize the Chairman to make
any non-subgtantive changes to the Addendum, if any are needed, uponthe advice of the County Attorney.

Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion; no discussed occurred.

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

Revised Driver Record Policy - Mr. Rucker stated he had originally made a motion to approve staff’s
recommendation of the Revised Driver Record Policy; however, after advice from legd counsd, feds
Council needs to reconsider the terminology that if drivingisa part of your job description, then termination
“would be’ rather than “may be.”

A motion was made by Mr. Rucker, seconded by Mr. Cullum to reconsider the terminology that states: “if
driving is a part of your job description, then termination “would be’ rather than “may be’ for further
extensve sudy.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg

AbandonedRoad - Quit Claim Deed - Mr. Rucker made a motion, seconded by Mr. Derrick for aQuit
Claim Deed to the Old Heyward roadbed to the joining property owners.

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

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

Not Present:  Mr. Carrigg
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Dorothy K. Black George H. Smokey Davis
Clerk Chairman



