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MINUTES
LEXINGTON COUNTY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 28, 2003

Lexington County Council held its regular meeting on Tuesday, October 28, 2003 in Council Chambers,
beginning a 4:30 p.m. Chairman Davis presided; Mr. Jeffcoat gave the invocation; Mr. Carrigg 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, J.

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.

EmployeeRecognition- Art Brooks, County Administrator - Several Public Works employeeswere
recognized for a job “wdl done” in the Coatesworth Subdivison. The employees were: Tommy Frost,
Supervisor, Tommie Price, Site Supervisor, Crewmen\Wade Spivey, Dwayne Livingston, Dwight Havird,
Randolph Havird, and Dan Jennings, and Chris Stone in Engineering.

Employee of the Quarter - Art Brooks, County Administrator - Nominees for the second quarter
Employee of the Quarter were Samuel E. Owens, Deputy with Security Services, Fremont Huggins,
Business Persond Property Dedlinquent Tax Specidist; and Steve Pierce, GIS Mapping Technician 11.

Mr. Owens has beenemployed withthe County Snce August 1998 and isa Deputy with Security Services.
Mr. Brooks stated Mr. Owens was nominated for al the kind acts he shows to the citizens of Lexington
County who vigt the Adminigtration Building and the significant impact he has made on felow employees.

Mr. Huggins has been employed with the County since 1999 and works in the Treasurer’ s Office as the
Business Personal Property Delinquent Tax Specidist. Mr. Brooks noted since April 2002, Mr. Huggins
has collected approximatedly $1,310,000 in delinquent taxes for the County. Mr. Huggins dso is very
ingrumenta in guiding the Library Board in his second term as Library Board Chairman. He is an
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enthusiadtic, conscientious promoter of the library and itsservicesto the community of Lexington County.

Mr. Steve Pierce has beenwiththe County since 1986 and isa GI SMapping Technician|l in Flanning and
GIS. Mr. Brooks stated Mr. Pierce has voluntarily and enthusiastically taken on new tasksthat at times
has crested a very demanding workload for him. Mr. Pierce was ingrumenta in updating roads for GIS
and 9-1-1 applications.

Mr. Brooks presented a plague to Steve Pierce as the Employee for the Second Quarter and Certificates
of Excellence were presented to Samuel Owens and Fremont Huggins.

Appointments - Transportation Planning Advisory Committee - Mr. Derrick made a mation,
seconded by Mr. Rucker to regppointment Mr. Charlie Compton and Mr. John Fechtd to the
Trangportation Planning Advisory Committee.

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

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

Mr. Jeffcoat asked Ms. Black, Clerk to Council, if Ms. Lewandoweski and Mr. Amick have been sent
a letter to consder regppointment to the Assessment Appeals Board and Board of Zoning Appedls

respectively.
Ms. Black replied, no; but would be glad to.

Mr. Derrick stated he was under the impression that Council was dill waiting on information from the
Building Codes Board of Adjustments regarding the change and restructuring of the Board.

Mr. Davis replied that the Building Codes Board of Adjustments have not yet sent Council a
recommendation.

Mr. Davis asked Mr. Derrick if he would like to pursue.

Mr. Derrick replied, we need to asthere are two Board memberswhoseterms have expired and the Board
dready isfaced with difficulty in forming a quorum.

Mr. Davis replied that Council will follow up with the Building Codes Board of Adjustments regarding
recongtruction.
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Bids/PurchasesRFPs - A motionwas made by Mr. Rucker, seconded by Mr. Carrigg that the following
bids be approved.

Function Five Laptop Computers - Magistrate/l nformation Services - Staff recommended the
purchase of five(5) Del Laptops, five (5) softwarelicenses, two (2) LaserJet printersand two (2) externa
print serversfor Magigtrate/Information Services. Theseitemswill be purchased through the FY 03 Loca
Law Enforcement Block Grant for five (5) Magidrates, Judge Rutland, Judge Jeffcoat, Judge Reinhart,
Judge Rawl, and Judge Adams. Thefive (5) Ddl Laptopswill be purchased directly from Dell Computers
through State Contract Number 03-S5869-A9659 in the amount of $8,421.00. The five (5) software
licenseswill be purchased from Software House I nternationa through State Contract Number 01-S4072-
A7243 aswdl astwo (2) LaserJet printers and two (2) externd print serversin the amount of $2,274.35.
Thetota cost including tax is $10,695.35.

Soliciting Full Line Grocery Chains for Christmas Gift Certificates - Personnel - Bids were
advertised and solicited from quaified Full Line Grocery Chains for Christmas Gift Certificates for an
estimated 1,288 County employees at a face vadue of twenty-five dollars ($25.00). One (1) bid was
received. Staff recommended to award the contract to Piggly Wiggly Carolina Company, Incorporated
at atotal cost of $28,980.00.

Two (2) Wildland Firefighting V ehicles - Public Safety/Fir e Ser vice - Competitive bidswere solicited
and advertised for the purchase of two (2) Wildland Firefighting Vehides for Public Safety/Fire Service.
These Wildland Firefighting Vehicles will be equipped with vehide consoles and front bumper remote
control monitors that are specificadly designed to handle the threat of wildland/urban interface fires. Two
(2) bidswerereceived. Staff recommended to award the contract to Red Diamond Fire Trucksasthe low
bidder in the amount of $128,716.00 including saes tax.

Eagle 8/8A Audio Recorder and Hawk 4 Digital Video/Audio Recorder - Sheriff’s Department
- Bidswere advertised and solicited from qualified Video/Audio Recorder dealersfor one (1) Eagle 8/8A
Audio Recorder and one (1) Hawk 4 Digital Video/Audio Recorder for the Sheriff’s Department. This
systemwiill record and work in conjunctionwiththe digital video computer printer sysem. One(1) bidwas
received. Staff recommended to award the bid to Adaptive Digital Systemsin the amount of $11,130.00
induding salestax.

Fleet Vehicle Additions - Sheriff’s Department - Staff recommended the purchase of two (2) New
2004 Chevrolet 2 Ton Extended Cab 4-whed drive pick-up trucks equipped withemergency equipment
and toolboxes for the Sheriff’s Department through various suppliers. These vehicles are necessary to
investigate and secure undercover narcotic operations located in areas that cannot be reached by an
ordinary vehicle. Thetwo (2) 2004 Chevrolet %2 Ton Extended Cab 4-whed! drive pick-up truckswill be
purchased fromLove Chevrol et through State Contract Number 03-S5464-A 9016 - $39,146.06 induding
sdestax; emergency equipment fromPa metto Digtributors- $1,124.44 induding saestax; toolboxesfrom
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Woods & Water Outdoor Supplies - $892.50 induding salestax and ingtallation of emergency equipment
fromLight-N-Up under County Contract Number C02014-01/10/02B - $500.00. Thetotd cogtincluding
sdestax is $41,663.00.

These vehiclesare being funded through the Multi-Jurisdictional Task Force Grant. Thegrant will provide
75% of the necessary funds. The additiond 25% will be funded through Cayce and Irmo Police
Departments. At the end of the grant term, these vehicles will belong to Cayce and Irmo Police
Depatments. Thisisnot afleet addition to Lexington County, but a Lexington County Grant.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discusson.

Mr. Jeffcoat asked Judge Rutland if he, Judge Adams, Judge Rawl, Judge Reinhart, and Judge Jeffcoat
were the only judges going to have laptops?

Judge Rutland replied, no sir. Judge Rutland stated thisis Law Enforcement Block Grant money that we
(Magistrate Court Services) have obtained for a number of years. He stated last year we

(Magigtrate Court Services) bought laptops. He said Magistrate Court Servicesis purchasing the laptops
in acycle which asssted Magistrate Court Servicesin not havingto ask Council for Generd Fundsin our
Capital Account. He stated over the period of years, we (Magistrate Court Services) have bought other
computer equipment usng this Law Enforcement Block Grant money.

Mr. Jeffcoat asked thisis not something the County needs to match; just a Block Grant.

Judge Rutland replied thisisa 10% maich. He stated the Sheriff’ s Department isinvolved in this grant, as
well asthe Salicitor’s Office.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated it will cost the County $10,695.00 for everything Magistrate Court Services is
requesting.

Judge Rutland stated in the total grant the Magitrates are getting approximately $15,000.00. He stated
the only Magidtrate that will not have alaptop is Judge Shockley and has talked with Judge Shockley who
ishappy withhis setup. However, Judge Rutland stated if Judge Shockley at anytimedecideshemay need
alaptop, hewill let meknow, and | assured him that | will try my best to accommodate him.

Mr. Jeffcoat had questions regarding the LaserJet printers and stated he was aware that Court
Adminigration isin the process of running atest program with Richland and Greenville Counties.

Judge Rutland stated he has been in communication with our 1.S. Department. He said he and Mr.
Schafer, Director of Information Services, have been discussing, probably over a year, our current
program. Judge Rutland stated they (Magistrate Court Services) will be coming back at some point
because we want to rewrite our programs. He stated Chief Justice Toal is moving toward a statewide
program; we are making plans to go to Greenville County to look at it in operation and get that Judge's
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perspective of the good and the bad. He stated they plan to coordinate the program at the same time so
Greenvilleé's 1.S. staff can be present so Mr. Schafer and his staff can communicate. He stated thereare
some issues that he has, not being againgt the statewide program, but maybe having a program that will
mirror it, that communicates with it and communicates with us, because dong with this program comes
currently a$25,000.00 maintenancefeethat we (Magistrate Court Services) will have to pay, and our |.S.
employees, as| understand it, will losetotal abilitiesto do anything for us except hardwarerepair. He stated
he had questions about what if the sysemgoes down or | have a problem with the system, how long is it
going to take the State to get me up and running. Judge Rutland commended the County’s |.S. staff. He
stated when we (Magistrate Court Services) go down, I.S. is“Johnny-on-the-spot” to bring us back up,
because an hour or two in my office without a computer is a nightmare as | cannot answer the public’'s
questions likel needto. He stated we (Magistrate Court Services) are progressively working onthat and
any equipment that we are buying now we are making sure that it is compatible if we, in fact, go with the
State system; that we are not buying something that we have to turnaround and buy two years from now.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated he understood the equipment I nformationServiceswas purchasingwoul d be compatible
withthis (Court Adminigtration Program) new program. Mr. Jeffcoat asked what isthe 5100N Laser Jet?

Mr. Schafer replied, that’ sjust amodd number. If you seeHP, itisaHewlett Packard. Hesaid, basicdly,
the protocol to dl the Hewlett Packard L aserJets are basicdly the same; the differenceinthe modds ishow
many copies they are rated to print per month.

Mr. Jeffcoat stated from the information he has been gathering Richland County has the 5100N whichiis
supposed to be the latest intechnology and will accommodate the new program that Chief Justice Tod is
trying to implement throughout the state. He said he noticed in the request there are two laser printers at
$317.10 and his undergtanding is that the 5100N is $2,100.00, and was wondering, do we need a
$2,100.00, 5100N to accommodatethis new program. He stated if we do, then maybe that is what we
need to buy now.

Mr. Schafer stated one of the problems with the State' s sysemsis they kind of put out aone-sizefitsal
ded. They (the State) have red expensve flat panel monitors that they provided for the Clerk of Court’s
Office through a grant. He said what he would say is, the HP printers that Information Services is
recommending will work with any sysem. Mr. Schafer stated HP is the industry standard; we are not
buying out of production or inadequate printers at al. He said they make a generd recommendation on
aone-gzefitsdl type thing, but other things will work just fine.

Mr. Rutland stated for an example, isthe printer used in Traffic Court. Hesaid a printer out of hisoffice
would not work in Traffic Court because of the diversity and the volume. They (Traffic Court) will do ten
timesthe valume of printing that | will do, and | know allittle about the printers, they arerated for so many
copies per month and one of them, | heard, was 54,000 copiesayear. That's alot of copies, which |
doubt wewould ever generate and that’ s continuous copying. He stated our printers do not continuoudy
print.
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Mr. Derrick stated he had questions concerning the bid regarding the Fleet VVehide Additions dedling with
the Multi-Jurisdictiond Task Force Grant. He said, “At the end of the term, these vehicles will belong to
Cayce and Irmo Police Departments,” whichhe doesn’t have a problem, but wanted to know if the County
is picking up the insurance and liability on these vehicles.

Chief James, Assgtant Sheriff, stated thisisone of the firgt of this type grant that the Sheriff’ s Department
has incorporated where the municipdities actudly work with the Sheriff’s Department in a coordinated
effort to eradicate drugs . Hedtated the grant is, in fact, one grant given to Lexington County for dl these
municipditiesand thenther funding comes off that stream. He said everything is purchased and bought and

paid for to includeinsurance under that particular grant, anything else thet is expended outsde the grant is
reimbursed to the County by that municipdity.

Mr. Derrick stated we (County) would not be covering maintenance, insurance, €etc., other than what the
grant covers.

Chief James replied, we are reimbursed 100%.

Mr. Derrick stated it concerns him because the title of the bid says“Feet Additions,” it'sredly not afleet
addition.

Chief James replied, it is not actualy an addition to the Lexington County flegt as it will be one Cayce
vehicle and one Irmo vehicle. Under the grant, per g, it will be a County grant.

Mr. Wilkerson asked how long does the grant run?

Chief Jamesreplied, it has four more yearsto it; we are into the second year and it has four more years.
Itisafiveyear total grant. Of course, any money that we (Sheriff’s Department) expend out of County
funds, they are given back to us by those municipalities.

Mr. Rucker asked if the County has ever dedlt with Red Diamond Fire Trucks.

Chief Rawl, Fire Service Coordinator, replied, no Sr; we have not dedt with them.

Mr. Rucker asked what do we (County ) know about Red Diamond Fire Trucks.

Chief Rawl stated they are located in the upstate, Spartanburg. They have been in thetruck manufacturing
business for awhile.

Mr. Rucker asked if the two Wildland Firefighting Vehides will be amilar to Truck 5?

Mr. Rawl replied, very smilar. We arelooking at basicaly a 450 chassis4-whed drive with a125 gdlon
per minute pump with a 300 gallon water tank and a 10 gallon foam tank with a custom built bodly.
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Mr. Rucker stated he had a questionregarding the front bumper remote control monitor and asked Chief
Rawl to explain.

Chief Rawl replied, it isamonitor and acontrol ingdethe cab that dlowsthe vehide operator, on awoods
fire or fidd fire as he comesinto it, to actudly cut on the pump and direct the front nozzle to whatever
direction it needsto be, which speeds up the attack and also diminates some use of manpower having to
get out and actually put someone on the hose red!.

Mr. Rucker replied, kind of a semi Redbird One or Redbird Two.

Chief Rawl rdied, right, very smilar to some of the front turrets you see on some of the apparatus.

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

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

Chairman’s Report - Family Night - November 18- Mr. Davis asked each Councilmanto invitether
families to the November 18, 2003 County Council meeting for everyone to mest.

I ntroduction of Senator John Courson - The Honorable Senator John Coursonwas unable to attend.

Palmetto Conservation Foundation - Mr. Tommy Windsor - Mr. Ken Driggers, Executive Director
discussed what the Palmetto Conservation Foundation is dl about. He stated Palmetto Conservation
Foundation is a Satewide non-profit organization that is different from other conservation groups as they
do no advocacy work. He stated the Pametto Conservation Foundation is interested only in land
conservation, higorica preservation, and outdoor recreation. He stated the PAmetto Trall is a project
through the Pimetto Conservation Foundation.

Mr. Driggers discussed Open Space Planning, which is defined as sendtive environmental resources,
historical resources, scenic views, etc., that is very popular in the Northeastern states but is growing in
South Cardlina. He stated the Open Space Planning is a no “one shoefitsdl” and it is a non-regulaory
program; it goes hand-in-hand with the Land Use Regulation and Zoning Ordinance.

He proposed that the Palmetto Conservation Foundation form a partnership with Planning and GIS to
recommend some plans for open space preservation and different programs that Lexington County may
want to enact.

Mr. Wilkerson asked Mr. Driggers if developers are coordinating their planning of developmentswiththe
Pametto Conservation Foundation after plans have been enacted or doing them separately.
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Mr. Driggers said it really needs to be a partnership between the developer and local government and if
both are working off a Conservation Open Space Plan, it would enable parcels to be linked together.

Mr. Wilkerson asked if that is being donein other areas of the state now.
Mr. Driggersreplied, yesgr.

Mr. Davis stated he was going to ask the Planning and Administration Committeeto further study the Open
Space Planning.

S.C. Hospital Association M eeting - Gover nance Best Practices- Mr. Davis stated he, Mr. Cullum,
Mr. Carrigg, and Mr. Derrick attended the S. C. Hospital Association Best Governance Practices session
during the conference held September 19-21 as guests of Lexington Medica Center.

Report on Meeting - Town of Lexington - Mr. Davis stated on September 26, 2003 he, Mr. Keider,
Mr. Wilkerson, and Mr. Jeffcoat had an unofficid meeting with some citizens and leaders of the Town of
Lexington to discuss some of their needs, as well as our common needs, and parking in the downtown
area. He stated they aso discussed the Town of Lexington's need for land for a particular water tower,
which was acted upon during the October 14, 2003 Council meeting.

Adminigrator’s Report - Mr. Brooks stated the contractor dill ensures that the County will have an
Occupancy Permit on 12/1/2003. He dso stated hewill bring before Council on November 18, 2003 an
operation/maintenance plan for both the Judicid Center and Adminidtration Building. He sad the
operation/maintenance planwill center on how the County plansto operate the Judicial Center. He stated
the consultant recommended the County not have live plants in the buildings due to possible mold
attraction.

Mr. Wilkerson asked what was the opening date of the Judicid Center.
Mr. Brooks stated the County will begin moving in December 1, 2003.
Mr. Wilkerson asked how long will court be affected during the moving process.

Mr. Brooks stated Judge Westbrook has been in contact with Chief Justice Tod and the court schedule
for the month of December has been set aside until January.

Mr. Wilkerson replied, the whole month of December.

Mr. Brooks stated thet is usudly a dower time for the court system, especidly with the holidays.

Mr. Owens asked Mr. Brooks to pursue away of changing the design of where Council gtsin the new
Chambers. He stated it would be very disruptiveif aCouncilman needsto leave the daisand walk through
the crowd. Mr. Owens stated Mr. Brooksindicated that the Fire Marshdl said it may be aviolation of the
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Fire Code to put a hall behind the dais, but said the County certainly needed to pursue.
Mr. Jeffcoat replied he thought the architect was the one who said that.
Mr. Brooksreplied, yes sir.

Mr. Jeffcoat asked Mr. Brooks to check with the Fire Marshal and Fire Chief and seeif there are ways
to work out the design.

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

Supplementa appropriation increase of $1,000.00 from the Wal-Mart Foundation to the Fire Service
capita contingency account.

Zoning Amendments - Zoning Text Amendment T03-04 - Driveway & Street Restrictions- 3
and Final Reading - A motion was made by Mr. Carrigg, seconded by Mr. Rucker that Zoning Text
Amendment TO3-04 be given third and find reading.

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

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

Zoning Map Amendment M03-06 - 6172 Bush River Road - Announcement of 1% Reading -
Mr. Davis announced first reading of Zoning Map Amendment M03-06.

Zoning Map Amendment M03-07 - Cottage Road - Announcement of 1% Reading - Mr. Davis
announced first reading of Zoning Map Amendment M03-07.

Ordinances- Ordinance 03-5- Lexington County Council Rulesof Parliamentary Procedures-
2"4 Reading - Mr. Derrick made a motion, seconded by Mr. Owens that Ordinance 03-5 be given
second reading.

Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.
Mr. Jeffcoat stated one of the changesto the Lexington County Council Rules of Parliamentary Procedure

would exclude proxy votes. Isthat correct? He stated he wanted to make sure Council wasfuly awvare
of the change.
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Mr. Davis stated he thought the logic in exduding proxy votes is that a vote could change if additiona
information was presented at a meeting.

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

Ordinance 03-10 - Conveyance of Real Estate from Lexington County to SCDOT (Hwy. 6 &
Hwy. 1) - 2" Reading - Mr. Rucker made amotion, seconded by Mr. Wilkerson that Ordinance 03-10
be given second reading.

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

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

Mr. Jeffcoat asked to address Zoning Map Amendment M03-06. He stated he thought most members
of Council have aproblem with rezoning property just to alow more uses. He stated he thought it would
be hdpful to Council if the petitioner(s) would be more specific in the reason for rezoning.

Mr. Davis gated if Council wanted to change rezoning regulations requiring specific activity on rezoning,
then it needs to be discussed with Planning.

Mr. Rucker asked to place rezoning regulations into the Planning and Administration Committee for further
study.

CommitteeReports - Planning & Adminigtration, B. Rucker, Chairman - Policy Addressing the
Rehiring of Former Employees- Mr. Rucker reported that his committee met and discussed the Policy
Addressing the Rehiring of Former Employees.

Mr. Rucker made a mation, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat to adopt staff’s recommendation on the Policy

Addressing the Rehiring of Former Employees and the policy be effective on Wednesday, October 29,
2003.

Mr. Davis opened the mesting for discussion.

Mr. Wilkerson asked if the policy requiring former employees sick and annud leave to returnto “zero”
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isin accordance with what the State does in their rehiring policies, or isthis completely different.

Ms. Doucett, Personnd Director, replied she did not know what the Stat€' s policy is onsick leave when
they rehire someone, but this has been the County’ s palicy for rehiring employees. She ated thisisjust
restated here for this particular policy.

Mr. Wilkerson stated he has a problem with the policy regarding sick leave. He stated whether an
employee should be rehired with or without sick leave should depend on the Stuation He stated, of
course, someone who has been gone for five or Sx years and comes back may be a different story than
someone that had retired and was asked to come back by the County.

Ms. Doucett stated the decisionto diminate employee sick leave balance when they leave may factor into
their decision to retire and come back. She stated if someone has ninety days of sick leave that they have
accrued, they may not be comfortable retiring or trying to come back to work. She stated some
employees do pick up ashort-termdisability policy and thenreturn to work to cover any income loss that
they have from an illnessor timethey are going to be away from work for persona reasons just to bridge

that gap.

Mr. Wilkerson stated he understood the annua leave accrued because they are paid, that is not an
option, but is concerned about the Sick leave depending upon certain Stuations.

Mr. Wilkersonasked how people with sick leave, if they do have ninety days built up, end up taking time
off the lagt year when they need to be here because the employee will not be able to use it if they decide
to leave,

Mr. Doucett replied the sick leave does count toward their retirement as a service credit. She stated she
has not seen employees abuse sick leave onthe way out the door without the County asking for adoctor’s
excuse.

Mr. Owens asked if you have ninety days of sick leave, can you usethat if you have eleven years, three
months. Doesthat factor into it; we don't pay them for it but it is added credit to service.

Ms. Doucett replied, correct; it is factored into their service.
Mr. Owens stated in asense they are paid for it; they areusing it.

Mr. Doucett stated it was definitely a benefit to maintaining a baance for that reason.

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

Mr. Owens Mr. Cullum
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Mr. Derrick

Justice, J. Carrigg, Chairman - Victims of Crime Act (VOCA) Grant - Reverted Funds- Law
Enforcement - Mr. Carrigg reported that during the afternoon mesting, his committee met and discussed
the Victims of Crime Act (VOCA) Grant.

A motion was made by Mr. Carrigg, seconded by Mr. Rucker to alow staff to move forward with the
Victims of Crime Act Grant gpplication.

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

Committee as a Whole - Turn Lanes - Maxie and Old Cherokee Roads - Mr. Carrigg reported
during the afternoon meeting, the Committee as a \Whole met and discussed a request from Mr. Fechtel,
Director of Public Works, to approve $25,000.00 for turn lanes at the intersection of Maxie and Old
Cherokee Roadsthrough the RISE Match Program. Mr. Fechtel stated thiswould be a2:1 match. The
County would contribute $25,000.00, the devel oper $25,000.00, and SCDOT $25,000.00.

Mr. Carrigg made a motion, seconded by Mr. Jeffcoat to commit $25,000.00 to improvementsfor tuming
lanesfor Maxie and Old Cherokee Roads and instructed staff to seek rembursement fromthe devel oper.

Mr. Davis opened the meseting for discussion.

Mr. Wilkerson asked how much have we (County) talked to the developer and to what degree has the
County contacted him before we move forward with this.

Mr. Fechtel, Director of Public Works, replied that he redly doesn’t have that informetion. Hestated this
isan issue that has probably gone back sevenor eight yearswhenthat development wasfirst started. He
dated he did not have any working relationship with any developers at that point. He said he knew the
County Attorney hasworked onthat issue inthe past, but could not provide Council informationabout that.

Mr. Wilkerson asked should there have been aturn lane ingaled during the initid development.

Mr. Fechtel stated the turn lane, as he understood, was basicaly a commitment by the developer. He
gated it was not redly needed until some of the development occurred, but did not know to what extent
the County was involved in requiring aturn lane as it was the developer saying he would provide.

Mr. Wilkerson asked if the County had any records stating whether it was supposed to have been put in
or not.
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Mr. Fechtel replied he was sure there has been discussion in the past, but was not aware of ......
Mr. Wilkerson asked if the developer ill developsin our County.

Mr. Fechtd replied, not that he is aware.

Mr. Davisstated to answer some of the questions Mr. Wilkersonasked, according to the County Attorney,
the County does have some written materid, as well as ongoing discussions with their legd gaff.

Mr. Owens stated asbeing that as it may, he would like to defer this until we (County) see where we are
from the legd aspect. He dated this sends a bad message; a developer can go out and commit to
something and if he can wait long enough, the County and State will come dong and fund what he was
supposed to have funded. He stated for that reason, he will certainly be voting againgt it.

Mr. Cullum asked Mr. Fechtdl if he could identify the developer.

Mr. Fechtel replied his understanding it (devel oper) was Pulte.

Mr. Cullum asked are they developing anywhere in the County now?
Mr. Fechtel replied, | don’'t know.

Mr. Derrick asked Mr. Fechtel why this project (Maxie and Old Cherokee Roads) was so urgent that he
had to bring it before Council tonight and did not go through the Public Works Committee. What isthe
deedline?

Mr. Fechtel replied, as Council remembers, | briefed Council on recommendations on the RISE Program,
SCDOT match, and indicated at the last session (October 14, 2003) if there were any projects to be
added that we needed to do so0 because the Highway Commission is going to act onthat (RI SE Program)
a the end of this month. He stated this was brought about with a conversation he had with Jm Cagney,
Digrict 1 Adminigtrator, who found out about the program, and asked him to present it to Council and
it wastoo lateto get it on the agenda, but we do need to act if we are going to get itinonthe RISEMatch
program this year.

Mr. Derrick asked whether the County can gpprove submitting for the RISE grant but not approve
expenditure of funds at thistime. Can we do that?

Mr. Fechtel replied, yessir, we canget it programmed and get it (Maxie and Old Cherokee Roads Proj ect)
on there with that stipulation.

Mr. Derrick gated thisisjust programming the money, not spending the money.
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Mr. Derrick made amotion to amend the motion, seconded by Mr. Owens to gpprove of submitting the
Maxie and Old Cherokee Roads project through the RISE Match Program but not approve expenditure

of funds and prior to any expenditure of funds, the request is to be presented before the Public Works
Committee.

Mr. Davis opened the meeting for discussion; no discussion occurred.
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Vote on Amendment:

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

Vote on Motion as Amended:

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

Presentations - Mr. Pete Oliver, 165 LakeMurray Terrace,L exington, SC 29072 - Nassau Plant
- Frg of dl, I would like to say thank you and will go through these things asfast | can; | try to keep you
ahead of the learning curve on what's going on and what’ s transpiring relative to AT& T Nassau Metas
in Gaston, S.C.

| deeply appreci ate the opportunity to speak withyoutoday, and | thank youfor the time you have dlowed
me.

A few weeks ago | was privileged to beinvited to “Lunch with Lou.” Asusud his comments were very
good, funny and indghtful. He related how footbal players could be successful as individuads and team
members so that the whole team was successful. He further related, not only should players be members
of the team and enjoy success, but more importantly they should be significant. This statement of being
ggnificant isimportant to you and me,

Eachof us has enjoyed successinlife that we enjoy such asthe blessngs of family and friends, successand
professons, but more importantly the trust of being an eected officid. For example, with the building of
the new courthouse complex, your names will prominently be dislayed. Thiswill be wonderful for eech
of you and your families. The new courthouse will stand for decades. What | am requesting today will not
bring you the accolades or the sense of accomplishments that the new courthouse presentsto Lexington
County and its citizens. | am asking each of you to be sgnificant today. There will be no grand edifice,
there will be no plaque, there will be no photos, there will be no ribbon ceremony, but you can do
something far more important to Lexington County than build a new courthouse.

| am asking you to contact the US EPA and request in writing that AT& T Nassau Metals (Lucent
Technologies) be investigated for crimina wrongdoing concerning the Form 104E filled out with the US
EPA. Thereisno gaute of limitations concerning the filling out of this form.

Therearethreedementsconcerning AT& T Nassau Metds whichare important and dearly statewhy there
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should be aninvestigation concerning the documentationprovided by AT& T NassauMetas related to the
LexingtonCounty landfill, which in my opinion are crimind innature. | will provide you severd illustrations
of other forms that were erroneoudy filed by AT& T Nassau Metd (Lucent Technologies). Thesearedl
interrelated and the common thread running through dl the documentsis AT& T Nassau Metds (Lucent
Technologies).

The first dement and foremost issue iswhy would a$33 billioncompany risk the possibility of crimina and
civil prosecution. There is only one answer - money, in the form of gold, paladium, platinum, and slver.
At one time until the 1970s, we were on the gold standard of $35.00 an ounce for gold. After the US
came off the gold standard, ook what happened to precious metd prices. Gold went from $35.00 an
ounceto over $400.00 anounce. Palladiumwent from $50.00 to $150.00 per ounce. Platinum went from
$100.00 an ounce to a range of $300 to $800.00 an ounce. Why is this important? AT&T built this
equipment using gold at a price of $35.00 an ounce, and it was fully depreciated when it was shipped to
AT&T Nassau Metals. AT&T cost basis at this time was zero. The cach is, we pad AT&T the full
market vaue for the precious metal content at the time of purchase. The precious metals sdesby AT& T
Nassau Metals for the years 1984 through 1988 was $14.9 million, $32.1 million, $23.8 million, $32.9
million and $40.4 million for atotal of $144.1 millionfor fiveyears. Whenwe pad AT&T for the precious
metal content in the scrap, we basicaly

transferred the true precious meta profitsto AT&T. They did not show up on Nassau' s books but were
aprofit to AT&T. The profit for AT& T NassauMetas would show up asamargina number of profit or
loss depending on market conditions. Say if AT& T Nassau Metals made $10.00 or loss $5.00 an ounce,
the totd effect to the AT& T Nassau Metdsis margind. Who made the money.

Mr. Davis stated to Mr. Oliver that he has presented this presentation in an excdlent format written for
Council to digest and advised him that Council needs the time to read and digest the materid. He asked
Mr. Oliver to dlow Council to read the materia and then asked Mr. Oliver to come back and have a
question/answer session before the Committee as aWhole.

Mr. Oliver said s0 his understanding is to darify the point you just made so that | understand. Y ou will
inviteme back and youwill give me an dlotted time, & least equd to the 12 to 15 minutesthat | asked for
today.

Mr. Davisreplied, absolutely, but we will be more informed.

Mr. Oliver said that’ s fine withme, but | want to make one more point and then| will st down. When you
look at dl this, the last document you have, isacopy of the FBI closed investigation. An atorney is named
asacongspirator inthe shipment of 10 million pounds of PCB West pond dudge and lead dust. Thelead
dust isaso mentioned. Anattorney. The whole problem is - lawsuitsfiled in the State of South Carolina
have beentainted by the actions of an attorney and let me point out one thingwhenyouread thisand | will
gt down. It doesn't say dleged, it doesn't say maybe, it says 10 million pounds of PCB dudge was
shipped. Okay, | will sit and | welcome that opportunity.
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Mr. Davis advised Mr. Oliver that he will definitdy be invited back and we will take this as homework and
digest it and actualy prepare some questions in advance that we will be asking youwhenyou come back.

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

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

Mr. Owens was not present at the time the vote was taken.
Mr. Davis reconvened Council in open session.

Matters Requiring a Vote as a Result of Executive Session - Mr. Davis reported that Council
discussed two lega matters during the Executive Session with no votes to be taken.

Old Business/New Business - None.
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
Adjournment

Respectfully submitted,

Dorothy K. Black George H. Smokey Davis
Clerk Chairman



