
 

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL

REGULAR SESSION AGENDA

 

DECEMBER 9, 2014

6:00 PM

 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER THE HONORABLE NORMAN JACKSON

 

INVOCATION THE HONORABLE GREG PEARCE

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE THE HONORABLE GREG PEARCE

 

Presentation Of Resolutions
 

  

1. a.    Proclamation Honoring Terri Butts on being bestowed the 2015 California Casualty Award 
for Teaching Excellence [DIXON] 
 
b. Resolution Honoring Richland County Soil & Water Chairman John Green [ROSE] 

 

Approval Of Minutes
 

  2. Regular Session: December 2, 2014 [PAGES 7-15] 

 

Adoption Of The Agenda
 

Report Of The Attorney For Executive Session Items
 

  

3. a.    Purchase of Property 
 
b.    Waterpark Contract 
 
c.    Pending Legal Matter (Utilities) 

 

Citizen's Input
 

  4. For Items on the Agenda Not Requiring a Public Hearing 

 

Report Of The County Administrator
 

5.
a.    Vector Control Recognition 
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b.    Pending Legal Matter (Utilities) 

 

Report Of The Clerk Of Council
 

  

6. a.    January 6: Richland County Council Swearing-In Ceremony, 4:00 PM, Council Chambers - 
Reception Immediately Following 
 
b. January 6: Regular Session Council Meeting, 6:00 PM 
 
c.    January 27: Committee Meeting and Zoning Public Hearing 
 
d.    January 29-30: Richland County Council Retreat, Wampee Conference Center 
 
d.    February 10 and 17: Regular Session Council Meetings 

 

Report Of The Chairman
 

  7. a. Personnel Matter 

 

Open/Close Public Hearings
 

  

8. a.      An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Annual Budget to 
Appropriate $167,583.00 of General Fund Balance to cover cost of Grant Match Funds  
 
b.     An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; 
article VI, Local Hospitality Tax; so as to delete historical disbursement reference  
 
c.      An Ordinance Authorizing Deed to the South Carolina Department of Transportation for a 
portion of TMS# 19011-02-10 for the Mill Creek Bridge Replacement Project  
 
d.     An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinance, Chapter 2, 
Administration; Article X, Purchasing; so as to add a provision to allow for a 5% local vender 
preference 
 
e.    Ordinance to amend the Master Agreement Governing the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial 
Park to include additional property in Richland County and to authorize a credit agreement with 
3130 Bluff Road LLC 

 

Approval Of Consent Items
 

  

9. An Ordinance Authorizing Deed to the South Carolina Department of Transportation for a portion 
of TMS # 19011-02-10 for the Mill Creek Bridge Replacement Project [THIRD READING] 
[PAGES 22-32] 

 

  

10. An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land 
Development; Article II, Rules of Construction; Definitions; and Article V, Zoning Districts and 
District Standards; Section 26-141, Table of Permitted Uses, Permitted Uses with Special 
Requirements, and Special Exceptions; Subsection (f), Table of Permitted Uses, Permitted Uses 
with Special Requirements, and Special Exceptions; so as to permit non-hazardous sludge in the 
HI (Heavy Industrial District) with Special Requirements [THIRD READING] [PAGES 33-38] 
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11. An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 17, Motor Vehicles 
and Traffic; Article II, General Traffic and Parking Regulations; Section 17-10, Parking in 
Residential and Commercial Zones of the County; so as to define vehicles subject 
thereto [SECOND READING] [PAGES 39-45] 

 

Third Reading Items
 

  

12. Authorizing the expansion of the boundaries of the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park jointly 
developed with Fairfield County to include certain real property located in Richland County; the 
execution and delivery of a credit agreement to provide for special source revenue credits to Blue 
Atlantic Columbia, LLC, previously identified as Project Peak; and other related matters [PAGES 
46-63] 

 

  
13. An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Annual Budget to appropriate 

$167,583.00 of General Fund Balance to cover cost of grant match funds [PAGES 64-70] 

 

  
14. An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article 

VI, Local Hospitality Tax; so as to delete historical disbursement reference [PAGES 71-81] 

 

  

15. Authorizing the expansion of the boundaries of the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park jointly 
developed with Fairfield County to include certain real property located in Richland County; the 
execution and delivery of a Credit Agreement to provide for Special Source Revenue Credits to 
3130 Bluff Road, LLC; and other related matters [PAGES 82-98] 

 

  

16. An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 2, Administration; 
Article X, Purchasing; so as to add a provision to allow for a 5% local vendor preference [PAGES 
99-105] 

 

First Reading Items
 

  

17. An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Public Works Annual Budget to appropriate 
Two Million Eight Hundred Seventy-Four Thousand Four Hundred Fifty Dollars ($2,874,450.00) 
from their Stormwater Fund to purchase the Cabin Branch (Hopkins) Tract Property [FIRST 
READING] [PAGES 106-108] 

 

Report Of Administration And Finance Committee
 

  
18. Stormwater Division of Department of Public Works Purchase of a High Side Dumping 

Municipal Street Sweeper [PAGES 109-132] 

 

Report Of Economic Development Committee
 

  

19. a.    A Resolution Authorizing the extension of the investment period under a May 19, 2009 Fee 
Agreement by and between Richland County, South Carolina, and Trane U. S. Inc. [PAGES 133-
136] 
 
b.    Waterpark Contract 

 

Report Of Rules And Appointments Committee
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1. Notification Of Appointments
 

   

20. Richland Memorial Hospital Board: (4) [PAGES 137-163] 
 
a.    Kaziah S. DiMarco 
b.   George King, Jr. 
c.   Jerome Odom 
d.   Charles Waddell 
e.   Ray Borders Gray 
f.    Harry Greenleaf 
g.   Timothy Davis 
h.   Lawrence Kerr 
i.    Susan Raterree 
k.   Erik Collins 

 

   

21. Building Codes Board of Appeals: (1) [PAGES 164-166] 

a.    Jeff Allen 

 

   

22. Accommodations Tax Committee: (1) [PAGES 167-172] 

a.    Samuel Guerry 
b.    Bill McCracken 

 

Other Items
 

  

23. REPORT OF THE TRANSPORTATION AD HOC COMMITTEE: 
 
a.    Resurfacing Packages A & B [PAGES 174-177] 
 
b.    Innovista Project - Greene Street Phase I 
 
c.    County Transportation Improvement Program [PAGES 178-207] 

 

  
24. A Resolution to appoint and commission Devin Tate Bingham as a Code Enforcement Officer for 

the proper security, general welfare, and convenience of Richland County [PAGES 208-209] 

 

Citizen's Input
 

  25. Must Pertain to Items Not on the Agenda 

 

Executive Session
 

Motion Period
 

Adjournment
 

 

Page 4 of 210



  

Special Accommodations and Interpreter Services  

 

Citizens may be present during any of the County’s meetings. If requested, the agenda and backup materials will be made available in 

alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 

12132), as amended and the federal rules and regulations adopted in implementation thereof. 

 

Any person who requires a disability-related modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, in order to participate in 

the public meeting may request such modification, accommodation, aid or service by contacting the Clerk of Council’s office either in 

person at 2020 Hampton Street, Columbia, SC, by telephone at (803) 576-2061, or TDD at 803-576-2045 no later than 24 hours prior to 

the scheduled meeting.  

Page 5 of 210



Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.    Proclamation Honoring Terri Butts on being bestowed the 2015 California Casualty Award for Teaching 

Excellence [DIXON] 

 

b. Resolution Honoring Richland County Soil & Water Chairman John Green [ROSE]
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Regular Session: December 2, 2014 [PAGES 7-15]
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Council Members Present 

 
Norman Jackson, Chair 
Joyce Dickerson, Vice Chair 
Julie-Ann Dixon 
Damon Jeter 
Paul Livingston 
Bill Malinowski 
Jim Manning 
Greg Pearce 
Torrey Rush 
Seth Rose 
Kelvin E. Washington, Sr. 

 
Others Present: 

 

Tony McDonald 
Sparty Hammett 
Roxanne Ancheta 
Warren Harley 
Laura Renwick 
John Hixon 
Monique Walters 
Brandon Madden 
Beverly Harris 
Quinton Epps 
Michelle Onley 
Larry Smith 
Cheryl Patrick 
Tracy Hegler 
Amelia Linder 
Monique McDaniels 
Nelson Lindsay 
Bill Peters 
Sandra Haynes 
Sara Salley 
Ismail Ozbek 
Valeria Jackson 
Will Simon 
Geo Price 
Chris Eversmann 
Brad Farrar 

 

 

REGULAR SESSION MINUTES 
 

December 2, 2014 
6:00 PM 

County Council Chambers 
 

In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, a copy of the agenda was 

sent to radio and TV stations, newspapers, persons requesting notification, and 

was posted on the bulletin board located in the lobby of the County 

Administration Building 

 

CALL TO ORDER 
 

Mr. Jackson called the meeting to order at approximately 6:01 PM 
 

INVOCATION 
 

The Invocation was given by the Honorable Norman Jackson 
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by the Honorable Norman Jackson 
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

Regular Session: November 18, 2014 – Ms. Dickerson moved, seconded by Ms. Dixon, 
to approve the minutes as submitted. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Zoning Public Hearing: November 25, 2014 – Mr. Washington moved, seconded by 
Ms. Dixon, to approve the minutes as submitted. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 
 

Mr. Smith stated the Richland Library Lease and Intergovernmental Agreement needs to 
be added under the Report of the Attorney for Executive Session. 
 
Ms. Dickerson moved, seconded by Mr. Livingston, to adopt the agenda as amended. The 
vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION ITEMS 
 
Mr. Smith stated that the following items were potential Executive Session Items: 
 

a. Contractual Matter: Waterpark Contract – This item was deferred in the 
Economic Development Committee. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 
Page Two 
 
 

b. Richland Public Library Lease and IGA 
 

CITIZENS’ INPUT 
 

No one signed up to speak. 
 

REPORT OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
 

a. Staff Recognition: Valeria Jackson – Mr. McDonald stated that Ms. Jackson 
has been nominated to serve on the board for the National Community 
Development Association. 
 

b. Introduction of Stormwater Manager – Mr. McDonald introduced Ms. 
Synithia Williams to Council. 

 
c. SB Connect Sponsorship Opportunity with DESA, Inc. – Mr. McDonald 

stated that Administration received a sponsorship request for DESA’s SB 
Connect. The request is for $5,000. 

 
Mr. Washington moved, seconded by Ms. Dixon, to direct the Administrator to 
fund the sponsorship out of his budget. A discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Washington clarified is motion to direct the Administrator to identify a 
funding source to fund the sponsorship. 
 
Mr. Jeter made a substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Washington, to fund the 
event at $4,000 out of Council Services. A discussion took place. 
 
Mr. Rush requested to amend Mr. Jeter’s motion to fund the event at $3,600. 
The motion died for lack of a second. 
 
Mr. Jeter withdrew his substitute motion for $4,000. 
 
Ms. Dickerson made a substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Jackson, to fund the 
event at $5,000 out of staff’s budget. 
 
Mr. Pearce made a second substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Jackson, to fund 
the event at $5,000 out of the Transportation Penny.  
 
Mr. Rose stated that he could not support this motion; therefore, he would be 
voting against this item. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 
Page Three 
 

 
Mr. Livingston requested that staff report back to Council regarding who 
attended the training and the outcome of the event. 
 
Ms. Dickerson withdrew her substitute motion. 
 
Mr. Pearce’s substitute motion was approved with Mr. Malinowski and Mr. 
Rose vote against the motion. 
 

REPORT OF THE CLERK OF COUNCIL 
 

a. 100 Black Men of Greater Columbia Evening of Elegance, December 5th, 
7:00-10:00 PM, Marriott Hotel, 1200 Main Street – Ms. McDaniels 
reminded Council of the 100 Black Men of Greater Columbia Evening of 
Elegance event. 
 

b. SLBE Public Outreach Meeting, December 8th, 6:00-8:00 PM, Council 
Chambers – Ms. McDaniels reminded Council of the SLBE Public Outreach 
meeting for all small businesses in Richland County to learn how to be 
certified and do business with the County. 
 

REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN 
 

No report was given. 

 
OPEN/CLOSE PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
 Authorizing the execution and delivery of an amendment to the Fee 

Agreement between Richland County, South Carolina, and Arum 
Composites, LLC its affiliates and assigns, to provide a new effective date 
and millage rate; and other matters – No one signed up to speak. 

 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT ITEMS 
 

 14-25MA, John May, RU to RC (.22 Acres), 10461 Wilson Blvd., 15000-02-
08 [THIRD READING] 

 
 14-26MA, Eddie Roberts, M-1 to GC (.36 Acres), 10203 Two Notch Rd., 

22909-01-01 [THIRD READING] 
 
 14-28MA, Thomas Crowther, RM-HD to GC (11.90 Acres), 3533 Broad 

River Rd., 06110-04-05(p) [THIRD READING] 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 
Page Four 
 

 
 14-30MA, Ray O’Neal, RU to GC (.66 Acres), 8505 Garners Ferry Rd., 

21800-05-06 [THIRD READING] 
 
 14-31MA, Bill Dixon, PDD to PDD (65.94 Acres), Greenhill Parkway & 

Two Notch Rd., 25800-03-40 [THIRD READING] 
 
 An Ordinance Authorizing Deed to the South Carolina Department of 

Transportation for a portion of TMS # 19011-02-10 for the Mill Creek 
Bridge Replacement Project [SECOND READING] 
 

 An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, 
Chapter 26, Land Development; Article II, Rules of Construction; 
Definitions; and Article V, Zoning Districts and District Standards; 
Section 26-141, Table of Permitted Uses, Permitted Uses with Special 
Requirements, and Special Exceptions; Subsection (f), Table of Permitted 
Uses, Permitted Uses with Special Requirements, and Special Exceptions; 
so as to permit non-hazardous sludge in the HI (Heavy Industrial 
District) with Special Requirements [SECOND READING] 

 
 An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; 

Chapter 17, Motor Vehicles and Traffic; Article II, General Traffic and 
Parking Regulations; Section 17-10, Parking in Residential and 
Commercial Zones of the County; so as to define vehicles subject thereto 
[FIRST READING] 

 
Mr. Rush moved, seconded by Ms. Dixon, to approve the consent items. The vote in favor 
was unanimous. 

 

THIRD READING ITEM 
 

Authorizing the execution and delivery of an amendment to the Fee Agreement 
between Richland County, South Carolina and Arum Composites, LLC its affiliates 
and assigns, to provide for a new effective date and millage rate; and other 
matters – Mr. Washington moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to approve this item. 
The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

SECOND READING ITEMS 
 

An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Annual Budget 
to appropriate $167,583.00 of General Fund Balance to cover cost of grant match 
funds – Mr. Livingston moved, seconded by Ms. Dickerson, to approve this item. The 
vote in favor was unanimous. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 
Page Five 
 
 
An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, 
Taxation; Article VI, Local Hospitality Tax; so as to delete historical disbursement 
reference – Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Mr. Pearce, to delete Paragraph 5 from 
the ordinance. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Authorizing the expansion of the boundaries of the I-77 Corridor Regional 
Industrial Park jointly developed with Fairfield County to include certain real 
property located in Richland County; the execution and delivery of a Credit 
Agreement to provide for Special Source Revenue Credits to 3130 Bluff Road, LLC; 
and other related matters – Ms. Dickerson moved, seconded by Mr. Livingston, to 
approve this item. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 2, 
Administration; Article X, Purchasing; so as to add a provision to allow for a 5% 
local vendor preference – Ms. Dickerson moved, seconded by Mr. Rush, to approve this 
item. 
 
Mr. Malinowski made a substitute motion to approve this as a one-year pilot program to 
and to review the revenues lost during that time. The motion died for lack of a second. 
 
Mr. Pearce made a substitute motion, seconded by Mr. Livingston, to approve this item 
and to review the program after one year. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 

  REPORT OF THE DEVELOPMENT AND SERVICES COMMITTEE 
 

Military Order of the Purple Heart Road Signs – Mr. McDonald stated for the record 
the citizen requesting the Purple Heart Road signs is Retired Sgt. Major Carl Lopez. Mr. 
Lopez is the Commander of the Charles P. Murray Memorial Chapter 402 of the Military 
Order of the Purple Heart in Columbia. 
 
Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Ms. Dixon, to approve this item. 
 

REPORT OF ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 

Stormwater Division of Department of Public Works Purchase of a High Side 
Dumping Municipal Street Sweeper – Mr. Malinowski moved, seconded by Mr. 
Washington, to defer this item to allow Ms. Patrick, the Procurement Director, time to 
review the information he gathered regarding the possibility of purchasing the 
requested piece of equipment at a reduced rate. 
 
Animal Care – Intergovernmental Governmental Agreement with Town of Arcadia 
Lakes – Mr. Pearce stated the committee recommended approval of the amended IGA. 
The vote in favor was unanimous. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 
Page Six 
 
 
Professional Services/Airport Work Authorizations 6 & 7 – Mr. Pearce stated the 
committee recommended approval of this item. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Professional Services/Airport Work Authorizations 5 (Amendment 1) & 8 – Mr. 
Pearce stated the committee recommended approval of this item. The vote in favor was 
unanimous. 
 
Construction Contract Award/Airport Stream and Wetland Mitigation project – 
Mr. Pearce stated the committee recommended approval of this item. The vote in favor 
was unanimous. 
 
Professional Services/Stormwater Management Work Authorization 9 – Mr. Pearce 
stated the committee recommended approval of this item. The vote in favor was 
unanimous. 
 
Blythewood IGA – Mr. Pearce stated the committee recommended approval of this 
item. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
 
Broad River Rowing Site: Short-Term Proposal – Mr. Livingston moved, seconded by 
Mr. Pearce, to approve this item. A discussion took place regarding the County’s liability. 
 
Ms. Dickerson moved, seconded by Mr. Malinowski, to defer this item until after 
Executive Session in order to receive legal advice. The vote was in favor. 
 

REPORT OF RULES AND APPOINTMENTS 
 
Mr. Malinowski stated that the committee is in the process of interviewing applicants 
and will report out at the December 9th Council meeting. 
 

CITIZENS’ INPUT 
 

Ms. Cameo Green spoke regarding the Lower Richland Sewer Project. 
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 

Council went into Executive Session at approximately 7:08 p.m.  

and came out at approximately 7:32 p.m. 

 

a. Broad River Rowing Site: Short-Term Proposal – Mr. Livingston moved, 
seconded by Mr. Rush, to approve this item. The vote in favor was unanimous. 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 
Page Seven 
 

 
Mr. Jeter made a friendly amendment to request the Legislative lobbying team 
to explore the possibility of funding for the facility through the Waterpark 
Fund. 
 
Mr. Livingston accepted the amendment. 

   

MOTION PERIOD 
 

a. Motion to direct staff to extend full family benefits to gay employees who 
have valid marriage licenses from any state or the District of Columbia 
[ROSE] – Mr. Rose withdrew his motion. 
 

b. Council consider a formula for compensation increases to stay current 
with such indexes as CPI, population growth, County Council averages, 
etc. for the sake of transparency and fairness [MANNING] – This item was 
referred to the A&F Committee. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 7:34 PM. 
 
 

________________________________ 
Norman Jackson, Chair 

 

 

________________________________   _____________________________ 
Joyce Dickerson, Vice-Chair      Julie-Ann Dixon 
 
 

_________________________________   ___________________________ 
Damon Jeter     Paul Livingston 
 

 
_________________________________   ____________________________ 
Bill Malinowski     Jim Manning 
 

 
 
_________________________________   ____________________________ 
Greg Pearce     Seth Rose 
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Richland County Council 
Regular Session 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 
Page Eight 
 
 
 
_________________________________   _____________________________ 
Torrey Rush     Kelvin E. Washington, Sr. 
 
 
The Minutes were transcribed by Michelle M. Onley, Deputy Clerk of Council 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.    Purchase of Property 

 

b.    Waterpark Contract 

 

c.    Pending Legal Matter (Utilities)
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

For Items on the Agenda Not Requiring a Public Hearing
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.    Vector Control Recognition 

 

b.    Pending Legal Matter (Utilities)
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.    January 6: Richland County Council Swearing-In Ceremony, 4:00 PM, Council Chambers - Reception 

Immediately Following 

 

b. January 6: Regular Session Council Meeting, 6:00 PM 

 

c.    January 27: Committee Meeting and Zoning Public Hearing 

 

d.    January 29-30: Richland County Council Retreat, Wampee Conference Center 

 

d.    February 10 and 17: Regular Session Council Meetings
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a. Personnel Matter
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.      An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Annual Budget to Appropriate $167,583.00 of 

General Fund Balance to cover cost of Grant Match Funds  

 

b.     An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; article VI, Local 

Hospitality Tax; so as to delete historical disbursement reference  

 

c.      An Ordinance Authorizing Deed to the South Carolina Department of Transportation for a portion of TMS# 

19011-02-10 for the Mill Creek Bridge Replacement Project  

 

d.     An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinance, Chapter 2, Administration; Article X, 

Purchasing; so as to add a provision to allow for a 5% local vender preference 

 

e.    Ordinance to amend the Master Agreement Governing the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park to include 

additional property in Richland County and to authorize a credit agreement with 3130 Bluff Road LLC
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Authorizing Deed to the South Carolina Department of Transportation for a portion of TMS # 19011-

02-10 for the Mill Creek Bridge Replacement Project [THIRD READING] [PAGES 22-32]

 

Notes

October 28, 2014 - The Committee recommended that Council approve the sale of a portion of TMS# R19011-02-10 

for $10,400.00 to the South Carolina Department of Transportation for a permanent right of way for their Mill Creek 

Bridge Replacement Project. 

 

First Reading:    November 18, 2014 

Second Reading:    December 2, 2014 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Sale of Property to the South Carolina Department of Transportation  

 

A. Purpose 

County Council is requested to approve the sale of a portion of TMS# R19011-02-10 for 

$10,400.00 to the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) for a permanent right 

of way for their Mill Creek Bridge Replacement Project. 

 

B. Background / Discussion 

Richland County recently purchased a parcel of land that contains Pinewood Lake and is located 

between Garners Ferry Road and Old Garners Ferry Road (TMS# R19011-02-10).  The County 

is developing this property into a community park that will contain walking trails, fishing docks, 

and other amenities. The upper portion of this property adjoins the current right of way for 

Garners Ferry Road (SCDOT maintained). The SCDOT is replacing the Mill Creek Bridge at 

this location and needs an additional permanent right of way and temporary construction access.  

The total area that the SCDOT is requesting for a permanent right of way is 0.133 acres.  The 

SCDOT is offering $10,400.00 to purchase this right of way - see attached documentation.     

 

C. Legislative / Chronological History 

 Richland County received a request to purchase the property for a SCDOT project from the 

SCDOT on 9/30/2014 – see attached letter.   

 The Richland County Public Works Department reviewed the documentation submitted by 

SCDOT and provided their comments to Administration on the week of Oct. 10, 2014.   

 

D. Financial Impact 

The SCDOT will pay Richland County $10,400.00 for 0.133 acres of land from TMS#R19011-

02-10 that adjoins the current SCDOT right of way along the Mill Creek Bridge area of Garners 

Ferry Rd.   

 

E. Alternatives 

1. Approve the sale of a portion of TMS# R19011-02-10 for $10,400.00 to the South Carolina 

Department of Transportation (SCDOT) for a permanent right of way for their Mill Creek 

Bridge Replacement Project.   

 

2. Do not approve the sale of a portion of TMS# R19011-02-10 for $10,400.00 to the South 

Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) for a permanent right of way for their Mill 

Creek Bridge Replacement Project. 

 

F. Recommendation 

It is recommended that Council approve the request to sale the right of way to the SCDOT for 

$10,400.00 for a portion of TMS #R19011-02-10.   

 

Recommended by: Ismail Ozbek, P.E. Interim Director/County Engineer 

Department: Public Works 

Date: October 13, 2014 
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G. Reviews 
(Please replace the appropriate box with a  and then support your recommendation in the Comments section 

before routing on.  Thank you!)   

 

Please be specific in your recommendation.  While “Council Discretion” may be appropriate 

at times, it is recommended that Staff provide Council with a professional recommendation 

of approval or denial, and justification for that recommendation, as often as possible. 

 

Finance 

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  10/20/14   

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  

  

The property was purchased using proceeds from the sale of bonds as a source of funding.  

Approval is left to Council discretion.   

 

Legal 

Reviewed by: Elizabeth McLean   Date:  10/22/14 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  Policy decision left to Council’s discretion; 

however, from the information provided, Legal is unable to determine the 

reasonableness of the amount offered, as no appraisal (or calculation method) has been 

provided. 

 

Administration 

Reviewed by:  Sparty Hammett   Date:  10/23/14 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ____-14HR 

 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING DEED TO THE SOUTH CAROLINA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR A PORTION OF TMS# 19011-02-

10 FOR THE MILL CREEK BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT. 

 

Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina and the General 

Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY RICHLAND COUNTY 

COUNCIL: 

 

SECTION I.  The County of Richland and its employees and agents are hereby authorized to grant a 

deed for a portion of TMS# 19011-02-10 to the South Carolina Department of Transportation for 

the Mill Creek Bridge Replacement Project, as specifically described in the Title to Real Estate, 

which is attached hereto and incorporated herein. 

 

SECTION II.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be deemed 

unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, and 

clauses shall not be affected thereby. 

 

SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with the 

provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 

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

 

      RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

 

      By: ______________________________ 

               Norman Jackson, Chair 

 

 

Attest this ________  day of 

 

_____________________, 2014. 

 

____________________________________ 

S. Monique McDaniels 

Clerk of Council 

 
First Reading:     

Second Reading:  

Public Hearing:  

Third Reading: 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; Article II, Rules of 

Construction; Definitions; and Article V, Zoning Districts and District Standards; Section 26-141, Table of Permitted 

Uses, Permitted Uses with Special Requirements, and Special Exceptions; Subsection (f), Table of Permitted Uses, 

Permitted Uses with Special Requirements, and Special Exceptions; so as to permit non-hazardous sludge in the HI 

(Heavy Industrial District) with Special Requirements [THIRD READING] [PAGES 33-38]

 

Notes

First Reading:    November 25, 2014 

Second Reading:    December 2, 2014 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:    November 25, 2014
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___–14HR 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES, 

CHAPTER 26, LAND DEVELOPMENT; ARTICLE II, RULES OF CONSTRUCTION; 

DEFINITIONS; AND ARTICLE V, ZONING DISTRICTS AND DISTRICT STANDARDS; 

SECTION 26-141, TABLE OF PERMITTED USES, PERMITTED USES WITH SPECIAL 

REQUIREMENTS, AND SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS; SUBSECTION (F), TABLE OF 

PERMITTED USES, PERMITTED USES WITH SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS, AND 

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS; SO AS TO PERMIT NON-HAZARDOUS SLUDGE IN THE HI 

(HEAVY INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT) WITH SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS 

 

Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 

South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL: 

 

SECTION I.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; Article 

II, Rules of Construction; Definitions; Section 26-22, Definitions; is hereby amended to add the 

following definitions in appropriate chronological order: 

 

Sludge.  Any solid, semi-solid, or liquid waste generated from a municipal, 

commercial, or industrial wastewater treatment plant, water supply treatment plant, or air 

pollution control facility exclusive of the treated effluent from a wastewater treatment 

plant. 

 

Structural fill.  Landfilling for future beneficial use utilizing land-clearing debris, 

hardened concrete, hardened/cured asphalt, bricks, blocks, and other materials specified 

by DHEC by regulation, compacted and landfilled in a manner acceptable to DHEC, 

consistent with applicable engineering and construction standards and carried out as a 

part of normal activities associated with construction, demolition, and land-clearing 

operations; however, the materials utilized must not have been contaminated by 

hazardous constituents, petroleum products, or painted with lead-based paint.  Structural 

fill may not provide a sound structural base for building purposes. 

 

SECTION II.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; 

Article V, Zoning Districts And District Standards; Section 26-141, Table of Permitted Uses, 

Permitted Uses with Special Requirements, and Special Exceptions; Subsection (f), Table of 

Permitted Uses, Permitted Uses with Special Requirements, and Special Exceptions; 

“Agricultural Uses” of Table 26-V-2.; is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

 

 

 
(ORDINANCE CONTINUES ON NEXT PAGE)
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   USE TYPES 

TROS RU RR RS-E RS-

LD 

RS-

MD 

RS-

HD 

MH RM-

MD 

RM-

HD 

OI NC RC GC M-1 LI HI 

Transportation, Information, 

Warehousing, Waste Management, and 

Utilities 

                 

Airports or Air Transportation Facilities 

   and Support Facilities 

              P P P 

Antennas  SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR 

Bus Facilities, Interurban             P P P P P 

Bus Facilities, Urban             P P P P P 

Charter Bus Industry              P P P P 

Courier Services, Central Facility               P P P 

Courier Services, Substations           P  P P P P P 

Landfills, Sanitary and Inert Dump Sites 

Structural Fill Sites 

 SE               SE 

Limousine Services              P P P P 

Materials Recovery Facilities (Recycling)               P P P 

Power Generation, Natural Gas Plants, 

   and Similar Production Facilities 

                P 

Radio and Television Broadcasting 

   Facilities (Except Towers) 

          P  P P P P  

Radio, Television, and Other Similar 

   Transmitting Towers 

 SE         SE SE SE SE SE SE SE 

Rail Transportation and Support Facilities                 P 

Recycling Collection Stations                 P 

Remediation Services               P  P 

Scenic and Sightseeing Transportation             P P P P P 

Sludge, Non-Hazardous                 SR 

Sewage Treatment Facilities, Private                 P 

Taxi Service Terminals             P P P P P 

Truck Transportation Facilities               P P P 
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Utility Company Offices            P P P P P P  

   

   USE TYPES 

TROS RU RR RS-E RS-

LD 

RS-

MD 

RS-

HD 

MH RM-

MD 

RM-

HD 

OI NC RC GC M-1 LI HI 

Utility Lines and Related Appurtenances P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P 

Utility Service Facilities (No Outside 

   Storage) 

             P P P P 

Utility Substations SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR SR 

Warehouses (General Storage, Enclosed, 

   Not Including Storage of Any 

   Hazardous  Materials or Waste as 

   Determined by Any Agency of the 

   Federal, State or Local Government) 

          SR SR SR SR P P P 

Warehouses, Self-Storage             SR SR SR SR P 

Waste Collection, Hazardous                 SE 

Waste Collection, Other                 P 

Warehouses, Self-Storage             SR SR SR SR P 

Waste Collection, Solid, Non-Hazardous                 P 

Waste Treatment and Disposal,  

   Hazardous 

                SE 

Waste Treatment and Disposal, Non- 

   Hazardous 

                P 

Water Treatment Plants,  

   Non-Governmental, Public 

              P P P 
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SECTION III.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; 

Article VI, Supplemental Use Standards; Section 26-151, Permitted Uses with Special 

Requirements; Subsection (b), Permitted Uses with Special Requirements Listed By Zoning 

District; is hereby amended so as to add “Sludge, Non-Hazardous” as paragraph (67) and current 

paragraph (67) shall be new paragraph (68), and all subsequent paragraphs shall be appropriately 

renumbered. New paragraph (65) shall read as follows: 

 

(67) Sludge, Non-Hazardous - (HI) 

 

SECTION IV.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; 

Article VI, Supplemental Use Standards; Section 26-151, Permitted Uses with Special 

Requirements; Subsection (b), Permitted Uses with Special Requirements Listed By Zoning 

District; is hereby amended so as to add “Sludge, Non-Hazardous” as paragraph (67) and current 

paragraph (67) shall be new paragraph (68), and all subsequent paragraphs shall be appropriately 

renumbered. New paragraph (65) shall read as follows:: 

 

(65) Sludge, non-hazardous. 

 

a. Use districts. Heavy Industrial. 

 

b. All federal and state regulations must be met and a permit obtained from 

DHEC. 

 

SECTION V.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; 

Article VI, Supplemental Use Standards; Section 26-152, Special Exceptions; Subsection (c), 

Special Exceptions Listed By Zoning District; Paragraph (15); is hereby amended to read as 

follows: 

 

(15) Landfills, Sanitary and Inert Dump Structural Fill Sites - (RU, HI) 

 

SECTION VI.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 26, Land Development; 

Article VI, Supplemental Use Standards; Section 26-152, Special Exceptions; Subsection (d), 

Standards; Paragraph (15), Landfills and Inert Dump Sites; is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(15) Landfill, sanitary and inert dump structural fill sites. 

 

   a. Use districts: Rural; Heavy Industrial. 

 

b.  All required local, state, and federal permits must be obtained. 

 

c. Ingress and egress to the site must be from a thoroughfare or 

collector road.  

 

SECTION VII.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 

deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 

subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
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SECTION VIII.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 

conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 

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

______________, 2014. 

       

 RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

 

BY: ________________________________ 

Norman Jackson, Chair 

 

 

 

ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 

 

OF_________________, 2014 

 

 

_________________________________ 

S. Monique McDaniels 

Clerk of Council 

 

 

RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 

 

__________________________________ 

Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 

No Opinion Rendered As To Content 

 

 

 

 

Public Hearing: November 25, 2014 

First Reading:  November 25, 2014 

Second Reading: December 2, 2014 (tentative) 

Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 17, Motor Vehicles and Traffic; Article II, 

General Traffic and Parking Regulations; Section 17-10, Parking in Residential and Commercial Zones of the County; 

so as to define vehicles subject thereto [SECOND READING] [PAGES 39-45]

 

Notes

This item was reviewed at the May D&S Committee meeting, and held in the Committee in order for Council 

members to have their questions/concerns addressed by Legal, Planning and the Sheriff's Department. Meetings 

were held on June 17th, July 15th, September 9th, September 23rd, and October 21st to review the proposed 

ordinance with Legal staff, the Zoning Administrator, representatives from the Sheriff's Dept. and Council members. 

A follow up meeting was held on November 18th to discuss any additional changes to the draft ordinance.  

The finalized and redlined ordinance is included in the agenda packet for review and action by the Committee. 

 

November 25, 2014 - The Committee recommended that Council approve the ordinance amendment. 

 

First Reading:    December 2, 2014 

Second Reading: 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Define the vehicles subject to Section 17-10, Parking in Residential and Commercial 

Zones of the County. 

 

A. Purpose 

County Council is requested to approve the ordinance amendment that will more clearly define 

the vehicles prohibited from parking in residential and commercial zones of the County. 

 

B. Background / Discussion 

Section 17-10’s definitions and substantive provisions are antiquated, they do not take into 

account gross vehicle weight ratings, and create confusion by focusing on the number of axles 

rather than the size and purpose of the vehicles sought to be regulated.  There also is no active 

loading and unloading/delivery section or provision for vehicles that might otherwise be subject 

to the penalties in the ordinance that are in residential and commercial areas for purposes of 

providing temporary services, making repairs, or deliveries.  The County has received citizen 

complaints regarding the current section based on the above concerns, which are addressed in 

this proposed revision, and the amendment is intended to clarify these numerous issues and 

make enforcement of section 17-10 more practical and uniform. 

 

C. Legislative / Chronological History 

On March 4, 2014, Council approved a motion sponsored by the Honorable Norman Jackson as 

follows: 

 

“Revisit the ordinance on having commercial vehicles parked in neighborhoods or residential 

communities.” 

 

D. Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact associated with this request. 

 

E. Alternatives 

1. Approve the ordinance amendment that will more clearly define the vehicles prohibited 

from parking in residential and commercial zones of the County.  
 

2. Do not approve the ordinance amendment that will more clearly define the vehicles 

prohibited from parking in residential and commercial zones of the County.  

 

F. Recommendation 

This recommendation was made by the Honorable Norman Jackson. This is a policy decision 

for Council. 

Recommended by: Norman Jackson Department: County Council Date: March 4, 2014  
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G. Reviews 
(Please replace the appropriate box with a � and then support your recommendation in the Comments section 

before routing on.  Thank you!)   

 

 

Finance 

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  3/11/14   

 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

� Recommend Council discretion 

Comments regarding recommendation:  

 

Recommendation based on no financial impact noted  

 

Sheriff 

Reviewed by: Deputy Chief Stephen Birnie  Date: 03/12/14 

 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: Recommend approval provided a perfecting 

amendment striking references to “right-of-way”. It is difficult for the enforcing deputy 

to determine where a “right-of-way” begins and ends. Insert “public street or roadway” 

as appropriate. 

 

Legal 

Reviewed by: Elizabeth McLean   Date:  3/18/14 

 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  Policy decision left to Council’s discretion.  As 

to Chief Birnie’s comments, I would recommend, if Council deems it necessary, adding 

the language suggested along with “right-of-way”.  Right of way and roadway would be 

defined differently, with right-of-way giving more leeway. 

 

Administration 

Reviewed by: Warren Harley   Date: 

 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO.  ___–14HR 
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES; 
CHAPTER 17, MOTOR VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC; ARTICLE II, GENERAL TRAFFIC 
AND PARKING REGULATIONS; SECTION 17-10, PARKING IN RESIDENTIAL AND 
COMMERCIAL ZONES OF THE COUNTY; SO AS TO DEFINE VEHICLES SUBJECT 
THERETO.  
 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 
South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND 
COUNTY: 
 
SECTION I.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 17, Motor Vehicles and 
Traffic; Article II, General Traffic and Parking Regulations; Section 17-10, Parking in 
Residential Zones of the County; is hereby amended to read as follows:   
 

 Section 17-10. Parking in residential and commercial zones of the county.  

 
(a)  For the purpose of this paragraph section, the following definitions shall apply: 

 
(1) Fitted cover, for the purpose of this section, means a cover that conforms to 

the basic shape of the vehicle and covers all portions of such vehicle.   
 
(2) Motor Vehicle means every vehicle which is self-propelled, except mopeds, 

and every vehicle which is propelled by electric power obtained from 
overhead trolley wires, but not operated upon rails.  

  
(3) Semi-trailer means every vehicle having more than two (2) axles, with or 

without motive power, other than a pole trailer, designed for carrying persons 
or property and for being drawn by a motor vehicle, and so constructed that 
some part of its weight and that of its load rests upon or is carried by another 
vehicle; and exceeds a gross weight of 10,000 pounds, or a manufacturer’s 
gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) of 10,000 pounds. 

 
(4) Trailer (other than semi-trailer) means every vehicle having more than two 

(2) axles, with or without motive power, other than a pole trailer, designed for 
carrying persons or property and for being drawn by a motor vehicle, and so 
constructed that no part of its weight rests upon the towing vehicle; and which 
does not exceed a gross weight of 10,000 pounds, or a manufacturer’s gross 
vehicle weight rating (GVWR) of 10,000 pounds.  This definition excludes 
camping trailers, boat trailers, travel trailers, and utility trailers, as such are 
regulated in the Richland County Land Development Code at Section 26-173 
(f). 
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(5) Truck tractor means every motor vehicle designed and used primarily for 
drawing other vehicles, and not so constructed as to carry a load other than a 
part of the weight of the vehicle and the load so drawn.  

 
(b)  It shall be unlawful for a truck tractor, a semi-trailer, or a trailer having more 

than two (2) axles, or a trailer having more than two (2) axles to be parked on any public 
street, road, right-of-way or as otherwise prohibited by the Richland County Code of 
Ordinances in the unincorporated portions of the county which are or hereafter shall be 
designated as Rural Residential, Single-Family Residential, Manufactured Home, or 
General Residential under the Richland County Zoning Ordinance and the “Zoning Map 
of Unincorporated Richland County”, as amended. 

 
(c)  Except as is provided in subsection (d), below, it shall be unlawful for any truck 

tractor, semi-trailer or trailer to be parked, stored or located on a lot in any residential 
zoning district in the unincorporated areas of the county [except for those parcels that are 
one (1) acre or greater in the (RU) Rural zoning district] unless the entire portion of such 
truck tractor, semi-trailer or trailer is parked, stored or located in an enclosed garage or in 
a carport at the residence, or is enclosed under a fitted cover. 

 
(d)  Notwithstanding subsections (b) and (c), above, truck tractors, semi-trailers or 

trailers that are in active use in the provision of a service or delivery or removal of 
property or material at or from a residence in a residential zoning district may park on the 
public street, road, right-of-way or lot at which the service is being provided or the 
delivery or removal is being made, for only the duration of the service provision or 
delivery or removal as provided for herein.  For purposes of this section, “active loading 
or unloading” shall include, but not be limited to, the delivery or removal of furniture, 
yard trash or debris, household or building materials, tangible personal property and the 
like, evidenced by the active involvement (e.g., the loading, unloading, service provision 
or supervision thereof) of the owner, operator, delivery personnel, service provider, or 
other person responsible for parking or causing to be parked the truck tractor, semi-trailer 
or trailer while the truck tractor, semi-trailer or trailer is parked on the public street, road, 
right-of-way or lot subject to this section.  For purposes of this section, “active loading 
and unloading” does not include parking or “staging” a truck tractor, semi-trailer or 
trailer, leaving the same unattended and then engaging in loading, unloading, removal or 
service provision at a subsequent point beyond twenty-four (24) hours. 
 

(be)  It shall be unlawful for an automobile vehicle, motor vehicle, or wheeled 
conveyance of any kind required by law to be licensed that is unlicensed, or is displaying 
an expired or invalid licenses to be parked on any public street, or road, right-of-way or 
as otherwise prohibited by the Richland County Code of Ordinances in the 
unincorporated portions of the county which are or hereafter shall be designated as Rural 
Residential, Single-Family Residential, Manufactured Home, or Multi-Family Residential 
under the Richland County Zoning Ordinance and the “Zoning Map of Unincorporated 
Richland County”, as amended. 
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(cf)  All motor vehicles and/or trailers without a valid state-issued license plate 
permitting operation on public roads and highways, which are stored, parked, or located 
on a lot in any zoning district in the unincorporated areas of the county, except for those 
parcels that are five (5) three (3) acres or greater in the (RU) Rural zoning district, are 
required to be kept in a garage, carport, or protected from the elements by a fitted cover; 
provided, however, in the case of a vehicle protected from the elements by a cover, such 
covered vehicle shall not be visible from the public right-of-way. Licensed automobile 
dealerships, persons licensed to conduct businesses involving storage and sale of junk 
and scrap, trailers utilized as temporary structures in conjunction with construction 
activities, and vehicles used in agricultural operations and which are not operated on the 
public roads and highways are exempt.   
 

(dg)  Any motor vehicle and/or trailer that is not capable of operating in accordance 
with South Carolina law and/or in the case of a motor vehicle, not capable of moving 
under its own power (even if it has a valid state-issued license plate permitting operation 
on public roads and highways) shall not be stored, parked, or located on a lot in any 
residential or commercial zoning district in the unincorporated areas of the county 
(except for those parcels that are five (5) three (3) acres or greater in the (RU) Rural 
zoning district) for more than a single period of thirty (30) forty-five (45) consecutive 
days during any calendar year unless it is kept in an enclosed garage, in a carport attached 
to the residence, or protected from the elements by a fitted cover; provided, however, in 
the case of a vehicle protected from the elements by a cover, such vehicle shall not be 
visible from the public right-of-way. 
 

(eh)  Penalties:  Unless otherwise prescribed by law, any owner and/or operator of a 
motor vehicle and/or trailer violating the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor.  Upon a finding by a deputy sheriff of a violation, any offender shall 
have an opportunity to cure the violation within a prescribed period of time; provided that 
the period of time allowed shall not begin to run until notice of the violation is provided 
to the offender. Notice shall be sufficient if provided by personal contact directly with the 
offender or by talking on the telephone with the offender, by the offender having 
accepted written notice by certified mail, or by placement of a notice of violation on the 
vehicle, motor vehicle, truck tractor, semi-trailer, or trailer. If the offender, resident, 
owner of the vehicle, motor vehicle, truck tractor, semi-trailer, or trailer or owner of the 
real property on which the violation occurred fails to take proper corrective action, in the 
prescribed time, such person shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon 
conviction, shall be fined not more than five hundred ($500.00) dollars or imprisoned for 
not more than thirty (30) days, or both. Each day such violation continues after due notice 
shall be considered a separate offense. Any owner and/or operator of a vehicle, motor 
vehicle, truck tractor, semi-trailer, or trailer which is in violation of this section (or if the 
offender is unable to be located, any owner of land on which the violation occurred), and 
any person who commits, participates in, assists in, or maintains that violation may each 
be found guilty of a separate offense and suffer the penalties set forth herein.  In the event 
that an offender has been previously cited for or given notice of a violation of this 
section, enforcement action may be taken immediately without the requirement of an 
opportunity to cure the violation. 
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(fi)  Administration and enforcement:  The Sheriff of the Richland Ccounty shall be 

authorized to enforce the provisions of this section and to engage a towing service to 
remove any vehicle parked in violation of these regulations, provided the cost of towing 
services shall be charged to the registered owner of any vehicle so removed.  

 
SECTION II.  Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 
subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective from and after _________, 
2014. 
                

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 
       BY:_________________________ 
              Norman Jackson, Chair 
ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 
 
OF _______________, 2014 
 

 
_____________________________________ 
S. Monique McDaniels 
Clerk of Council 

 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content 
 
 
 
First Reading:   
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:  
Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Authorizing the expansion of the boundaries of the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park jointly developed with 

Fairfield County to include certain real property located in Richland County; the execution and delivery of a credit 

agreement to provide for special source revenue credits to Blue Atlantic Columbia, LLC, previously identified as 

Project Peak; and other related matters [PAGES 46-63]

 

Notes

First Reading:    September 16, 2014 

Second Reading:    November 18, 2014 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:    November 18, 2014
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO.    

AUTHORIZING THE EXPANSION OF THE BOUNDARIES OF THE 
I-77 CORRIDOR REGIONAL INDUSTRIAL PARK JOINTLY 
DEVELOPED WITH FAIRFIELD COUNTY TO INCLUDE CERTAIN 
REAL PROPERTY LOCATED IN RICHLAND COUNTY; THE 
EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF A CREDIT AGREEMENT TO 
PROVIDE FOR SPECIAL SOURCE REVENUE CREDITS TO BLUE 
ATLANTIC COLUMBIA, LLC, PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED AS 
PROJECT PEAK; AND OTHER RELATED MATTERS. 

WHEREAS, Richland County (“County”), a public body corporate and politic under the laws of the 
State of South Carolina, is authorized under Article VIII, Section 13(D) of the South Carolina 
Constitution and Title 4, Chapter 1 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as amended 
(collectively, “Act”), to (i) create multi-county industrial parks in partnership with counties having 
contiguous borders with the County; and (ii) include the property of eligible companies within such multi-
county industrial parks, which inclusion under the terms of the Act makes such property exempt from ad 

valorem property taxes, and changes the character of the annual receipts from such property to fees-in-
lieu of ad valorem property taxes in an amount equivalent to the ad valorem taxes that would have been 
due and payable but for the location of the property in such multi-county industrial parks (“Fee 
Payments”);  

WHEREAS, the County is further authorized by the Act to grant credits against such Fee Payments 
(“Credit”) in order to assist a company located in a multi-county industrial park in paying the cost of 
designing, acquiring, constructing, improving, or expanding (A) the infrastructure serving the County or 
the property of a company located within such multi-county industrial parks or (B) for improved or 
unimproved real estate and personal property used in the operation of a commercial enterprise located 
within such multi county industrial park in order to enhance the economic development of the County 
(“Infrastructure”); 

WHEREAS, the County and Fairfield County, South Carolina have previously developed a multi-
county industrial park (“Park”) and entered into the “Master Agreement Governing the I-77 Corridor 
Regional Industrial Park,” dated April 15, 2003 which governs the operation of the Park (“Park 
Agreement”); 

WHEREAS, if plans proceed as expected, Blue Atlantic Columbia, LLC, a limited liability company 
organized and existing under the laws of Delaware previously identified as Project Peak (“Company”), 
will make an investment of at least $40,000,000 in the County, on a site more particularly described on 
Exhibit A, to establish a student-housing facility in the County (“Facility”); 

WHEREAS, the Facility is expected to provide significant economic benefits to the County and 
surrounding areas; 

WHEREAS, at the Company’s request, the County has offered as a reimbursement to the Company 
for its expenditures on Infrastructure benefitting the County and the Facility, a Credit against the 
Company’s Fee Payments on the Facility, the terms and conditions of which are more particularly 
described in the Credit Agreement between the County and the Company, the form of which is attached 
as Exhibit B; and 
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WHEREAS, to effect the Credit, the County desires to expand the boundaries of the Park and amend 
the Master Agreement to include the Facility in the Park. 

NOW THEREFORE, THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, 
ORDAINS: 

Section 1. Expansion of Park Boundaries; Inclusion of Facility. There is hereby authorized an 
expansion of the Park boundaries to include the Facility and an amendment to the Master Agreement. The 
County Council Chair, or the Vice Chair in the event the Chair is absent, the County Administrator and 
the Clerk to the County Council are hereby authorized to execute such documents and take such further 
actions as may be necessary to complete such expansion of the Park boundaries. Pursuant to the terms of 
the Master Agreement and the Act, such expansion shall be complete on the adoption of (i) a companion 
ordinance by the Fairfield County Council and (ii) a resolution or ordinance by the City of Columbia City 
Council consenting to the inclusion of the of the Facility in the Park. 

Section 2. Approval of Credit; Authorization to Execute Credit Agreement. There is hereby 
authorized a Credit against the Company’s Fee Payments with respect to the Facility as a reimbursement 
to the Company for its qualifying Infrastructure expenditures. The form and terms of the Credit as set 
forth in the Credit Agreement that is before this meeting are approved and all of the Credit Agreement’s 
terms and conditions are incorporated in this Ordinance by reference as if the Credit Agreement was set 
out in this Ordinance in its entirety. The County Council Chair, or the Vice-Chair in the event the Chair is 
absent, is authorized and directed to execute the Credit Agreement, in the name of and on behalf of the 
County, subject to any revisions as may be approved by the Chair or the County Administrator following 
receipt of advice from counsel to the County and that do not materially affect the obligation and rights of 
the County under the Credit Agreement, and the Clerk to County Council is authorized and directed to 
attest the Credit Agreement. 

Section 3. Further Assurances. The County Administrator (and his designated appointees) is 
authorized and directed, in the name of and on behalf of the County, to take whatever further actions and 
execute whatever further documents as the County Administrator (and his designated appointees) deems 
to be reasonably necessary and prudent to effect the intent of this Ordinance. 

Section 4. Savings Clause. The provisions of this Ordinance are separable. If any part of this 
Ordinance is, for any reason, unenforceable then the validity of the remainder of this Ordinance is 
unaffected. 

Section 5. General Repealer. Any prior ordinance, resolution or order, the terms of which are in 
conflict with this Ordinance, is, only to the extent of that conflict, repealed. 
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This Ordinance is effective after its third reading and public hearing. 
 

RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
 
 
        
Chairman, Richland County Council 

(SEAL) 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
        
Clerk to Richland County Council 
 
 
First Reading:  September 16, 2014 
Second Reading: November 18, 2014 
Public Hearing:  November 18, 2014 
Third Reading:  [__________], 2014 
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EXHIBIT A 

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

 

Parcel 1 

 
All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with the improvements thereon, situate, lying and being at the 
Northwestern corner of the intersection of Gervais and Harden Streets, in the City of Columbia, State of 
South Carolina, shown and designated as .76 acres on a plat prepared by Collingwood Surveying, Inc., 
dated September 23, 1998, and recorded in Record Book 204 at page 226 in the Office of the Register of 
Deeds for Richland County, South Carolina.  For a more detailed description as to courses, metes and 
bounds, reference is made to said plat of record. 
 

Parcel 2 

 
All that tract, parcel or block of land, with all buildings and other improvements thereon, located in the 
block surrounded by Harden, Gervais, Laurens and Lady Streets, in the City of Columbia, County of 
Richland, State of South Carolina, excepting therefrom only the lot located at the Southwest corner of 
Harden and Lady Streets, being the Northeast corner of said block, measuring One Hundred Four and 
three tenths (104.3’) feet on Harden Street (East) and measuring One Hundred Thirty Thee and five tenths 
(133.5’) feet on Lady Street (North) and measuring One Hundred Thirty and four tenths (130.4’) feet on 
its Southern side and One Hundred Four and five tenths (104.5’) feet on its Western side, and including 
all other lands and lots located in said block. 
 
ALSO LESS AND EXCEPTING: 
 
All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with the improvements thereon, situate, lying and being at the 
Northwestern corner of the intersection of Gervais and Harden Streets, in the City of Columbia, State of 
South Carolina, shown and designated as .76 acres on a plat prepared by Collingwood Surveying, Inc., 
dated September 23, 1998, and recorded in Record Book 204 at page 226 in the Office of the Register of 
Deeds for Richland County, South Carolina. For a more detailed description as to courses, metes and 
bounds, reference is made to said plat of record. 
 
Parcel 3 

 
All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with improvements thereon, situate, lying and being in the City 
of Columbia, County of Richland, State of South Carolina, the same being shown on a plat prepared for 
Almeta Gilbert Tilley, by Barber, Keels and Associates, Engineers, dated January 6, 1954, said lot being 
bounded and measuring as follows: On the North by Lady Street whereon it measures One Hundred 
Thirty-three and 5/10 (133.5’) feet, more or less; on the East by a strip lying between said lot and Harden 
Street whereon it measures One Hundred Four and 33/100 (104.33’) feet, more or less; on the South by 
property now formerly of Burnside whereon it measures One Hundred Thirty and 4/10 (130.4’) feet, more 
or less; and on the West by property now formerly of Able whereon it measures One Hundred Four and 
33/100 (104.33’) feet, more or less.  This property is presently known as 1239 Harden Street.   
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EXHIBIT B 

FORM OF CREDIT AGREEMENT 
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CREDIT AGREEMENT 

 

 

by and between 

 

 

RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 

 

 

and 

 

 

BLUE ATLANTIC COLUMBIA, LLC 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Effective as of ___________, 2014 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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CREDIT AGREEMENT 

This CREDIT AGREEMENT, effective as of [___________], 2014 (“Agreement”), is by and 
between RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, a body politic and corporate, and a political 
subdivision of the State of South Carolina (“County”), and Blue Atlantic Columbia, LLC, a limited 
liability company organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware and previously 
identified as Project Peak (“Company,” with the County, “Parties,” each, a “Party”). 

W I T N E S S E T H : 

WHEREAS, the County, acting by and through its County Council (“County Council”), is authorized 
and empowered under and pursuant to the provisions of Article VIII, Section 13(D) of the South Carolina 
Constitution and the provisions of Title 4, Chapter 1 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as 
amended (collectively, “Act”), to (i) jointly develop a multi-county industrial park with a county having 
coterminous borders with the County; and (ii) in the County’s discretion, include within the boundaries of 
the multi-county industrial park the property of qualifying companies, which inclusion under the terms of 
the Act makes such property exempt from ad valorem property taxes, and changes the character of the 
annual receipts from such property to fees-in-lieu of ad valorem property taxes (“Fee Payments”) in an 
amount equivalent to the ad valorem taxes that would have been due and payable but for the location of 
the property in such multi-county industrial parks;  

WHEREAS, the County is further authorized by the Act, to grant a credit (“Credit”) to a company 
located in a multi-county industrial park against the company’s Fee Payments as a reimbursement for 
qualifying expenditures made by the company for the cost of designing, acquiring, constructing, 
improving or expanding (i) infrastructure serving the company’s project or the County and (ii) improved 
and unimproved real estate used in the operation of a commercial enterprise in order to enhance the 
economic development of the County (“Infrastructure”); 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority provided in the Act, the County and Fairfield County, South 
Carolina have previously established a multi-county industrial park (“Park”) and entered into the “Master 
Agreement Governing the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park,” dated April 15, 2003 which governs 
the operation of the Park (as amended from time to time, “Park Agreement”); 

WHEREAS, if plans proceed as expected, the Company will make an investment of at least 
$40,000,000 in the County, on a site more particularly described on Exhibit A (“Site”), to establish a 
student-housing facility in the County (“Facility”); 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the County’s Ordinance No. [_____] dated [________], 2014 (“County 
Ordinance”), the County authorized the expansion of the boundaries of the Park and an amendment to the 
Park Agreement to include the Site and, as a result, the Facility in the Park; 

WHEREAS, as required under the provisions of the Act, because the Facility is located in the City of 
Columbia, South Carolina (“City”), the City has, pursuant to Ordinance No. [______] dated [________], 
2014, consented to the inclusion of the Site within the boundaries of the Park; and  

WHEREAS, pursuant to the County Ordinance, the County further authorized the execution and 
delivery of this Agreement and agreed to provide a Credit against the Company’s Fee Payments due with 
respect to the Facility to reimburse the Company for its expenditures on Infrastructure, subject to the 
terms and conditions below. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the respective representations and agreements hereinafter 
contained, the County and the Company agree as follows: 
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ARTICLE I 

REPRESENTATIONS 

SECTION 1.01. Representations by the County. The County makes the following representations: 

(a) The County is a body politic and corporate and a political subdivision of the State of South 
Carolina; 

(b) The County is authorized and empowered by the provisions of the Act to enter into, and carry out 
its obligations under, this Agreement; 

(c) The County has duly approved this Agreement by adoption of the County Ordinance in 
accordance with the Act and any other applicable state and local law; 

(d) By proper action of the County Council, the County has duly authorized the execution and 
delivery of this Agreement and any and all actions reasonably necessary and appropriate to consummate 
the transactions contemplated hereby; 

(e) The County has included the Site and, as a result, the Facility in the Park and shall maintain the 
Site and the Facility within the Park for the duration of this Agreement to facilitate the Company’s receipt 
of the Credits; and 

(f) The County enters into this Agreement for the purpose of promoting the economic development 
of the County. 

SECTION 1.02. Representations by the Company. The Company makes the following 
representations: 

(a) The Company a limited liability company, duly organized, validly existing, and in good standing, 
under the laws of the State of Delaware, has power to enter into this Agreement, and by proper corporate 
action has authorized the officials signing this Agreement to execute and deliver it and take all actions 
reasonably necessary and appropriate to consummate the transactions contemplated hereby; and 

(b) The Credits provided by the County in the manner set forth in this Agreement have been 
instrumental in inducing the Company to establish the Facility in the County. 

ARTICLE II 

INVESTMENT AND OPERATION OF THE FACILITY 

SECTION 2.01. Investment Commitment.  The Company shall invest at least $40,000,000 in 
connection with the Facility (“Investment Commitment”) by the Certification Date (as defined below). 
The Company shall certify to the County achievement of the Investment Commitment within 90 days of 
the issue date of the Certificate of Occupancy for the Facility (“Certification Date”), by providing 
documentation to the County sufficient to reflect such investment, in form and substance reasonably 
acceptable to the County.  If the Company fails to achieve and certify the Investment Commitment to the 
County, as set forth above, then the County may terminate this Agreement and, upon any such 
termination, the Company shall be entitled to no further benefits hereunder.  Notwithstanding anything in 
this Agreement to the contrary and subject to the Act, investment in connection with the Facility may, but 
shall not be required to, include, in the aggregate, capital expenditures and costs (including, but not 
limited to, expenditures and costs incurred for, or in connection with, land acquisition, demolition, 
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building construction, site preparation, site improvements, infrastructure construction, other real property 
improvements, and personal property acquisition) and soft costs (including, but not limited to, 
architectural fees, engineering fees, financing fees, legal fees, studies, developer and general contracting 
fees, insurance, permits and tap fees, impact fees, renting and marketing costs and project development 
costs). 

SECTION 2.02. Operation of the Facility as a Private Dormitory. The Company shall operate the 
Facility in a manner which satisfies the requirements applicable to private dormitories under Section 17-
321 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Columbia, South Carolina, as amended through the date 
hereof, (“City Code”) as set forth in this Section 2.02.  If the Facility fails to comply with such 
requirements as of the issue date of a Certificate of Occupancy for the Facility, then such failure shall be 
deemed an Event of Default under Section 4.01 hereof and the County shall, subject to the cure provisions 
set forth in Section 4.01 hereof, have the right to terminate this Agreement and, upon any such 
termination, the Company shall be entitled to no further benefits hereunder.   If at any time during the 
Credit Term (as defined below), the Facility ceases to be operated as a private dormitory or is otherwise 
found by the City, in its reasonable discretion, to be non-compliant with the requirements of Section 17-
321 of the City Code, then such failure shall be deemed an Event of Default under Section 4.01 hereof 
and the County shall, subject to the cure provisions set forth in Section 4.01 hereof, have the right to 
terminate this Agreement and, upon any such termination, the Company shall be entitled to no further 
benefits hereunder.  

ARTICLE III 

CREDIT TERMS 

SECTION 3.01. Amount and Duration of Credit. 

(a) If, for any year of the Credit Term (as defined below), the Company’s gross Fee Payment (which 
shall be the Fee Payment before the deduction of any Credit due hereunder) payable with respect to the 
Facility is greater than or equal to $750,000, the County shall provide a 50% Credit against the Fee 
Payment due with respect to the Facility for such year, as provided herein. If, for any year of the Credit 
Term (as defined below), the Company’s gross Fee Payment with respect to the Facility is less than 
$750,000 for such year, then the County shall provide a Credit against the Fee Payment with respect to 
the Facility for such year sufficient to reduce the Company’s Net Fee Payment (as defined below) to 
$400,000.  If, for any year of the Credit Term (as defined below), the Company’s gross Fee Payment with 
respect to the Facility is less than $400,000, then this Agreement shall terminate prospectively. 

(b) The Company is eligible to receive a Credit, as set forth in this Agreement, for a period of 10 
consecutive years, beginning with the first full year for which the Company owes a Fee Payment with 
respect to the Facility following the receipt by the Company of a Certificate of Occupancy for the Facility 
(“Credit Term”).  

(c) For each year of the Credit Term, the County shall prepare and issue the annual Fee Payment bill 
with respect to the Facility net of the Credit set forth in Section 3.01(a) hereof (“Net Fee Payment”). 
Following receipt of any such Net Fee Payment bill, the Company shall timely remit such Net Fee 
Payment to the County in accordance with applicable law. 

(d) If any portion of this Agreement is found to be invalid or unenforceable by a court of competent 
jurisdiction, the County agrees to provide the Company with a Credit in a maximum amount and for a 
maximum term that is not invalid or unenforceable under the terms of such court ruling, but in no event 
may the value of such revised Credit exceed the value of the Credit offered to the Company set forth in 
Section 3.01 of this Agreement. 
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(e) No breach by the County of this Agreement shall result in the imposition of any pecuniary liability 
upon the County or any charge upon its general credit or against its taxing power. The liability of the 
County under this Agreement or for any breach or default by the County of any of the foregoing shall be 
limited solely and exclusively to the Fee Payments received from the Company. The County shall not be 
required to provide the Credit set forth in this Agreement except with respect to the Fee Payments 
received from the Company. 

SECTION 3.02. Cumulative Limit on Credit. The cumulative dollar amount expended by the 
Company on Infrastructure shall equal or exceed the cumulative dollar amount of the Credit received by 
the Company under this Agreement.  

SECTION 3.03. Termination.   

Unless first terminated under any other provision of this Agreement, this Agreement terminates on the 
expiration of the Credit Term and payment by the Company of any outstanding Net Fee Payment due on 
the Facility pursuant to the terms of this Agreement. 

 

ARTICLE IV 

DEFAULTS AND REMEDIES 

SECTION 4.01. Events of Default. If any Party fails duly and punctually to perform any material 
covenant, condition, agreement or provision contained in this Agreement on the part of such Party to be 
performed, which, except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, failure shall continue for a period of 
60 days after written notice by the other Party specifying the failure and requesting that it be remedied is 
given to the defaulting Party, then such Party is in default under this Agreement (“Event of Default”); 
provided, however, that if any such failure is not, with due diligence, susceptible of cure within such 60-
day period, then such defaulting Party shall have an additional period of time not to exceed 30 days from 
the date of such written notice by the other Party to cure such failure, unless such Parties agree in a 
writing signed by all Parties to an extension of such time prior to its expiration. 

SECTION 4.02. Legal Proceedings by Company and County. On the happening of any Event of 
Default by a Party, then and in every such case the other Party, in its discretion may: 

(a) subject to the cure provisions in Section 4.01 hereof, terminate this Agreement; 

(b) by mandamus, or other suit, action, or proceeding at law or in equity, enforce all of its rights and 
require the defaulting Party to perform its duties under the Act and this Agreement; 

(c) bring suit upon this Agreement; 

(d) exercise any or all rights and remedies in effect in the State of South Carolina, or other applicable 
law; or 

(e) by action or suit in equity enjoin any acts or things which may be unlawful or in violation of its 
rights. 

SECTION 4.03. Remedies Not Exclusive. No remedy in this Agreement conferred upon or reserved 
either to the Company or County is intended to be exclusive of any other remedy or remedies, and each 
and every such remedy shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy given under 
this Agreement or now or hereafter existing at law or in equity or by statute. 

Page 56 of 210



 

5 
NPCOL1:4038142.2-LOCAL_AGR-(TVC) 054297-00001  

SECTION 4.04. Nonwaiver. No delay or omission of the Company or County to exercise any right or 
power accruing upon any default or Event of Default shall impair any such right or power or shall be 
construed to be a waiver of any such default or Event of Default, or an acquiescence therein; and every 
power and remedy given by this Article IV to the Company or County may be exercised from time to 
time and as often as may be deemed expedient. 

ARTICLE V 

MISCELLANEOUS 

SECTION 5.01. Assignment. The Company may assign this Agreement in whole or in part with the 
prior written consent of the County, which consent will not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned, or 
delayed, and may be given by resolution of County Council.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, any 
assignment of this Agreement, in whole or in part, to an affiliated entity of the Company is hereby 
approved without any further action of the County Council.  The County’s Director of Economic 
Development must receive notice of any assignment to an affiliated entity of the Company. 

SECTION 5.02. Examination of Records; Confidentiality. 

(a) The Company agrees that the County and its authorized agents shall have the right at all 
reasonable times and on prior reasonable notice to enter and examine the Facility and to have access to 
and examine all the Company’s books and records pertaining to the Facility. The Company may prescribe 
reasonable and necessary terms and conditions of the County’s right to examination and inspection of the 
Facility and the Company’s books and records pertaining to the Facility. The terms and conditions of the 
Company may include, but not be limited to, those necessary to protect the Company’s confidentiality 
and proprietary rights. 

(b) The County, and County Council, acknowledge and understand that the Company may have and 
maintain at the Facility certain confidential and proprietary information, including but not limited to 
financial, sales or other information concerning the Company’s operations (“Confidential Information”) 
and that any disclosure of the Confidential Information would result in substantial harm to the Company 
and could thereby have a significant detrimental impact on the Company’s employees and also upon the 
County. Therefore, except as required by law, the County, and County Council, agrees to keep 
confidential, and to cause employees, agents and representatives of the County to keep confidential, the 
Confidential Information which may be obtained from the Company, its agents or representatives. The 
County, and County Council, shall not disclose and shall cause all employees, agents and representatives 
of the County not to disclose the Confidential Information to any person other than in accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement.  

SECTION 5.03. Successors and Assigns. All covenants, stipulations, promises, and agreements 
contained in this Agreement, by or on behalf of, or for the benefit of, the County or the Company, as the 
case may be, shall bind or inure to the benefit of the successors of the County or the Company, as the case 
may be, from time to time and any officer, board, commission, agency, or instrumentality to whom or to 
which any power or duty of the County, shall be transferred. 

SECTION 5.04. Provisions of Agreement for Sole Benefit of County and Company. Except as in this 
Agreement otherwise specifically provided, nothing in this Agreement expressed or implied is intended or 
shall be construed to confer upon any person other than the County and the Company any right, remedy, 
or claim under or by reason of this Agreement, this Agreement being intended to be for the sole and 
exclusive benefit of the County and the Company. 

SECTION 5.05. Severability. In case any one or more of the provisions of this Agreement shall, for 
any reason, be held to be illegal or invalid, the illegality or invalidity shall not affect any other provision 
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of this Agreement, and this Agreement and the Credits shall be construed and enforced as if the illegal or 
invalid provisions had not been contained herein or therein. 

SECTION 5.06. No Liability for Personnel of County or Company. No covenant or agreement 
contained in this Agreement is deemed to be a covenant or agreement of any member, agent, or employee 
of the County or its governing body or the Company or any of its officers, employees, or agents in an 
individual capacity, and neither the members of the governing body of the County nor any official 
executing this Agreement is liable personally on the Credits or the Agreement or subject to any personal 
liability or accountability by reason of the issuance thereof. 

SECTION 5.07. Indemnification Covenant. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph (b) below, the Company shall indemnify and save the County, its 
employees, elected officials, officers and agents (each, an “Indemnified Party”) harmless against and from 
all claims by or on behalf of any person arising from the County’s execution of this Agreement, 
performance of the County’s obligations under this Agreement or the administration of its duties pursuant 
to this Agreement, or otherwise by virtue of the County having entered into this Agreement. If such a 
claim is made against any Indemnified Party, then subject to the provisions of (b) below, the Company 
shall defend the Indemnified Party in any action or proceeding. 
 
 (b) Notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary, the Company is not required to indemnify any 
Indemnified Party against any claim or liability (i) occasioned by the acts of that Indemnified Party, 
which are unrelated to the execution of this Agreement, performance of the County’s obligations under 
this Agreement, or the administration of its duties under this Agreement, or otherwise by virtue of the 
County having entered into this Agreement; or (ii) resulting from that Indemnified Party’s own 
negligence, bad faith, fraud, deceit, or willful misconduct. 
 
 (c) An Indemnified Party may not avail itself of the indemnification provided in this Section unless it 
provides the Company with prompt notice, reasonable under the circumstances, of the existence or threat 
of any claim or liability, including, without limitation, copies of any citations, orders, fines, charges, 
remediation requests, or other claims or threats of claims, in order to afford the Company notice, 
reasonable under the circumstances, within which to defend or otherwise respond to a claim. 
 
 (d) Following this notice, the Company shall resist or defend against any claim or demand, action or 
proceeding, at its expense, using counsel of its choice. The Company is entitled to manage and control the 
defense of or response to any claim, charge, lawsuit, regulatory proceeding or other action, for itself and 
the Indemnified Party; provided the Company is not entitled to settle any matter at the separate expense or 
liability of any Indemnified Party without the consent of that Indemnified Party. To the extent any 
Indemnified Party desires to use separate counsel for any reason, other than a conflict of interest, that 
Indemnified Party is responsible for its independent legal fees. 
 

SECTION 5.08. Notices. All notices, certificates, requests, or other communications under this 
Agreement are sufficiently given and are deemed given, unless otherwise required by this Agreement, 
when (i) delivered or (ii) sent by facsimile and confirmed by United States first-class registered mail, 
postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 

 (a) if to the County:  Richland County, South Carolina 
      Attn: Director of Economic Development 
      2020 Hampton Street (29204) 
      Post Office Box 192  
      Columbia, South Carolina 29202 
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  with a copy to   Parker Poe Adams & Bernstein LLP 
  (does not constitute notice): Attn: Ray E. Jones 
      1201 Main Street, Suite 1450 (29201) 
      Post Office Box 1509  
      Columbia, South Carolina 29202 
 
 
 (b) if to the Company:  Blue Atlantic Columbia, LLC 
      Attn: Jeff Githens 
      [_________________________] 

      [_________________________] 

  with a copy to 
  (does not constitute notice): Nexsen Pruet, LLC 
      Attn:  Burnet R. Maybank, III 
       Tushar V. Chikhliker 
      1230 Main Street, Suite 700 (29201) 
      Post Office Drawer 2426 
      Columbia, South Carolina 29202 

The County and the Company may, by notice given under this Section, designate any further or 
different addresses to which subsequent notices, certificates, requests or other communications shall be 
sent. 

SECTION 5.09. Administrative Fees. 

(a) The Company shall reimburse the County for reasonable expenses, including, reasonable 
attorneys’ fees, related to (i) review and negotiation of this Agreement, or (ii) review and negotiation of 
any other documents related to the Facility, in an amount not to exceed $5,000. 

SECTION 5.10. Merger. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement among the parties to it with 
respect to the matters contemplated in it, and it is understood and agreed that all undertakings, 
negotiations, representations, promises, inducements and agreements heretofore had among these parties 
are merged herein. 

SECTION 5.11 Agreement to Sign Other Documents. The County agrees that it will from time to 
time, and at the expense of the Company, execute and deliver such further instruments and take such 
further action as may be reasonable and as may be required to carry out the purpose of this Agreement; 
provided, however, that such instruments or actions shall never create or constitute an indebtedness of the 
County within the meaning of any state constitutional provision (other than the provisions of Article X, 
Section 14(10) of the South Carolina Constitution) or statutory limitation and shall never constitute or 
give rise to a pecuniary liability of the County or a charge against its general credit or taxing power or 
pledge the credit or taxing power of the State of South Carolina, or any other political subdivision of the 
State of South Carolina. 

SECTION 5.12. Agreement’s Construction. The Parties agree that each Party and its counsel have 
reviewed and revised this Agreement and that any rule of construction to the effect that ambiguities are to 
be resolved against a drafting party does not apply in the interpretation of this Agreement or any 
amendments or exhibits to this Agreement. 

SECTION 5.13. Applicable Law. South Carolina law, exclusive of its conflicts of law provisions that 
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would refer the governance of this Agreement to the laws of another jurisdiction, governs this Agreement. 

SECTION 5.14. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each 
of which, when so executed and delivered, shall be an original; but such counterparts shall together 
constitute but one and the same instrument. 

SECTION 5.15. Amendments. This Agreement may be amended only by written agreement of the 
parties hereto. 

SECTION 5.16. Waiver. Either Party may waive compliance by the other Party with any term or 
condition of this Agreement but the waiver is valid only if it is in a writing signed by the waiving Party. 

 

 [TWO SIGNATURE PAGES FOLLOW] 
[REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Richland County, South Carolina, has caused this Agreement to be 
executed by the appropriate officials of the County and its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed and 
attested, effective the day and year first above written. 

RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
 
        
Chair, Richland County Council 

(SEAL) 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Clerk to Richland County Council 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Blue Atlantic Columbia, LLC has caused this Agreement to be executed 
by its authorized officers, effective the day and year first above written. 

BLUE ATLANTIC COLUMBIA, LLC 
 
By:        
Name: ________      
Its:        

 

 [REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK] 
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EXHIBIT A 

DESCRIPTION OF SITE 

 

Parcel 1 

 
All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with the improvements thereon, situate, lying and being at the 
Northwestern corner of the intersection of Gervais and Harden Streets, in the City of Columbia, State of 
South Carolina, shown and designated as .76 acres on a plat prepared by Collingwood Surveying, Inc., 
dated September 23, 1998, and recorded in Record Book 204 at page 226 in the Office of the Register of 
Deeds for Richland County, South Carolina.  For a more detailed description as to courses, metes and 
bounds, reference is made to said plat of record. 
 
Parcel 2 

 
All that tract, parcel or block of land, with all buildings and other improvements thereon, located in the 
block surrounded by Harden, Gervais, Laurens and Lady Streets, in the City of Columbia, County of 
Richland, State of South Carolina, excepting therefrom only the lot located at the Southwest corner of 
Harden and Lady Streets, being the Northeast corner of said block, measuring One Hundred Four and 
three tenths (104.3’) feet on Harden Street (East) and measuring One Hundred Thirty Thee and five tenths 
(133.5’) feet on Lady Street (North) and measuring One Hundred Thirty and four tenths (130.4’) feet on 
its Southern side and One Hundred Four and five tenths (104.5’) feet on its Western side, and including 
all other lands and lots located in said block. 
 
ALSO LESS AND EXCEPTING: 
 
All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with the improvements thereon, situate, lying and being at the 
Northwestern corner of the intersection of Gervais and Harden Streets, in the City of Columbia, State of 
South Carolina, shown and designated as .76 acres on a plat prepared by Collingwood Surveying, Inc., 
dated September 23, 1998, and recorded in Record Book 204 at page 226 in the Office of the Register of 
Deeds for Richland County, South Carolina. For a more detailed description as to courses, metes and 
bounds, reference is made to said plat of record. 
 
Parcel 3 

 
All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with improvements thereon, situate, lying and being in the City 
of Columbia, County of Richland, State of South Carolina, the same being shown on a plat prepared for 
Almeta Gilbert Tilley, by Barber, Keels and Associates, Engineers, dated January 6, 1954, said lot being 
bounded and measuring as follows: On the North by Lady Street whereon it measures One Hundred 
Thirty-three and 5/10 (133.5’) feet, more or less; on the East by a strip lying between said lot and Harden 
Street whereon it measures One Hundred Four and 33/100 (104.33’) feet, more or less; on the South by 
property now formerly of Burnside whereon it measures One Hundred Thirty and 4/10 (130.4’) feet, more 
or less; and on the West by property now formerly of Able whereon it measures One Hundred Four and 
33/100 (104.33’) feet, more or less.  This property is presently known as 1239 Harden Street.   
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Annual Budget to appropriate $167,583.00 of 

General Fund Balance to cover cost of grant match funds [PAGES 64-70]

 

Notes

October 28, 2014 - The Committee recommended that Council approve a budget amendment in the amount of 

$167,583.00, increasing the amount of grant match available to departments for grants and match amounts that 

were approved by County Council in the FY15 budget process. This amount also provides for an extra match of 

$27,846.00 that was not approved in the FY15 budget. These funds would go towards funding a shortfall in the 

approved Criminal Domestic Violence (CDV) Court grant for the Solicitor’s Office. 

 

First Reading:    November 18, 2014 

Second Reading:    December 2, 2014 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Budget Amendment – Grant Match 
 

A. Purpose 

County Council is requested to approve a budget amendment in the amount of $167,583.00, 
increasing the amount of grant match available to departments for grants and match amounts 
that were approved by County Council in the FY15 budget process.  

 

B. Background / Discussion 

Many grant agencies require grant recipients to guarantee matching funds in order to receive 
their grant funds.  For example, a federal grant may cover 75% of the total project cost and 
require the grantee, Richland County, to come up with the remaining 25% to secure the grant.  
Historically, Richland County has used a “grant match” account to cover the match required.   
 
Each year during the budget process, departments request grant match funds for grants they 
think they will receive during the year.  For FY15, department grant match requests totaled 
$469,932.00.  During the FY15 budget process, $194,746.00 was approved for the “grant 
match” account.  As grants are awarded, any required cash match is drawn down from this pool 
of funds on a first requested-first awarded approach. While funds are allocated each year for 
grant matching purposes, the fund amount is not enough to cover this year’s awards. 
 
As of October 10, 2014, match amounts for confirmed awards and pending awards total 
$361,425.00.  A budget amendment is needed for $167,583.00 to cover the shortfall.  The 
attached spreadsheet shows the FY15 grant activity to date.  If new / additional grants outside of 
this request are awarded during the fiscal year, staff will bring the grants to Council for approval 
of the grant itself and any grant match that may be required.    
 
Included in the request for $167,583.00 is a special request for extra match that was not 
approved in the FY15 budget in the amount of $27,846.00 (see the yellow highlight on page 2 of 
the attached spreadsheet).  The funds would go towards funding a shortfall in the approved 
Criminal Domestic Violence (CDV) Court grant for the Solicitor’s Office. Extra matching funds 
were budgeted for this grant, but the funds currently approved are not enough to cover the full 
cost of the program.   
 
Staff asks that the full $167,583.00 be approved, as grant periods are time sensitive.  

 

C. Legislative/Chronological History 

• This is a staff-initiated request. 
• The grant match amount of $194,746.00 was approved in FY15 budget June 2014. 

 

D. Financial Impact 

A budget amendment from the General Fund is needed for $167,583.00. This action will require 
three readings and a public hearing. 

 

E. Alternatives 

1.  Approve the request for a budget amendment for grant match in the amount of $167,583.00. 
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2.  Do not approve the request for a budget amendment for grant match in the amount of 
$167,583.00, causing the County to return grant funds or reduce the scope and size of grant 
funded projects.  

 

F. Recommendation 

It is recommended that Council approve the request for a budget amendment of $167,583.00 for 
grant match funds.   
 

Recommended by: Sara Salley   
Department: Administration 
Date: 10/10/14 

 

G.  Reviews 
(Please SIGN your name, � the appropriate box, and support your recommendation before routing.  Thank you!) 

 

Finance 

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  10/13/14   
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

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

 

Legal 

Reviewed by:  Elizabeth McLean   Date: 10/14/14 
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

� Council Discretion (please explain if checked) 
Comments regarding recommendation: Policy decision left to Council’s discretion. 

 

Administration 

Reviewed by: Roxanne Ancheta   Date:  October 14, 2014 
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

� Council Discretion (please explain if checked) 
Comments regarding recommendation: It is recommended that Council approve the 
request for a budget amendment of $167,583.00  for grant match funds.   
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Department Project Name
Total Project 

Cost

Amount 

Requested

Cash Match 

Requested

Other Match 

Requested

FY15 

Award

FY15 

Match 

IFAS

FY15 

Match 

Needed 

Notes

Com Dev HOME (HUD) $603,086 $492,315 $110,771 $0 $110,771
Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14

Conserv
Twenty-Five Mile Creek Nonpoint 

Source Water Quality Implementation
$370,000 $300,000 $0 $70,000 $0

Award pending. Match to be paid from 

Stormwater

Coroner
Forensic Crime Scene Investigator 

(JAG)
$207,442 $186,711 $20,731 $0 $0 $0 $0 Not funded

Court Admin Court Technology Upgrade (JAG) $23,932 $21,537 $2,395 $0 20391 $0 $2,266
Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14

ESD EMS Grant in Aid - DHEC $63,300 $60,000 $3,300 $0 $28,125 $0 $3,300
Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14

ESD
Local Emergency Management 

Planning Grant (LEMPG)
$116,395 $110,000 $6,395 $0 $89,739 $6,395 $0

Sheriff School Resource Officer-D5 (JAG) $136,807 $123,126 $13,681 $0 $106,548 $11,839 $0

Sheriff
School Resource Officer-Westwood 

High (JAG)
$57,405 $51,664 $5,741 $0 $51,664 $5,741 $0

Sheriff Crime Scene Unit (JAG) $70,013 $63,012 $7,001 $0 $63,012 $7,001 $0

Sheriff Ballistics Lab Equipment (JAG) $110,419 $99,378 $11,041 $0 $99,377 $11,042
Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14

Sheriff Victim Advocacy (VOCA) Award I $65,000 $52,000 $13,000 $0 $11,775 $2,944 $0

Sheriff Victim Advocacy (VOCA) Award II $0 $35,323 $8,831
Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14

Sheriff Status Offender Intervention (JAG) $74,667 $63,601 $11,066 $0 $0 $0 $0 Not funded

Sheriff Forensic DNA Backlog Reduction $150,000 $117,234 $32,766 $0 $200,000 $0 $0 Grantee required no match.

Sheriff Bullet Prood Vest Partnership $40,000 $20,000 $20,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 Not funded

FY15 General Fund Match Update as of 10.10.14
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Department Project Name

Total Project 

Cost

Amount 

Requested

Cash Match 

Requested

Other Match 

Requested

FY15 

Award

FY15 

Match 

IFAS

FY15 

Match 

Needed 

Notes

Sheriff Hispanic Outreach Advocacy (VAWA) $65,000 $28,510 $36,490 $0 $36,855 $31,946

Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14.  $12,285 in match is 

required and $19,661 in extra match 

was approved in the FY15 grant process 

to cover the anticipated award amount 

shortage. The department has been 

asked to deal  with this issue each year 

during the budget process and has 

chosen to request additional funds to 

cover the difference.  

Sol icitor Drug Prosecutor (JAG) $89,556 $80,601 $8,955 $0 $80,329 $8,925 $0

Sol icitor Financial Crimes Prosecutor (JAG) $88,698 $79,828 $8,870 $0 $61,000 $6,778
Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14

Sol icitor Solicitor's Investigator (JAG) $106,807 $96,126 $10,681 $0 $0 $0 $0 Not funded

Solicitor Victim Advocates (VOCA) Award I $129,636 $103,709 $25,927 $0 $21,704 $5,426 $0

Sol icitor Victim Advocates (VOCA) Award II $0 $65,111 $16,278
Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14

Sol icitor Central CDV Court (VAWA) $164,331 $109,331 $55,000 $0 $55,046 $55,000

Award received, but not in IFAS as of 

10/10/14. $18,349 in match is required 

and $36,651 in extra match was 

approved in the FY15 grant process to 

cover the anticipated award amount 

shortage. The department has been 

asked to deal  with this issue each year 

during the budget process and has 

chosen to request additional funds to 

cover the difference.  

Sol icitor Central CDV Court (VAWA) $27,846

New request to Council to cover 

additional match for the CDV Court 

grant that was not included in the FY15 

budget due to misscalculation of match 

for the position amount as well  as 

healthcare costs.

Sol icitor Veterans Treatment Court (DOJ) $264,483 $198,362 $66,121 $0 $0 $0 $0 Not funded

Com Dev HOME $40,000
Extra al location from general fund 

(Jackson Motion - approved)

$2,996,977 $2,457,045 $469,932 $70,000 $535,032 $88,271 $274,058

$194,746 Match Account Approved

-$88,271 Amount in IFAS as of 10/10/14

$106,475 Match available as of 10/10/14

-$274,058
Match from awards received, but not 

yet set up in IFAS

-$167,583
Match needed to cover approved grants 

(ROA Request)

Total Match for General Fund

Page 68 of 210



   
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO.GF_04 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015 GENERAL 

FUND ANNUAL BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $167,583.00 OF GENERAL 

FUND BALANCE TO COVER COST OF GRANT MATCH FUNDS. 

 

Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 

South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND 

COUNTY: 
 

SECTION I.  That the amount of One Hundred Sixty Seven Thousand Five Hundred Eighty 

Three Dollars ($167,583.00) be appropriated to cover cost of additional Grant match funds for 

the fiscal year.  Therefore, the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Annual Budget is hereby 

amended as follows: 

 

REVENUE 
 

Revenue appropriated July 1, 2014 as amended:    $ 154,242,499 

 

Appropriation of General Fund - Fund Balance:    $        167,583 

 

Total General Fund Revenue as Amended:     $ 154,410,082 

   

 

EXPENDITURES 
 

Expenditures appropriated July 1, 2014 as amended:    $ 154,242,499 

 

County Grant Match        $        167,583 

 

Total General Fund Expenditures as Amended:    $ 154,410,082 

 

 

SECTION II.Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be deemed 

to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, 

and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 

 

SECTION III.Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict 

with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 

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

2014.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

Page 69 of 210



   
 

 

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

 

    BY:__________________________ 

   Norman Jackson, Chair 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 

 

OF_________________, 2014 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Clerk of Council 

 

 

RICHLANDCOUNTYATTORNEY’S OFFICE 

 

__________________________________ 

Approved As To LEGAL Form Only. 

No Opinion Rendered As To Content. 

 

 

 

First Reading:    

Second Reading:  

Public Hearing:  

Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, Taxation; Article VI, Local Hospitality 

Tax; so as to delete historical disbursement reference [PAGES 71-81]

 

Notes

October 28, 2014 - The Committee recommended that Council approve an ordinance amending the Hospitality Tax 

(HTax) Ordinance so as to clean up the ordinance to remove historical disbursement and inaccurate language 

therein. Additionally, the Committee recommended that Council establish the current FY funding levels as the base 

for discussing the HTax Ordinance Agency funding levels each year during the budgetary process. 

 

First Reading:    November 18, 2014 

Second Reading:    December 2, 2014 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Ordinance amending Hospitality Tax Ordinance so as to delete historical disbursement 
references and inaccurate language and clarifying base amounts for Ordinance Agencies for annual 

budget discussions. 
 

A. Purpose 

County Council is requested to approve an ordinance amending the Hospitality Tax (HTax) 
Ordinance so as to clean up the ordinance to remove historical disbursement and inaccurate 
language therein.  Additionally, County Council is requested to clarify what the funding base 
should be when discussing the HTax Ordinance Agency funding levels each year during the 
annual budget process.  

 

B. Background / Discussion 

At the October 7, 2014 Council meeting, Mr. Pearce brought forth the following motion: 
 

“I move that the wording of the current Hospitality Ordinance be reviewed to ensure that the  
Ordinance accurately reflects County Council's position on base funding of the designated  
"Ordinance Agencies" as voted on and approved by Council. Further, that any recommended  
changes in wording of the Hospitality Ordinance deemed necessary by staff in order for the  
document to fully comply with actions taken by Council be made, presented to Council in a  
clearly highlighted manner and returned to Council for final approval.“ 

 
At the September 23, 2014, A&F Committee, a Request of Action (ROA) routed attempting to 
add the Township Auditorium as an ordinance agency in the Hospitality Tax ordinance and to 
clean up some of the language of the ordinance that was historical in nature and sometimes 
inaccurate and misleading.  At the meeting, the Committee decided to split the two issues and 
sent to Council the addition of the Township only.  That ordinance amendment received first 
reading on October 7, 2014.  As a part of the split, staff was asked to prepare a separate ROA to 
clean up the historical references and inaccuracies. 
 
As a reminder, in the FY2014-2015 annual budget process, County Council voted to add the 
Township as an Ordinance Agency (i.e. one of the specifically named entities to receive 
HTax disbursement each year).  In accordance with that vote, the standalone HTax ordinance 
is in the process of being amended to reflect the change. 
 
Along with that change, two other changes are proposed to provide a cleaner, more accurate 
HTax ordinance.   
 
The first suggested change is the removal of the specific dollar amounts mentioned in the 
ordinance for the Ordinance Agencies, as those amounts are inaccurate and are now set 
during the annual budget process.   
 
The second change involves removing all historical disbursement references, so as to make 
the ordinance more accurate and easier to follow and to reflect the actual process that takes 
place as a part of the HTax disbursement and auditing.  This change is not substantive in any 
way; rather, it is a “house cleaning” item.  The historical references will still be available, if 
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needed, as originals of all ordinances are housed in the County’s Legal Department and are 
available for review at any time; thus, previous versions of the Hospitality Tax Ordinance are 
always preserved.   
 
In addition to the aforementioned changes, County Council is requested to clarify what the 
funding base should be when discussing the HTax Ordinance Agency funding levels each 
year during the annual budget process. 
 
At the November 5, 2013 Council meeting, Council voted and approved the following action: 

 

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 23, 

Taxation; Article VI, Local Hospitality Tax; Section 23-69, Distribution of Funds, so 

as to clarify and revise the language therein – Mr. Manning stated that the committee 

recommended to make Hospitality Ordinance agencies funding amounts flexible, remove 

ordinance language discussing annual, automatic CPI-based increases and decreases. 

To allow in the budget process, the consideration of the budget amounts that are in the 

Hospitality Tax Ordinance (Columbia Museum of Art, Historic Columbia Foundation, 

EdVenture, and County Promotions) and have them on the floor each year for discussion 

and recommendation. It is further recommended that First Reading be given to the 

amended ordinance. A discussion took place. The vote was in favor. 

 

C. Legislative / Chronological History 

• November 5, 2013, Council voted to remove make Hospitality Ordinance agencies 

funding amounts flexible, remove ordinance language discussing annual, automatic CPI-
based increases and decreases. To allow in the budget process, the consideration of the 
budget amounts that are in the Hospitality Tax Ordinance and have them on the floor 
each year for discussion and recommendation. 

• Follow-up to the FY2014-2015 budget ordinance. 

• Motion of A&F Committee (September 23, 2014) to split changes into two different 
ordinance amendments 

• At the October 7, 2014 Council meeting, Mr. Pearce brought forth the following motion: 
 

“I move that the wording of the current Hospitality Ordinance be reviewed to ensure 
that the Ordinance accurately reflects County Council's position on base funding of 
the designated "Ordinance Agencies" as voted on and approved by Council. Further, 
that any recommended changes in wording of the Hospitality Ordinance deemed 
necessary by staff in order for the document to fully comply with actions taken by 
Council be made, presented to Council in a clearly highlighted manner and returned 
to Council for final approval.“ 

 

D. Financial Impact 

None associated with this amendment.   

 

E. Alternatives 

1. Approve the ordinance amendment and clarify what the funding base should be when 
discussing the HTax Ordinance Agency funding levels each year during the budget ($0, the 
current FY funding amounts or another amount set by County Council). 
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2. Do not approve the ordinance amendment and clarify what the funding base should be when 

discussing the HTax Ordinance Agency funding levels each year during the budget ($0, the 
current FY funding amounts or another amount set by County Council). 
 

3. Approve the ordinance amendment with the changes and clarify what the funding base 
should be when discussing the HTax Ordinance Agency funding levels each year during the 
budget ($0, the current FY funding amounts or another amount set by County Council). 

 

F. Recommendation 

This recommendation was made by Mr. Pearce. This is a policy decision for Council. 
 
Recommended by: Gregory Pearce 
Department:  County Council 
Date:  10/7/14 
    

G. Reviews 
(Please replace the appropriate box with a � and then support your recommendation in the Comments section 

before routing on.  Thank you!)   
 

Please be specific in your recommendation.  While “Council Discretion” may be appropriate 
at times, it is recommended that Staff provide Council with a professional recommendation 
of approval or denial, and justification for that recommendation, as often as possible. 

 

Finance 

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  10/15/14   
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: 
 
As stated above, this is a policy for Council. 

 

  Grants 

Reviewed by: Sara Salley    Date:  10/15/14   
� Recommend Council approval  � Recommend Council denial 
Comments regarding recommendation: 
 
This is a policy decision for Council.  

   

Legal 

Reviewed by: Elizabeth McLean   Date: 10/16/14 
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: Policy decision left to Council’s discretion.  
 

Administration 

Reviewed by: Tony McDonald   Date:  10/22/14 
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: (1) With respect to the clean-up language, I 
recommend approval of the language as proposed, which will make the Hospitality Tax 
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Ordinance consistent with budget decisions made by the Council during the FY 15 
budget adoption process. 
 
(2) With respect to the dollar amount at which each Ordinance Agency enters the budget 
process for the subsequent fiscal year’s budget, Administration has no preference as to 
what the starting point should be.  I do recommend, however, that a rule of thumb be 
established, whether the starting point is $0, or the current (at the time) year’s amount, or 
some other amount altogether.  Having a known starting point for each Ordinance 
Agency will be a great help to Administration, Finance and Budget as we prepare the 
budget draft that we ultimately submit to the Council for consideration. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 
ORDINANCE NO. ____-14HR 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF 
ORDINANCES, CHAPTER 23, TAXATION; ARTICLE VI, LOCAL HOSPITALITY 
TAX; SO AS TO DELETE HISTORICAL DISBURSEMENT REFERENCES. 

 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution of the State of South Carolina and the 
General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY RICHLAND COUNTY 
COUNCIL: 
 
SECTION I. The Richland County Code of Ordinances; Chapter 23, Taxation; Article IV, 
Local Hospitality Tax; is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

ARTICLE VI. LOCAL HOSPITALITY TAX  
 

Sec. 23-65.  Definitions.  
 

Whenever used in this article, unless a contrary intention is clearly evidenced, the 
following terms shall be interpreted as herein defined:  
 

Local Hospitality Tax means a tax on the sales of prepared meals and beverages 
sold in establishments or sales of prepared meals and beverages sold in establishments 
licensed for on-premises consumption of alcoholic beverages, beer, or wine, within the 
incorporated municipalities and the unincorporated areas of the county.  
 

Person means any individual, firm, partnership, LLP, LLC, cooperative, nonprofit 
membership, corporation, joint venture, professional association, estate, trust, business 
trust, receiver, syndicate, holding company, or other group or combination acting as a 
unit, in the singular or plural, and the agent or employee having charge or control of a 
business in the absence of the principals.  
 
 Prepared Meals and Beverages means the products sold ready for consumption 
either on or off premises in businesses classified as eating and drinking places under the 
Standard Industrial Code Classification Manual and including lunch counters and 
restaurant stands; restaurants, lunch counters, and drinking places operated as a 
subordinate facility by other establishments; and bars and restaurants owned by and 
operated for members of civic, social, and fraternal associations.  
 
 Richland County means the county and all of the unincorporated areas within the 
geographical boundaries of the county and all of the incorporated municipalities of the 
county.  
 

Sec. 23-66.  Local Hospitality Tax. 

 
 A local hospitality tax is hereby imposed on the sales of prepared meals and 
beverages sold in establishments within the incorporated municipalities and the 
unincorporated areas of the county. The local hospitality tax shall be in an amount equal 
to two percent (2%) of the gross proceeds of sales of prepared meals and beverages sold 
in establishments located within the unincorporated areas of the county and within the 
boundaries of the incorporated municipalities which have consented, by resolution 
adopted by their governing body, to the imposition of the local hospitality tax in the 
amount of two percent (2%). The local hospitality tax shall be in an amount equal to one 
percent (1%) of the gross proceeds of sales of prepared food and beverages sold in 
establishments located within the boundaries of the incorporated municipalities within the 
county which do not give their consent to the imposition of the local hospitality tax. 
Provided, however, the county shall not impose a local hospitality tax on those 
municipalities that have adopted a two percent (2%) local hospitality tax prior to July 1, 
2003. Effective July 1, 2009 through June 30, 2011, the county shall temporarily reduce 
the local hospitality tax to one percent (1%) of the gross proceeds of sales of prepared 
meals and beverages sold in establishments located within the unincorporated areas of the 
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 2

county. This temporary suspension shall not affect the hospitality tax rates within the 
boundaries of any incorporated municipality.   
 

Sec. 23-67.  Payment of Local Hospitality Tax. 

 
 (a)  Payment of the Local Hospitality Tax established herein shall be the liability 
of the consumer of the services. The tax shall be paid at the time of delivery of the 
services to which the tax applies, and shall be collected by the provider of the services. 
The County shall promulgate a form of return that shall be utilized by the provider of 
services to calculate the amount of Local Hospitality Tax collected and due. This form 
shall contain a sworn declaration as to the correctness thereof by the provider of the 
services.  
 
 (b)  The tax provided for in this Article must be remitted to the County on a 
monthly basis when the estimated amount of average tax is more than fifty dollars 
($50.00) a month, on a quarterly basis when the estimated amount of average tax is 
twenty-five dollars ($25.00) to fifty dollars ($50.00) a month, and on an annual basis 
when the estimated amount of average tax is less than twenty-five dollars ($25.00) a 
month.  
 
 (c)  The provider of services shall remit the local hospitality tax voucher form, a 
copy of the State of South Carolina sales tax computation form and/or other approved 
revenue documentation, and the hospitality taxes when due, to the County on the 20th of 
the month, or on the next business day if the 20th is not a business day.  
 

Sec. 23-68.  Local Hospitality Tax Special Revenue Fund. 

 
 An interest-bearing, segregated and restricted account to be known as the 
“Richland County Local Hospitality Tax Revenue Fund” is hereby established. All 
revenues received from the Local Hospitality Tax shall be deposited into this Fund. The 
principal and any accrued interest in this Fund shall be expended only as permitted by 
this ordinance.  
 

Sec. 23-69.  Distribution of Funds. 

 
(a) (1) The County shall distribute the Local Hospitality Tax collected and placed in the 
“Richland County Local Hospitality Tax Revenue Fund” to each of the following 
agencies and purposes ("Agency") in the following amounts during fiscal year 2003-2004 
as determined by County Council annually during the budget process:  
 
  Columbia Museum of Art   $650,000 
  Historic Columbia      250,000 
  EdVenture Museum      100,000 

 County Promotions     200,000 
 Township Auditorium 

 
(2) The amounts distributed to the Columbia Museum of Art, Historic Columbia, and 
EdVenture Museum, and the Township Auditorium shall be paid quarterly beginning 
October 1, 2003. The amount distributed to organizations receiving County Promotions 
shall be paid to the organization as a one-time expenditure beginning in fiscal year 2008-
2009.  

 

(3) As a condition of receiving its allocation, the Columbia Museum of Art, Historic 
Columbia, and EdVenture Museum, and the Township Auditorium must annually submit 
to the County an affirmative marketing plan outlining how the agency will use its 
hospitality tax allocation for tourism promotion in the upcoming fiscal year. The plan 
shall include a detailed project budget which outlines the agency’s proposed use of 
hospitality tax funds. The marketing plan shall also outline how the agency will promote 
access to programs and services for all citizens of Richland County, including 
documentation of "free" or discounted services that will be offered to Richland County -
residents. In addition, each Agency shall demonstrate a good faith effort to expand 
programs and events into the unincorporated areas of Richland County. The annual 
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marketing plan shall be due to the County Administrator Grants Manager no later than 
March 1 of each year. If an Agency fails to comply with these requirements, its portion of 
the Local Hospitality Tax shall be retained in the Richland County Local Hospitality Tax 
Revenue Fund and distributed as provided in subsSection 23-69 (f b) below.  
 
(4) For the amounts distributed under the County Promotions program, funds will be 
distributed with a goal of seventy-five percent (75%) dedicated to organizations and 
projects that generate tourism in the unincorporated areas of Richland County and in 
municipal areas where Hospitality Tax revenues are collected by the county. These shall 
include:  
 
a. Organizations that are physically located in the areas where the county collects 
Hospitality tax Revenues, provided the organization also sponsors projects or events 
within those areas; 
 
b. Organizations that are not physically located in the areas where the county 
collects Hospitality Tax Revenues; however, the organization sponsors projects or events 
within those areas; and 
 
c. Regional marketing organizations whose primary mission is to bring tourists to 
the region, including the areas where the county collects Hospitality Tax revenues.   
 
(5) In the event Local Hospitality Tax revenues are not adequate to fund the Agencies 
listed above in the prescribed amounts, each Agency will receive a proportionate share of 
the actual revenues received, with each Agency's share to be determined by the 
percentage of the total revenue it would have received had the revenues allowed for full 
funding as provided in subsection (a)(1) above.  
 
 (b)   In each of fiscal years 2004-2005 and 2005-2006, the Local Hospitality Tax 
shall be distributed to each Agency named above in the same amounts and on the same 
terms and conditions, together with a three percent (3%) increase in each of fiscal year 
2004-2005 and 2005-2006.  
 
 (c)  In fiscal year 2006-2007, the amount of Local Hospitality Tax to be 
distributed annually to each Agency named above shall be established in the County’s FY 
2006-2007 Budget Ordinance.  
 
 (d)  In fiscal years 2007-2008 and 2008-09, the amount of Local Hospitality Tax 
to be distributed annually to each Agency named above shall be increased based on the 
revenue growth rate as determined by trend analysis of the past three years, but in any 
event not more than 3%.  
 
 (e)  Beginning in fiscal year 2009-2010 and continuing thereafter, the amount of 
Local Hospitality Tax to be distributed to each Agency named above shall be determined 
by County Council annually during the budget process or whenever County Council shall 
consider such distribution or funding.  
 
 (f b)  All Local Hospitality Tax revenue not distributed pursuant to subsSections 
23-69(a) through (e) above shall be retained in the Richland County Local Hospitality 
Tax Revenue Fund and distributed as directed by County Council for projects related to 
tourism development, including, but not limited to, the planning, development, 
construction, promotion, marketing, operations, and financing (including debt service) of 
the State Farmer's Market (in lower Richland County), Township Auditorium, a new 
recreation complex (in northern Richland County), recreation capital improvements, 
Riverbanks Zoo, and other expenditures as provided in Article 7, Chapter 1, Title 6, Code 
of Laws of South Carolina 1976 as amended.  
 

Sec. 23-70.  Re-distribution of the County’s General Fund. 

 
 A portion of the general fund revenue that was historically appropriated for the 
agencies and purposes identified in Section 23-69, subsections (a) and (d), shall in fiscal 
year 2004 be appropriated in an amount equivalent to one-quarter mill to each of the 
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following entities, subject to approval of the general fund budget: 1) the Richland County 
Conservation Commission, and 2) the Neighborhood Redevelopment Commission. 
Thereafter, beginning in fiscal year 2005, an amount equivalent to one-half mill shall be 
appropriated to each of these two agencies, subject to approval of the general fund 
budget. Each such entity shall be established and accounted for as a Special Revenue 
Fund. There shall be no additions to the Statutory and Contractual Agencies funded 
through the County's General Fund Budget, except as required by state or federal law.  
 

Sec. 23-7170.  Oversight and Accountability. 

 
 The following organizations: the Columbia Museum of Art, Historic Columbia, 
and EdVenture Museum, and the Township Auditorium must submit a mid-year report by 
January 31 and a final report by July 31 of each year to the Richland County 
Administrator Grants Manager, which includes a detailed accounting of all hospitality tax 
fund expenditures and the impact on tourism for the preceding fiscal year, including 
copies of invoices and proof of payment. The county shall not release hospitality tax 
funds to any agency unless that agency has submitted an acceptable final report for the 
previous fiscal year. If an Agency fails to comply with these requirements by the July 31 
deadline, its portion of the Local Hospitality Tax shall be retained in the Richland County 
Local Hospitality Tax Revenue Fund and may be distributed as provided in Section 23-69 
(f b).  
 
 Any organization receiving County Promotions funding must comply with all 
requirements of this article, as well as any application guidelines and annual reporting 
requirements as established by council, to include a detailed reporting of all grant 
expenditures.   
 

Sec. 23-7271.  Inspections, Audits and Administration.  

 

(a)  For the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this article, the County Administrator 
or other authorized agent of the county is empowered to enter upon the premises of any 
person subject to this article and to make inspections, examine, and audit books and 
records.   
 
(b)  It shall be unlawful for any person to fail or refuse to make available the necessary 
books and records during normal business hours upon twenty-four (24) hours’ written 
notice.  In the event that an audit reveals that the remitter has filed false information, the 
costs of the audit shall be added to the correct amount of tax determined to be due.  
 
(c)  The county administrator or other authorized agent of the county may make 
systematic inspections of all service providers that are governed by this article.  Records 
of inspections shall not be deemed public records.  
 

Sec. 23-7372.  Assessments and appeals of hospitality tax.  

 
(a)  When a person fails to pay or accurately pay their hospitality taxes or to furnish the 
information required by this Article or by the Business Service Center, a license official 
of the Business Service Center shall proceed to examine such records of the business or 
any other available records as may be appropriate and to conduct such investigations and 
statistical surveys as the license official may deem appropriate to assess a hospitality tax 
and penalties, as provided herein.  
 
(b)  Assessments of hospitality taxes and/or penalties, which are based upon records 
provided by businesses, shall be conveyed in writing to businesses.  If a business fails to 
provide records as required by this Article or by the Business Service Center, the tax 
assessment shall be served by certified mail. Within five (5) business days after a tax 
assessment is mailed or otherwise conveyed in writing, any person who desires to have 
the assessment adjusted must make application to the Business Service Center for 
reassessment.  The license official shall establish a procedure for hearing an application 
for a reassessment, and for issuing a notice of final assessment.  
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(c)  A  final assessment may be appealed to the County Council, provided that an 
application for reassessment was submitted within the allotted time period of five 
business days.  However, if no application for reassessment is submitted within the 
allotted time period, the assessment shall become final.   
 
(d)  Requests for waivers of penalties, as described in Sec. 23-74 (b), shall be submitted 
to the Business Service Center Director simultaneously with corroborating 
documentation relating to the validity of the appeal within five (5) business days of 
receipt of a tax assessment.  The Director shall determine if the provided documentation 
confirms the circumstances permitting a waiver of penalties as described in the 
aforementioned section.  A decision shall be provided in writing within five (5) business 
days of the receipt of the request.  Businesses wishing to appeal the decision of the 
Business Service Center Director may appeal to the Richland County Council within five 
(5) business days of receipt of the Director’s decision.  
 

Sec. 23-7473.  Violations and Penalties.  

 
 (a)  It shall be a violation of this Article to: 
 
(1) fail to collect the Local Hospitality Tax as provided in this Article,  
 
(2) fail to remit to the County the Local Hospitality Tax collected, pursuant to this 
Article, 
 
(3) knowingly provide false information on the form of return submitted to the 
County, or  
 
(4) fail to provide books and records to the County Administrator or other authorized 
agent of the County for the purpose of an audit upon twenty-four (24) hours’ notice. 
 
(b)  The penalty for violation of this Article shall be five percent (5%) per month, 
charged on the original amount of the Local Hospitality Tax due.  Penalties shall not be 
waived, except if the following circumstances of reasonable cause are proven by the 
person. No more than six months of penalties shall be waived.  
 
(1) An unexpected and unavoidable absence of the person from South Carolina, such 
as being called to active military duty.  In the case of a corporation or other business 
entity, the absence must have been an individual having primary authority to pay the 
hospitality tax.  
 
(2) A delay caused by death or serious, incapacitating illness of the person, the 
person’s immediate family, or the person’s accountant or other third party professional 
charged with determining the hospitality tax owed.  In the case of a corporation or other 
business entity, the death or serious, incapacitating illness must have been an individual 
having primary authority to pay the hospitality tax.  
 
(3) The hospitality tax was documented as paid on time, but inadvertently paid to 
another taxing entity.  
 
(4) The delinquency was caused by the unavailability of necessary records directly 
relating to calculation of hospitality taxes, over which the person had no control, which 
made timely payment impossible.  For example, the required records may have been 
destroyed by fire, flood, federally-declared natural disaster, or actions of war or terrorism.  
Unavailability of records caused by time or business pressures, employee turnover, or 
negligence are not reasonable cause for waiver of hospitality tax penalties.  
 
(5) The delinquency was the result of clear error on the part of the Business Service 
Center or Treasurer’s Office staff in processing or posting receipt of the person’s 
payment(s).  
 
(6) Delay or failure caused by good faith reliance on erroneous guidance provided by 
the Business Service Center or Treasurer’s Office staff, so long as complete and accurate 
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information was given to either of these offices, no change in the law occurred, and the 
person produces written documentation.   
 
(c)  Any person violating the provision of this article shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and upon conviction shall be subject to punishment under the general 
penalty provision of Section 1-8 of this Code of Ordinances: that is, shall be subject to a 
fine of up to $500.00 or imprisonment for not more than thirty (30) days or both. Each 
day of violation shall be considered a separate offense. Punishment for violation shall not 
relieve the offender of liability for delinquent fees, penalties, and costs provided herein. 

 
SECTION II. Severability.  If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, 
and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III. Conflicting Ordinances.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with the 
provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after ______________, 
2014. 
 
      RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 
      BY:  ______________________________ 
       Norman Jackson, Chair 
 
ATTEST THIS THE _______ DAY 
 

OF _________________, 2014. 
        
        

_____________________________________       
S. Monique McDaniels 
Clerk of Council 

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

 

Subject

Authorizing the expansion of the boundaries of the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park jointly developed with 

Fairfield County to include certain real property located in Richland County; the execution and delivery of a Credit 

Agreement to provide for Special Source Revenue Credits to 3130 Bluff Road, LLC; and other related matters 

[PAGES 82-98]

 

Notes

First Reading:    November 18, 2014 

Second Reading:    December 2, 2014 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO.    

AUTHORIZING THE EXPANSION OF THE BOUNDARIES OF 

THE I-77 CORRIDOR REGIONAL INDUSTRIAL PARK 

JOINTLY DEVELOPED WITH FAIRFIELD COUNTY TO 

INCLUDE CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY LOCATED IN 

RICHLAND COUNTY; THE EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF 

A CREDIT AGREEMENT TO PROVIDE FOR SPECIAL 

SOURCE REVENUE CREDITS TO 3130 BLUFF ROAD, LLC; 

AND OTHER RELATED MATTERS. 

WHEREAS, Richland County (“County”), acting by and through its County Council (“County 
Council”), is authorized and empowered under and pursuant to the provisions of Article VIII, Section 
13(D) of the South Carolina Constitution and the provisions of Title 4, Chapter 1 of the Code of Laws of 
South Carolina, 1976, as amended (collectively, “Act”), to (i) develop a multi-county industrial park with 
counties having contiguous borders with the County; and (ii) include within the boundaries of the multi-
county industrial park the property of eligible companies which inclusion under the terms of the Act 
makes such property exempt from ad valorem property taxes, and changes the character of the annual 
receipts from such property to fees-in-lieu of ad valorem property taxes in an amount equivalent to the ad 

valorem taxes that would have been due and payable but for the location of the property in such multi-
county industrial parks (“Fee Payments”); 

WHEREAS, the County is further authorized by Section 4-1-175 of the Act, to grant credits to a 
company located in a multi-county industrial park against the company’s Fee Payments (“Infrastructure 
Credit”) to assist the company in paying (i) for the cost of designing, acquiring, constructing, improving 
or expanding infrastructure serving the company’s project or the County, and (ii) for improved and 
unimproved real estate and personal property used in the operation of a manufacturing facility or 
commercial enterprise in order to enhance the economic development of the County ((i) and (ii) 
collectively, “Infrastructure”); 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority provided in the Act, the County has previously developed with 
Fairfield County, South Carolina, the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park (“Park”) and executed the 
“Master Agreement Governing the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park” dated April 15, 2003 (“Park 
Agreement”), which governs to operation of the Park; 

WHEREAS, 3130 Bluff Road, LLC (“Company”) has agreed to rehabilitate and renovate a facility 
within the County (“Project”) on property more particularly described on Exhibit A (“Property”), 
resulting in capital investments in taxable real property at the Project of approximately $2,400,000; 

 
WHEREAS, the Project is expected to provide significant economic benefits to the County and 

surrounding areas; 

WHEREAS, at the Company’s request, the County desires to offer, as a reimbursement to the 
Company for its expenditures on Infrastructure benefitting the County and the Project, an Infrastructure 
Credit against the Company’s Fee Payments on the Project, the terms and conditions of which are more 
particularly described in the Infrastructure Credit Agreement between the County and the Company, the 
form of which is attached as Exhibit B (“Agreement”); and 
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WHEREAS, to effect the Infrastructure Credit, the County desires to expand the boundaries of the 
Park and amend the Park Agreement to include the Property in the Park; 

THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, ORDAINS: 

Section 1.  Expansion of the Park Boundaries, Inclusion of Property. There is hereby authorized 
an expansion of the Park boundaries and an amendment to the Park Agreement to include the Property in 
the Park. The County Council Chair (“Chair”), or the Vice Chair in the event the Chair is absent, the 
County Administrator and the Clerk to the County Council are hereby authorized to execute such 
documents and take such further actions as may be necessary to complete the expansion of the Park 
boundaries. Pursuant to the terms of the Park Agreement, the expansion of the Park’s boundaries to 
include the Property is complete on the adoption of this Ordinance by County Council and approving 
ordinance by Fairfield County Council. 

Section 2.  Approval of Infrastructure Credit.  The is hereby authorized an Infrastructure Credit 
against the Company’s Fee Payments with respect to the Project as a reimbursement to the Company for 
its qualifying Infrastructure expenditures. The form and terms of the Agreement that is before this 
meeting are approved and all of the Agreement’s terms are incorporated in this Ordinance by reference as 
if the Agreement was set out in this Ordinance in its entirety.  

Section 3.  Authorization to Execute Agreement.  The Chair is authorized and directed to execute 
the Credit Agreement, subject to any revisions, which are not materially adverse to the County, as may be 
approved by the County Administrator or the County’s Director of Economic Development following 
receipt of advice from counsel to the County, and the Clerk of the County Council is authorized and 
directed to attest the Agreement. 

Section 4.  Further Assurances.  The County Administrator (and his designated appointees) is 
authorized and directed, in the name of and on behalf of the County, to take whatever further actions and 
execute whatever further documents as the County Administrator (and his designated appointees) deems 
to be reasonably necessary and prudent to effect the intent of this Ordinance. 

Section 5.   Savings Clause.  The provisions of this Ordinance are separable. If any part of this 
Ordinance is, for any reason, unenforceable then the validity of the remainder of this Ordinance is 
unaffected. 

Section 6.  General Repealer.  Any prior ordinance, resolution or order, the terms of which are in 
conflict with this Ordinance, is, only to the extent of that conflict, repealed. 

Section 7.  Effectiveness. This Ordinance is effective after its third reading and public hearing. 
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RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
 
 
        
Chair, Richland County Council 

(SEAL) 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
        
Clerk to Council, Richland County Council 
 
 
First Reading:  November 18, 2014 
Second Reading: December 2, 2014 
Public Hearing:  December 9, 2014 
Third Reading:  December 9, 2014 
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EXHIBIT A 

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

 

TMS No. R13507-04-01 

 
3130 Bluff Road,  
Columbia, South Carolina 29209 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

FORM OF  

AGREEMENT 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

INFRASTRUCTURE CREDIT AGREEMENT 
 
 

by and between 
 
 

RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
 

and 
 
 

3130 BLUFF RD, LLC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Effective as of: December 9, 2014 
 
 
 
 
 
 

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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INFRASTRUCTURE CREDIT AGREEMENT 

This INFRASTRUCTURE CREDIT AGREEMENT, effective as of December 9, 2014 
(“Agreement”), is by and between RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, a body politic and 
corporate, and a political subdivision of the State of South Carolina (“County”), and 3130 BLUFF RD, 
LLC, a South Carolina limited liability company or its Assigns, Transferees or Successors in interest 
(“Company” together with the County, “Parties,” each, a “Party”). 

W I T N E S S E T H : 

WHEREAS, the County, acting by and through its County Council (“County Council”), is authorized 
and empowered under and pursuant to the provisions of Article VIII, Section 13(D) of the South Carolina 
Constitution and the provisions of Title 4, Chapter 1 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as 
amended (collectively, “Act”), to (i) develop a multi-county industrial park with counties having 
contiguous borders with the County; and (ii) include within the boundaries of the multi-county industrial 
park the property of qualifying companies which inclusion under the terms of the Act (A) makes such 
property exempt from ad valorem property taxes, and (B) changes the character of the annual receipts 
from such property to fees-in-lieu of ad valorem property taxes in an amount equal to the ad valorem 
taxes that would have been due and payable but for the location of the property in such multi-county 
industrial park (“Fee Payments”) 

WHEREAS, the County is further authorized by Section 4-1-175 of the Act, to grant credits to a 
company against the company’s Fee Payments generated from the company’s property located in a multi-
county park (“Infrastructure Credit”) to reimburse the company for its expenditures in paying the cost of 
designing, acquiring, constructing, improving or expanding (i) infrastructure serving the company’s 
project or the County and (ii) improved and unimproved real estate and personal property used in the 
operation of a commercial or manufacturing facility in order to enhance the economic development of the 
County (“Infrastructure”); 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority provided in the Act, the County has previously developed with 
Fairfield County, South Carolina, the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park (“Park”) and executed the 
“Master Agreement Governing the I-77 Corridor Regional Industrial Park” dated April 15, 2003 (“Park 
Agreement”), which governs to operation of the Park; 

WHEREAS, the Company has agreed to rehabilitate and renovate a facility within the County 
(“Project”) on property more particularly described on Exhibit A (“Property”), resulting in capital 
investments in taxable real property at the Project of approximately $2,400,000; 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the County’s Ordinance No. [ ] (“Ordinance”), the County authorized the 

expansion of the boundaries of the Park and an amendment to the Park Agreement to include the Property 
and other real property relating to the Project in the Park; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Ordinance, the County further authorized the execution and delivery of 
this Agreement and agreed to provide Infrastructure Credits for a period of 8 years against the Company’s 
Fee Payments on the Project for the purpose of reimbursing the Company for its expenditures on 
Infrastructure, subject to the terms and conditions below. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the respective representations and agreements hereinafter 
contained, the County and the Company agree as follows: 

 

 

Page 89 of 210



 

2 
PPAB 2630663v4 

 

ARTICLE I 

REPRESENTATIONS 

SECTION 1.01. Representations by the County. The County represents to the Company as follows: 

(a) The County is a body politic and corporate and a political subdivision of the State of South 
Carolina; 

(b) The County is authorized and empowered by the provisions of the Act to enter into and carry out 
its obligations under this Agreement; 

(c) The County has approved this Agreement by adoption of the Ordinance in accordance with the 
procedural requirements of the Act and any other applicable state law;  

(d) The County has approved the inclusion of the Project and the Property in the Park; and 

(e) Based on representations made by the Company to the County, the County has determined the 
Project will provide significant economic benefits to the County. Therefore, the County is entering into 
this Agreement for the purpose of promoting the economic development of the County. 

SECTION 1.02. Representations by the Company. The Company represents to the County as follows: 

(a) The Company is a limited liability company duly organized, validly existing, and in good 
standing, under the laws of the State of South Carolina, has power to enter into this Agreement, and by 
proper company action has authorized the officials signing this Agreement to execute and deliver it; and 

(b) The Company will use commercially reasonable efforts to achieves the Investment Commitment, 
each as defined below, at the Project.  

ARTICLE II 

INFRASTRUCTURE CREDITS 

SECTION 2.01. Investment Commitment.  The Company shall invest approximately $2,400,000 in 
taxable real property at the Project (“Investment Commitment”) by the Certification Date, as defined 
below. The Company shall certify to the County achievement of the Investment Commitment by no later 
than December 31, 2015 (“Certification Date”), by providing documentation to the County sufficient to 
reflect achievement of the Investment Commitment. If the Company fails to achieve and certify the 
Investment Commitment by the Certification Date, the County may terminate this Agreement and, on 
termination, the Company is no longer entitled to any further benefits under this Agreement. 

SECTION 2.02. Infrastructure Credits. 

(a) Commencing with the first Fee Payment due on the Project, which is expected to be January, 
2016, and ending with the Fee Payment due 7 years following the first Fee Payment, which is expected to 
be January, 2023 (“Credit Term”), the County shall provide an annual Infrastructure Credit of 30% 
against the Company’s annual Fee Payments with respect to the Project.  

(b) For each year of the Credit Term, the County shall prepare and issue the Company’s annual bill 
with respect to the Project net of the Infrastructure Credit set forth in Section 2.02(a) (“Net Fee 
Payment”). Following receipt of the bill, the Company shall timely remit the Net Fee Payment to the 
County in accordance with applicable law. 
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(c) THIS AGREEMENT AND THE INFRASTRUCTURE CREDITS BECOMING DUE HEREON 
ARE LIMITED OBLIGATIONS OF THE COUNTY PAYABLE BY THE COUNTY SOLELY FROM 
THE FEE PAYMENTS DERIVED BY THE COUNTY FROM THE COMPANY PURSUANT TO THE 
PARK AGREEMENT, AND DO NOT AND SHALL NOT CONSTITUTE A GENERAL 
OBLIGATION OF THE COUNTY OR ANY MUNICIPALITY WITHIN THE MEANING OF ANY 
CONSTITUTIONAL OR STATUTORY LIMITATION AND DO NOT AND SHALL NOT 
CONSTITUTE OR GIVE RISE TO A PECUNIARY LIABILITY OF THE COUNTY OR ANY 
MUNICIPALITY OR A CHARGE AGAINST THE GENERAL CREDIT OR TAXING POWER. THE 
FULL FAITH, CREDIT, AND TAXING POWER OF NEITHER THE COUNTY NOR ANY 
MUNICIPALITY ARE PLEDGED FOR THE INFRASTRUCTURE CREDITS. 

(d) No breach by the County of this Agreement shall result in the imposition of any pecuniary 
liability upon the County or any charge upon its general credit or against its taxing power. The liability of 
the County under this Agreement or for any breach or default by the County of any of the foregoing shall 
be limited solely and exclusively to the Fee Payments received from the Company. The County shall not 
be required to provide the Infrastructure Credits except with respect to the Fee Payments received from 
the Company. 

SECTION 2.03 [Reserved.] 

SECTION 2.04. Allocation of Credit 
 
(a) The Infrastructure Credit is deemed to reimburse the Company first for any Infrastructure 

expenditures related to real property necessary to serve the Project, thereby avoiding the application of the 
recapture provisions in Section 4-29-68(A)(2)(ii)(a) of the Code.  

 
(b) If the Infrastructure Credit is used as a reimbursement for expenditures related to personal 

property and the Company removes or disposes of personal property from the Project, then, pursuant to 
the Act, as applicable, the Company is required to continue to pay the Fee Payment due on the removed 
personal property for the two property tax years following the year in which the Company removes the 
personal property from the Project. The amount of the Fee Payment due on the removed personal property 
under this section is equal to the Fee Payment due on the removed personal property for the property tax 
year in which the Company removes or disposes of the personal property. If the Company replaces the 
removed property with qualifying replacement property, as defined in the Act, then the removed personal 
property is deemed not to have been removed from the Project. 

 
SECTION 2.05. Filings. To assist the County in administering the Infrastructure Credits, the 

Company shall, for the Credit Term, prepare and file a separate schedule to the SCDOR PT-100, PT-300 
or comparable forms for the property comprising the Project.  

SECTION 2.06 Cumulative Infrastructure Credit. The cumulative dollar amount expended by the 
Company on Infrastructure shall equal or exceed the cumulative dollar amount of all the Infrastructure 
Credits received by the Company.  

ARTICLE III 

DEFAULTS AND REMEDIES 

SECTION 3.01. Events of Default. If any Party fails duly and punctually to perform any material 
covenant, condition, agreement or provision contained in this Agreement on the part of such Party to be 
performed, which, except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, failure shall continue for a period of 
30 days after written notice by the other Party specifying the failure and requesting that it be remedied 
and which notice is given to the defaulting Party by first-class mail, then such Party is in default under 
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this Agreement (“Event of Default”). 

SECTION 3.02. Legal Proceedings by Company and County. On the happening of any Event of 
Default by a Party, then and in every such case the other Party, in its discretion may: 

(1) terminate this Agreement; 

(2) by mandamus, or other suit, action, or proceeding at law or in equity, enforce all of its rights and 
require the defaulting Party to perform its duties under the Act and this Agreement; 

(3) bring suit upon this Agreement; 

(4) exercise any or all rights and remedies in effect in the State of South Carolina, or other applicable 
law; or 

(5) by action or suit in equity enjoin any acts or things which may be unlawful or in violation of its 
rights. 

SECTION 3.03. Remedies Not Exclusive. No remedy in this Agreement conferred upon or reserved 
either to the Company or County is intended to be exclusive of any other remedy or remedies, and each 
and every such remedy shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy given under 
this Agreement or now or hereafter existing at law or in equity or by statute. 

SECTION 3.04. Nonwaiver. No delay or omission of the Company or County to exercise any right or 
power accruing upon any default or Event of Default shall impair any such right or power or shall be 
construed to be a waiver of any such default or Event of Default, or an acquiescence therein; and every 
power and remedy given by this Article IV to the Company or County may be exercised from time to 
time and as often as may be deemed expedient. 

ARTICLE IV 

MISCELLANEOUS 

SECTION 4.01. Examination of Records; Confidentiality. 

(a) The Company agrees that the County and its authorized agents shall have the right at all 
reasonable times and on prior reasonable notice to enter and examine the Project and to have access to 
and examine all the Company’s books and records pertaining to the Project. The Company may prescribe 
reasonable and necessary terms and conditions of the County’s right to examination and inspection of the 
Project and the Company’s books and records pertaining to the Project. The terms and conditions of the 
Company may include those necessary to protect the Company’s confidentiality and proprietary rights. 

(b) The County, and County Council, acknowledge and understand that the Company may have and 
maintain at the Project certain confidential and proprietary information, including but not limited to 
financial, sales or other information concerning the Company’s operations (“Confidential Information”) 
and that any disclosure of the Confidential Information would result in substantial harm to the Company 
and could thereby have a significant detrimental impact on the Company’s employees and also upon the 
County. Therefore, except as required by law, the County, and County Council, agrees to keep 
confidential, and to cause employees, agents and representatives of the County to keep confidential, the 
Confidential Information which may be obtained from the Company, its agents or representatives. The 
County, and County Council, shall not disclose and shall cause all employees, agents and representatives 
of the County not to disclose the Confidential Information to any person other than in accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement.  

Page 92 of 210



 

5 
PPAB 2630663v4 

SECTION 4.02. Successors and Assigns. All covenants, stipulations, promises, and agreements 
contained in this Agreement, by or on behalf of, or for the benefit of, the Parties shall bind or inure to the 
benefit of the successors of the Parties from time to time and any officer, board, commission, agency, 
entity or instrumentality to whom or to which any power or duty of, either Party shall be transferred. 

SECTION 4.03. Provisions of Agreement for Sole Benefit of County and Company. Except as in this 
Agreement otherwise specifically provided, nothing in this Agreement expressed or implied is intended or 
shall be construed to confer upon any person other than the County and the Company any right, remedy, 
or claim under or by reason of this Agreement, this Agreement being intended to be for the sole and 
exclusive benefit of the County and the Company. 

SECTION 4.04. Severability. In case any one or more of the provisions of this Agreement shall, for 
any reason, be held to be illegal or invalid, the illegality or invalidity shall not affect any other provision 
of this Agreement, and this Agreement and the Infrastructure Credits shall be construed and enforced as if 
the illegal or invalid provisions had not been contained herein or therein. 

SECTION 4.05. No Liability for Personnel of County or Company. No covenant or agreement 
contained in this Agreement is deemed to be a covenant or agreement of any member, agent, or employee 
of the County or its governing body or the Company or any of its officers, employees, or agents in an 
individual capacity, and neither the members of the governing body of the County nor any official 
executing this Agreement is liable personally on the Credits or the Agreement or subject to any personal 
liability or accountability by reason of the issuance thereof. 

SECTION 4.06. Indemnification Covenant. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph (b) below, the Company shall indemnify and save the County, its 
employees, elected officials, officers and agents (each, an “Indemnified Party”) harmless against and from 
all claims by or on behalf of any person arising from the County’s execution of this Agreement, 
performance of the County’s obligations under this Agreement or the administration of its duties pursuant 
to this Agreement, or otherwise by virtue of the County having entered into this Agreement. If such a 
claim is made against any Indemnified Party, then subject to the provisions of (b) below, the Company 
shall defend the Indemnified Party in any action or proceeding. 
 
 (b) Notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary, the Company is not required to indemnify any 
Indemnified Party against any claim or liability (i) occasioned by the acts of that Indemnified Party, 
which are unrelated to the execution of this Agreement, performance of the County’s obligations under 
this Agreement, or the administration of its duties under this Agreement, or otherwise by virtue of the 
County having entered into this Agreement; (ii) resulting from that Indemnified Party’s own gross 
negligence, bad faith, fraud, deceit, or willful misconduct. 
 
 (c) An Indemnified Party may not avail itself of the indemnification provided in this Section unless it 
provides the Company with prompt notice, reasonable under the circumstances, of the existence or threat 
of any claim or liability, including, without limitation, copies of any citations, orders, fines, charges, 
remediation requests, or other claims or threats of claims, in order to afford the Company notice, 
reasonable under the circumstances, within which to defend or otherwise respond to a claim. 
 
 (d) Following this notice, the Company shall resist or defend against any claim or demand, action or 
proceeding, at its expense, using counsel of its choice. The Company is entitled to manage and control the 
defense of or response to any claim, charge, lawsuit, regulatory proceeding or other action, for itself and 
the Indemnified Party; provided the Company is not entitled to settle any matter at the separate expense or 
liability of any Indemnified Party without the consent of that Indemnified Party. To the extent any 
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Indemnified Party desires to use separate counsel for any reason, other than a conflict of interest, that 
Indemnified Party is responsible for its independent legal fees. 
 

SECTION 4.07. Notices. All notices, certificates, requests, or other communications under this 
Agreement are sufficiently given and are deemed given, unless otherwise required by this Agreement, 
when (i) delivered or (ii) sent by facsimile and confirmed by United States first-class registered mail, 
postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 

 (a) if to the County:  Richland County, South Carolina 
      Attn: Director of Economic Development 
      2020 Hampton Street 
      Columbia, South Carolina 29204 
      Phone: 803.576.2043 
      Fax: 803.576.2137 
 
  with a copy to   Parker Poe Adams & Bernstein LLP 
  (does not constitute notice): Attn: Ray E. Jones 
      1201 Main Street, Suite 1450 (29201) 
      Post Office Box 1509 
      Columbia, South Carolina 29202 
      Phone: 803.255.8000 
      Fax: 803.255.8017 
 
 (b) if to the Company:  3130 Bluff RD, LLC 
      Attn: Gordon Reger 
      Reger Holdings LLC 
      2730 Transit Road 
      West Seneca, NY 14224 
      Phone: 716-675-1200 
 
  with a copy to   Rogers Lewis Jackson Mann & Quinn 
  (does not constitute notice): Attn: Robert B. Lewis 
      1330 Lady Street, Suite 400 (29201) 
      Post Office Box 11803 
      Columbia, South Carolina 29211 
      Phone: 803.256.1268 
      Fax: 803.252.3653 
 
 

The County and the Company may, by notice given under this Section, designate any further or 
different addresses to which subsequent notices, certificates, requests or other communications shall be 
sent. 

SECTION 4.08. Administrative Fees. 

(a) The Company shall reimburse the County for reasonable expenses, including, reasonable 
attorneys’ fees, related to (i) review and negotiation of this Agreement, (ii) review and negotiation of any 
other documents related to the Project, or (iii) the Project, in an amount not to exceed $5,000.00 

SECTION 4.09. Merger. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement among the parties to it with 
respect to the matters contemplated in it, and it is understood and agreed that all undertakings, 
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negotiations, representations, promises, inducements and agreements heretofore had among these parties 
are merged herein. 

SECTION 4.10 Agreement to Sign Other Documents. The County agrees that it will from time to 
time and at the expense of the Company execute and deliver such further instruments and take such 
further action as may be reasonable and as may be required to carry out the purpose of this Agreement; 
provided, however, that such instruments or actions shall never create or constitute an indebtedness of the 
County within the meaning of any state constitutional provision (other than the provisions of Article X, 
Section 14(10) of the South Carolina Constitution) or statutory limitation and shall never constitute or 
give rise to a pecuniary liability of the County or a charge against its general credit or taxing power or 
pledge the credit or taxing power of the State of South Carolina, or any other political subdivision of the 
State of South Carolina. 

SECTION 4.11. Agreement’s Construction. The Parties agree that each Party and its counsel have 
reviewed and revised this Agreement and that any rule of construction to the effect that ambiguities are to 
be resolved against a drafting party does not apply in the interpretation of this Agreement or any 
amendments or exhibits to this Agreement. 

SECTION 4.12. Applicable Law. South Carolina law, exclusive of its conflicts of law provisions that 
would refer the governance of this Agreement to the laws of another jurisdiction, governs this Agreement. 

SECTION 4.13. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each 
of which, when so executed and delivered, shall be an original; but such counterparts shall together 
constitute but one and the same instrument. 

SECTION 4.14. Amendments. This Agreement may be amended only by written agreement of the 
parties hereto. 

SECTION 4.15. Waiver. Either Party may waive compliance by the other Party with any term or 
condition of this Agreement but the waiver is valid only if it is in a writing signed by the waiving Party. 

SECTION 4.16. Termination. Unless first terminated under any other provision of this Agreement, 
this Agreement terminates on the expiration of the Credit Term and payment by the Company of any 
outstanding Net Fee Payment due on the Project pursuant to the terms of this Agreement. 

 

[TWO SIGNATURE PAGES FOLLOW] 
[REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Richland County, South Carolina, has caused this Agreement to be 
executed by the appropriate officials of the County and its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed and 
attested, effective the day and year first above written. 

RICHLAND COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 

 
 
        
Chair, Richland County Council 

(SEAL) 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Clerk to Council, Richland County Council 

 

 

 

[REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 3130 Bluff Road, LLC, has caused this Agreement to be executed by its 
authorized officers, effective the day and year first above written. 

3130 BLUFF ROAD, LLC 

 
By:        
Name: ________      
Its:        

 

 

 

 

 

 

[REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK] 
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EXHIBIT A 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

TMS No. R13507-04-01 

 
3130 Bluff Road,  
Columbia, South Carolina 29209 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 2, Administration; Article X, Purchasing; 

so as to add a provision to allow for a 5% local vendor preference [PAGES 99-105]

 

Notes

October 28, 2014 - The Committee recommended that Council approve a 5% local preference policy for Richland 

County as per the criteria described in the agenda packet. 

 

First Reading:    November 18, 2014 

Second Reading:    December 2, 2014 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject:  Bidding Opportunities for Richland County Businesses 

 

A. Purpose 

Council is requested to provide direction on a motion regarding bidding opportunities for Richland County 
businesses.   

 

B. Background / Discussion 

The following motion was made at the September 16, 2014 Council Meeting:  “Any bid from a Richland 

County business that is within a 10% difference should have the opportunity to alter their bid for the 

advertised contract.  [JACKSON]” 

 
It is imperative that Richland County upholds the basic tenet of any procurement process – that being the 
process of fair and open competition.   
 
No governmental entity allows any bid to be "altered" after the opening of bids. This is clear in the SC 
Consolidated Procurement Code of Laws ("you may not change your bid after opening”) and the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation ("conditions of the tender are not altered after opening of price bids”). This is patent 
to the doctrine of transparency and fairness.   
 
However, the SC Consolidated Procurement Code of Laws allows for negotiating with the lowest 
responsive and responsible bidder(s) as per the following provisions in Title 11, Chapter 35. These are 
established industry practices that provide Richland County a better price without allowing vendors to alter 
pricing. Richland County Procurement always utilizes negotiation(s) with the lowest responsive and 
responsible bidder to every extent allowed by law.   
 

Invitation For Bid - Section 11-35-1520 – item # (10) 

 

“Award” – “Before the posting of the award, the procuring agency may negotiate with the lowest 
responsive and responsible bidder to lower his bid within the scope of the invitation for bids.” 
 

RFP – Request for Proposals – Section 11-35-1530 – item # (8) 

 

“Negotiations” – “Whether price was an evaluation factor or not, the procurement officer, in his sole 
discretion and not subject to review under Article 17, may proceed in any of the manners indicated below, 
except that in no case may confidential information derived from proposals and negotiations submitted by 
competing offerors be disclosed:  
 
(a) negotiate with the highest ranking offeror on price, on matters affecting the scope of the contract, so long 
as the changes are within the general scope of the request for proposals, or on both. If a satisfactory contract 
cannot be negotiated with the highest ranking offeror, negotiations may be conducted, in the sole discretion 
of the procurement officer, with the second, and then the third, and so on, ranked offerors to the level of 
ranking determined by the procurement officer in his sole discretion;  
 
(b) during the negotiation process as outlined in item (a) above, if the procurement officer is unsuccessful in 
his first round of negotiations, he may reopen negotiations with any offeror with whom he previously 
negotiated; or  
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(c) the procurement officer may make changes within the general scope of the request for proposals and 
may provide all responsive offerors an opportunity to submit their best and final offers”. 

 
Again, allowing vendors to alter their bids after they have been submitted violates the basic principles of 
Procurement - fair and open competition. Bids must be opened publicly, thus prices are then publicly 
known.  
 
In addition to negotiating with the lowest responsive and responsible bidder(s), as Richland County 
currently does, another option is to have a local preference policy. While neither Greenville nor Lexington 
Counties have a local preference policy in their procurement process, Charleston County and the City of 
Columbia do have a 5% local preference policy. The Charleston County preference applies to all formal 
solicitations while the City of Columbia may not apply the preference in some instances, such as any 
solicitation being funded by the SCDOT “C” Program is not eligible. The State of South Carolina has a 7% 
“Resident Vendor Preference.”  Currently, only 11 states offer a “Resident Vendor Preference” as it 
potentially appears to restrict competition.  Oftentimes, vendors outside the “local” area tend to skip 
submitting proposals for solicitations because it may be viewed as restricting competition. 
 

Local preference takes several forms; the most prevalent form is the percentage preference. For the 
purposes of this discussion, "local vendor / business" uses the same definition as the County’s Small Local 
Business Enterprise Program:   

Local Business – a firm having a Principal Place of Business or a Significant Employment Presence in 
Richland County, South Carolina.   

Principal Place of Business – a location wherein a firm maintains a company headquarters or a physical 
office and through which it obtains no less than fifty percent of its overall customers or sales dollars, or 
through which no less than twenty-five percent of its employees are located and domiciled in the County of 
Richland and/or Richland County.   

Significant Employee Presence – no less than twenty-five percent of a firm’s total number of full and part-
time employees are domiciled in Richland County.   

Richland County could implement a 5% local preference that mirrors Charleston County and the City of 
Columbia.  This would be a clear indication of Richland County’s good faith effort to ensure Richland 
County businesses are allowed a competitive advantage in the County’s bid processes.  
 
If a bidder is requesting the local preference, the bidder, upon request of the procurement officer, must 
provide documentation that establishes the bidder's qualifications for the preference. A bidder's failure to 
provide this information promptly is grounds to deny the preference. When evaluating pricing for purposes 
of making an award determination, the procurement officer shall decrease a bidder's price by five percent if 
the bidder meets the local criteria defined herein.  Whether award is to be made by item or lot, the 
preferences must be applied to the price of each line item of end product or work, as applicable. A 
preference must not be applied to an item for which a bidder does not qualify.   
 
If a bidder is requesting this preference, the bidder, upon request by the procurement officer, must provide 
documentation that establishes the bidder's qualifications for the preference and must identify the persons 
domiciled in Richland County that will perform the services involved in the procurement upon which the 
bidder relies in qualifying for the preference and the services those individuals are to perform.  
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A business is not entitled to any preferences unless the business, to the extent required by law, has: (1) paid 
all taxes assessed by Richland County, the State of South Carolina, and (2) registered with Richland County, 
the South Carolina Secretary of State and the South Carolina Department of Revenue.  
 
The preference will not apply to a single unit of an item with a price in excess of fifty thousand dollars or a 
single award with a total potential value in excess of five hundred thousand dollars. The preference will not 
apply to a bid for an item of work by the bidder if the annual price of the bidder's work exceeds fifty 
thousand dollars or the total potential price of the bidder's work exceeds five hundred thousand dollars. This 
preference does not apply to an acquisition of motor vehicles as defined in Section 56-15-10 of the SC Code 
of Laws or an acquisition of supplies or services relating to construction.  Further, in line with our SLBE 
ordinance, this price preference “would not apply if the award to the local business would result in a total 
contract cost that is, on an annual basis, more than $25,000 higher than the low bid; nor would it apply on a 
contract in which the total contract cost would exceed the County’s budgeted price for the contract.”   
 
Richland County’s solicitations must provide potential bidders an opportunity to request the 5% local 
business preference. By submitting a bid and requesting the 5% local business preference be applied to that 
bid, a business certifies that its bid qualifies for the preference for that procurement. A bidder is not 
qualified for a preference unless the bidder makes a request for the preference as required in the solicitation. 
The applicability of the preference to that procurement is conclusively determined by the solicitation. If two 
or more bidders are tied after the application of the preferences allowed by this section, the tie must be 
resolved by the flip of a coin witnessed by the procurement officer. All responding vendors must be invited 
to attend. Price adjustments required for purposes of evaluation and application of the preferences do not 
change the actual price offered by the bidder. 

 

Please note that a local preference does not take into account the “size” of a business.  A local preference 
would apply to a business making $10,000 a year, as well as to one making $10,000,000 a year, as well as 
one with 1 employee, or 1,000 employees, as long as it met the criteria established herein. 

 
Further, the McNair Law Firm recently advised Council on the issue of local preference in Executive 
Session on October 7, 2014.  Please take into account the legal advice provided by McNair as you deliberate 
this matter. 
 
As always, any projects containing federal funds will not be allowed a local preference.   

 

C. Financial Impact  

At this time, the financial impact of a 5% (or any other percentage determined by Council) local preference 
policy is unknown.  However, Council should note that contracts may be awarded at a 5% greater cost if the 
local preference is enacted, which will have a financial impact. 
 

D. Alternatives 

1. Approve a 5% local preference policy for Richland County as per the criteria described herein.   
 

2. Approve another percentage amount local preference policy for Richland County as per the criteria 
described herein.   
 

3. Do not approve a local preference policy for Richland County at this time.  
   

E. Recommendation 

This is a policy decision of Council. 
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Recommended by:  Norman Jackson  Department:  County Council Date:  September 16, 2014 

 

F.  Reviews 
 

Finance 

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  10/13/14    
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: As stated above, this is a policy decision for Council. 
 

Procurement 

Reviewed by: Cheryl Patrick   Date:  10/20/14 
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation: This is a policy decision for Council.  Procurement will 
support Council’s directive with regards to this item. 
 

Legal 

Reviewed by: Elizabeth McLean   Date: 10/22/14 
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  Legal will defer to Procurement on these issues.  Keeping in 
mind legal advice already received on concept, it is Council’s discretion whether to pursue any local 
preference. 

 

Administration 

Reviewed by: Roxanne Ancheta   Date:  October 24, 2014 
 � Recommend Council approval � Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  Administration recommends Alternative 1 -  Approve a 5% 
local preference policy for Richland County as per the criteria described herein. This would be a 
clear indication of Richland County’s good faith effort to ensure Richland County businesses are 
allowed a competitive advantage in the County’s bid processes. Council should note that contracts 
may be awarded at a 5% greater cost if the local preference is enacted, which will have a financial 
impact. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. ___–14HR 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE RICHLAND COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES, 
CHAPTER 2, ADMINISTRATION; ARTICLE X, PURCHASING; SO AS TO ADD A 
PROVISION TO ALLOW FOR A 5% LOCAL VENDOR PREFERENCE.   
 
Pursuant to the authority granted by the Constitution and the General Assembly of the State of 
South Carolina, BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND 
COUNTY: 
 
SECTION I.  The Richland County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 2, Administration; Article X, 
Purchasing; Division 2, Competitive Purchasing Policy; is hereby amended by the addition of 
Section 2-602, to read as follows: 
 

 2-602. Local Vendor Preference. 

 
(a) Richland County shall apply a Local Vendor Preference (LVP) to all solicitations, 

subject to the exclusions herein provided.  If a solicitation specifies the LVP 
applies to that procurement, the applicability of the preference to that procurement 
is conclusively determined by the solicitation. 

 
(b) When evaluating pricing for purposes of making an award determination, the 

procurement officer shall decrease by five (5%) percent the price of any bid when 
the bidder qualifies for the Local Vendor Preference (LVP). 

 
 (1) A bidder is not qualified for the LVP unless the bidder makes an 

affirmative request for the preference as required in the solicitation. 
  

i. By submitting a bid and requesting that the LVP be applied to that 
bid, a bidder certifies that its bid qualifies for the preference for that 
procurement. 
 
ii. If a bidder is requesting the LVP, the bidder, upon request of the 
procurement officer, must provide documentation that establishes the 
bidder's qualifications for the preference. Bidder's failure to provide this 
information promptly is grounds to deny the preference. 
 

 (2) Improperly requesting the LVP may result in the bid being deemed non 
responsive, non-responsible and disqualified. 

 
 (3) If two or more bidders are tied after the application of the preference, the 

tie must be resolved by the flip of a coin by the Richland County Procurement 
Director (or his/her designee) and witnessed by the procurement officer who 
conducted the solicitation.  All bidders who responded to the solicitation must be 
invited to attend.     

 
(c) A vendor or bidder qualifies for the Local Vendor Preference if it: 
 
 (1) Maintains an office in Richland County. For the purposes of this section 

only, an on office is defined as a non-mobile place for the regular transaction of 
business or performance of a particular service which has been operated as such 
by the bidder or vendor for at least one year before the bid opening; and 

 
 (2) Has a valid Richland County business license which was issued at least 

twelve (12) months prior to the bid opening date; and 
 
 (3) Provides proof of payment of all applicable Richland County taxes and 

fees, including but not limited to, business license fees, business personal property 
taxes, and real property taxes. 
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 (4) The submitted bid meets all other requirements of responsiveness and 
responsibility as defined in this Article.  

 
(d) The LVP shall not apply to: 
 
 (1) An award or bid when the total dollar value of the bid is less than $10,000; 
 
 (2) A single unit of an item with a price in excess of twenty-five thousand 

($25,000) dollars or a single award with a total potential value in excess of two 
hundred thousand ($200,000) dollars; or 

 
 (3) An acquisition of motor vehicles as defined in Section 56-15-10 in the SC 

Consolidated Procurement Code. 
 
   
SECTION II.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be 
deemed to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, 
subsections, and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.  Conflicting Ordinances Repealed.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in 
conflict with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be effective from and after 
_____________________, 2014. 

  
 
RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 
 

BY:_______________________________ 
            Norman Jackson, Chair 
 
Attest this ________ day of 
 
_____________________, 2014. 
 
_____________________________________ 
S. Monique McDaniels 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
RICHLAND COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only. 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content. 
 
 
First Reading:   
Second Reading:  
Third Reading: 
Public Hearing: 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

An Ordinance Amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Public Works Annual Budget to appropriate Two Million Eight 

Hundred Seventy-Four Thousand Four Hundred Fifty Dollars ($2,874,450.00) from their Stormwater Fund to 

purchase the Cabin Branch (Hopkins) Tract Property [FIRST READING] [PAGES 106-108]

 

Notes

First Reading: 

Second Reading: 

Third Reading: 

Public Hearing:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR RICHLAND COUNTY 
ORDINANCE NO.SW_01 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015 PUBLIC WORKS 
ANNUAL BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE TWO MILLION EIGHT HUNDRED 
SEVENTY-FOUR THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED FIFTY DOLLARS 
($2,874,450.00) FROM THEIR STORMWATER FUND TO PURCHASE THE 
CABIN BRANCH (HOPKINS) TRACT PROPERTY. 
 

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

SECTION I.  That the amount of Two Million Eight Hundred Seventy-Four Thousand Four 
Hundred Fifty Dollars ($2,874,450.00) be appropriated to provide funding to purchase the Cabin 
Branch (Hopkins) Tract property.  Therefore, the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Public Works 
Stormwater Annual Budget is hereby amended as follows: 

 
REVENUE 

 

Revenue appropriated July 1, 2014 as amended:    $  3,429,000 
 
Appropriation of Storm Water Fund Balance:    $  2,874,450 
 
Total Stormwater Fund Revenue as Amended:    $  6,303,450 
   
 

EXPENDITURES 
 

Expenditures appropriated July 1, 2014 as amended:    $   3,429,000 
 
Cabin Branch (Hopkins) Tract Property:     $   2,874,450 
 
Total Stormwater Fund Expenditures as Amended:    $   6,303,450 
 
 
SECTION II.Severability. If any section, subsection, or clause of this ordinance shall be deemed 
to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, 
and clauses shall not be affected thereby. 
 
SECTION III.Conflicting Ordinances Repealed. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict 
with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION IV.Effective Date. This ordinance shall be enforced from and after _____________, 
2014.    
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RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

 
    BY:__________________________ 

   Norman Jackson, Chair 
 

 
 
 
 
ATTEST THIS THE _____ DAY 
 
OF_________________, 2014 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Clerk of Council 
 
 
RICHLANDCOUNTYATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
__________________________________ 
Approved As To LEGAL Form Only. 
No Opinion Rendered As To Content. 
 
 
 
First Reading:    
Second Reading:  
Public Hearing:  
Third Reading:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Stormwater Division of Department of Public Works Purchase of a High Side Dumping Municipal Street Sweeper 

[PAGES 109-132]

 

Notes

November 25, 2014 - The Committee recommended that Council approve the purchase of a high side dumping 

municipal street sweeper in the amount of $230,119.00.
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Per Mr. Malinowski’s Request: 
 

Street Sweeper Solicitation History, Clarification and Information: 
 

   The specifications were originally designed after conversations with department and maintenance personnel. 

As a result of these discussions, two items were determined to be especially important in the specifications. 

First,  Stormwater requested a High Side-Dumping hopper on the unit. This would allow them to dump the 

material in a truck while on site, and continue sweeping after a few minutes of offloading the material.  The 

standard sweeper would require them to stop sweeping, travel to the dump site at the landfill, empty the unit, 

and then return to the area they were working in.  The high side-dump model will be much more efficient and 

productive. The second consideration would be that the sweeper system was driven by a separate, auxiliary 

motor and was not dependent on the truck chassis motor for power, which will be an advantage in the 

performance of maintenance service on the unit. 

   The Florida Sheriff’s contract offers five regenerative air sweepers, including the Tymco 600x.  All of the units in 

the offer are standard sweeper models, with a rear container door for emptying and cleaning the unit, and they 

do not tilt for dumping of the hopper. The units are not stainless steel, as is the model we have received a bid 

on.  Additionally, the auxiliary engine on the 600x is a 99HP John Deere, a slightly older model, which is 20HP 

less than the unit bid, and is a Tier 3 motor being remarketed as Tier 4i. 

   Only two of the vendors from the Sheriff’s contract, Tymco and Schwarze, offer the high side-dumping model as 

an option. I have built a basic projected cost for the Schwarze A7 Tornado high side-dumping unit and the 

Tymco 600x high side-dumping unit  based on the options from the Sheriff’s contract. This comparison will 

contain some, but not all of the options contained in the bid unit for the County. However, they offer an insight 

into the actual cost of the equipment purchased through the Florida contract. The costs for the 

units: 
 

Tymco 600x, with High 

Side-Dumping (500x) 

option and some similar 

equipment 

Schwarze A7 Tornado, 

with High Side-Dumping 

option and some similar 

equipment 

Tymco 500x High Side- 

Dumping bid quote 

received by Richland 

County 

$242,463.00 $254,092.00 $229,819.00 

****Please note that these do not include sales tax. The projected costs from the Florida Sheriff’s Association may not 

contain everything offered in the bid quote received by the County. These projections are for comparison, but are not 

identical to that offer. 
 

 
 
 

   Findings regards to Houston-Galveston Area Council and Florida Sheriff’s Association “Cooperative Purchasing 
Program”. 

 
Please take into consideration the following: 

• A fee is associated to become a member of the Cooperative Purchasing Program; 

• The purchase is associated with out-of-state taxes and freight charges; 

• The award vendors are located out-of-state (in most cases the state of Florida); 

• SC Code of Ordinances Section 11-35-4810 -Cooperative Purchasing Authorized: 
(see below) 
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   SECTION 11-35-4810. Cooperative purchasing authorized. 
 

Any public procurement unit may participate in, sponsor, conduct, or administer a cooperative purchasing agreement for 

the procurement of any supplies, services, or construction with one or more public procurement units or external 

procurement activities in accordance with an agreement entered into between the participants. Such cooperative 

purchasing may include, but is not limited to, joint or multi-party contracts between public procurement units and open- 

ended state public procurement unit contracts which shall be made available to local public procurement units, except 

as provided in Section 11-35-4820 or except as may otherwise be limited by the board through regulations. 
 

However, thirty days' notice of a proposed multi-state solicitation must be provided through central advertising and 

such contracts may be only awarded to manufacturers who will be distributing the products to South Carolina 

governmental bodies through South Carolina vendors; provided, however, that the provisions of this paragraph do not 

apply to public institutions of higher learning if the institution demonstrates a cost savings to the Office of State 

Procurement in regard to the multi-state solicitation and procurement. 
 

HISTORY: 1981 Act No. 148, Section 1; 1997 Act No. 153, Section 1; 2011 Act No. 74, Pt V, Section 8, eff August 1, 2011. 
 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

    ATTACHMENT A: COMPARISON OF THE 500X SPECS AND THE MODEL 600 SPECS 
 

    ATTACHMENT B: AMICK EQUIPMENT’S LIST OF SALES OF THE TYMCO MODEL 500X TO OTHER ENTITIES 

SIMILAR TO RICHLAND COUNTY’S SPECIFICATIONS (WITH TIER EMISSION CHANGES, PRICING HAS CHANGED IN 

THE LAST 6 MONTHS AND RC HAS SPEC’D A TIER 4 ENGINE) – THE PRICING INFORMATION IS CONFIDENTIAL 

AND MAY BE PROVIDED TO COUNCIL MEMBERS, IF REQUIRED, DURING AN EXECUTIVE SESSION MEETING, 

RATHER THAN BEING INCLUDED IN THE COUNCIL’S AGENDA PACKAGE. 
 

   THE FOLLOWING INFO IS PROVIDED BY AMICK EQUIPMENT: 
 
“Florida Sheriffs Contract: 
The Sherriff's contract is for a Tymco base Model 600. This is a non-dumping street sweeper with no options 
added. This will not work for the application in Richland County. There is an option on the contract to convert 
the 600 to a Model 500x. The total amount would be in excess of $250,000.00. 

 
HGAC: 
The HGAC contract  is for a Tymco base Model  500x body only for ($149,650)  You would then need to add a 
chassis ($70,819),  all options  needed by the county ($21,450), Freight ($2,400) and training 
($1,800). The total amount would be in excess of $245,000.” 
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The TYMCO Model 500x® High Side 
Dump REGENERATIVE AIR 
Sweeper is the most innovative 
product of its kind on the market 
today. Developed to fulfill the 
requirements of municipalities, 
highway departments and 
contractors who have the need for 
high dump sweeper applications; 
the 500x® comes fully equipped 

We want you to understand  the Regenerative Air System and your TYMCO sweeper completely,  so you can get optimal 

performance from your equipment investment. That’s why, for more than twenty years, we’ve offered two-day scheduled 

training  schools  at our facility  in Waco, Texas. Managers,  owners,  operators  and mechanics  get hands-on  training  and 

answers to specific questions. Enrollment  levels are kept low, so you and your team will get personal attention as well as 

the opportunity  to learn from the experiences  of other attendees through the interaction  of the class. 

When your operators and mechanics are thoroughly trained 

and knowledgeable about the TYMCO sweeper, you get better 

performance and a lower cost per operating hour. 
 

• TYMCO offers full two-day schools 

• Choose from over 25 schools scheduled  per year 

• Yearly class schedules and class agendas are available 

• Learn through demonstrations on an operational  sweeper 

• Special schools arranged for large groups 

® 
 
 
 
 
 
REGENERATIVE AIR SWEEPERS 
 

 
 

® 

with features unmatched in the 
industry. Once again, TYMCO is 

Model 600 Illustration • Register to attend on our web site 

sure to revolutionize the way the 
world sweeps. 

Specifically designed for training, our 3500 square foot, temperature controlled facility 

provides ample space for demonstrations on an operational  sweeper and systems 

components. We also provide daily ground transportation from the hotel to our training 

facility, and lunch is on us. 
 
 
 

In over 50 U.S. locations and dozens of others worldwide,  you receive 

on-the-spot  parts and service from TYMCO’s  exclusive network of dealers. 
 

 
 

The Model 500x® features a variable 
dump height from 2 feet to 11 feet 
from the tip of the discharge chute 
to the ground with the hopper fully 
tilted, enabling the 500x® to dump 
into various size containers. The fast 

This product is protected  by numerous U.S. and Foreign Patents. Specifications subject to change without notice. 

68 second dump cycle means more 
time sweeping, less time dumping. 

 

MODEL HSP
®

 

High Speed Performance for 

 
 
Airport Runways 

 

MODEL 600
®

 

Cabover 

 

MODEL DST-4
®

 

Dustless Sweeping Technology 

 

 
 

® 

 
 

 
 
TYMCO invented the 
REGENERATIVE AIR sweeper and 
continues to lead the field because 
of our commitment to engineering 
state-of-the-art equipment that is 
specifically designed  for maximum 
performance, reliability, ease of 
operation and safety. 

 

MODEL 600
®

 

Standard Cab 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MODEL DST-6

®
 

Dustless Sweeping Technology 

REGENERATIVE  AIR SWEEPERS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TYMCO REGENERATIVE AIR SWEEPERS are 

AQMD Rule 1186 Certified PM10-Efficient 
0106 - 15M - 01SM © TYMCO International, LTD. 2006 

 

MODEL 210
®

 

Cabover 

 
 
 
 

® 

 
MODEL 435

®
 

 
 

Photo illustrations in this brochure include optional equipment.  TYMCO International, LTD. • P.O. Box  2368  • Waco,  TX 76703-2368 • (254) 799-5546 • FAX (254) 799-2722 
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® 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Tilt-N-Seal™ blower system 
ensures long seal life between the 
hopper and blower housing. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The stainless steel hopper and 
screen is designed with integral 
openings for cleaning above the 
screen without the use of drop- 
down screens or access panels. 

 

The standard Model 500x® chassis is a 33,000 
lbs. GVW International chassis featuring: 

• A 200 HP turbo-charged engine 
(50 state emissions) 

•  Rear air ride suspension (23,000 lbs.) provides 
constant ride height and stability 

•  Dual steering with tilt and dual instrumentation 
• Air conditioned cab 
•  Cab air filtration system 
• Air ride seats 
•  Power and heated West Coast mirrors with 

LED clearance lights 
(Contact factory for other available chassis) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1  The large 5.7 cubic yard, heavy duty hopper is constructed of non-magnetic stainless steel. A variable 
dump height from 2 feet to 11 feet allows dumping into various size and type containers. 

 
2  The large hopper door allows easy dumping and is hydraulically and mechanically locked for an air and 

watertight seal. 
 

3  The large stainless steel discharge chute projects debris into the middle of the dump container without the 
need of a hopper side shift. The chute is designed to float 45 degrees upward, preventing major damage 
should it come in contact with the debris container. 

 
4  The heavy duty scissor lift assembly has a 10,000 lb. lift capacity. All pivots on the lift are self-lubricating 

and never require greasing. Integral counterbalance holding valves ensure controlled lowering of the lift 
assembly and serve as redundant safety locks. 

 
5  Dual stabilizers automatically deploy before the dump cycle begins assuring unit stability throughout 

the dumping procedure. 
 

6  TYMCO's exclusive Tilt-N-Seal  blower system utilizes an adjustable spring balance design which 
ensures long seal life between the hopper and blower housing. The hydraulically driven blower does 
not operate during the dump cycle and is accessible without having to remove the blower housing. 

 

7  Service doors swing open to allow ground level access to the rear mounted sweeper power unit. 
 

8  TYMCO's patented dual 43 inch vertical digger gutter brooms are both variable speed and tilting. 
The brooms are illuminated for night sweeping. All broom functions are controlled from inside 
the cab by the operator. 

1 

 
 

 
The powerful 115 HP John Deere 

Tier 2 diesel auxiliary engine is 

located at the rear of the sweeper, 

11 reducing cab noise and heat, while 
2 also allowing easy access and 

ground level service. 

 
 
 
 

3 

 
4 

 

 
 
 
 

In cab controls are center 
mounted and illuminated for ease 

13 of operation from either driving 
6 position. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Model 500x sweeper unit never 
requires greasing, reducing maintenance 
down-time and maintenance costs. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

OVERALL DIMENSIONS 
(Approximate) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The TYMCO Model 500x®  has a large stainless steel 
discharge chute, which projects debris into the middle of 
the container without the need of a side shift. The chute 
is designed to float 45 degrees upward, preventing major 
damage should it come in contact with the debris container. 

 

9  The dust control system features a 250 gallon capacity rustproof reservoir with a hydrant fill 
hose, auto shut-off and low level indicators. Additionally, the dust control system does not 
operate when the blower is disengaged; thereby saving water. 

 
10 The time tested, heavy duty Broom Assist Pick-up Head (BAH®) is controlled from inside 

the cab and provides extra cleaning power when needed. 
 

11 The hopper drain system allows for sweeping in wet weather. 
 

12 The electrical system incorporates "state of the art" multiplex diagnostic capability and  8 
integral solid-state circuit protection. (not shown)  

10 

13 The Model 500x® standard light package includes: behind the cab mounted strobe, two 
rear mounted LED stop/turn/signal lights, one work light for night time hopper dumping  5 
illumination, two rear mounted work lights and four rear mounted LED flashers. 

 
 
 

 
7 

 
 
 
 
 
 

The operator friendly cab features 
dual steering with tilt and dual 

5 
instrumentation. 

Length ...................................................... 280” (23’ 4”) (7112 mm) 

Width ............................................................... 96” (8’) (2438 mm) 
Height ........................................................ 112” (9’ 4”) (2845 mm) 

Dump height ..................................................................... Variable 
Maximum...132 ” (11’) (3353 mm) from bottom of chute to ground 
Minimum........ 24” (2’) (610 mm) from bottom of chute to ground 

Maximum overall clearance height ........ 262” (21’ 10”) (6655 mm) 
Empty weight .............................................. 21,000 lbs. (9,534 kg) 

Dimensions and weight may vary with equipment 

 

TM 
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• Large 7.3 Cubic Yard Hopper with over 10,000 lb. Payload 

• Stationary Hopper with simple Raker Dump System 

• Useable 87 inch wide Pick-Up Head with DUO-SKIDS 

• Large 14 inch Suction and Pressure Hoses 

• Powerful, yet Fuel Efficient Auxiliary Engine 

• No Grease Fittings for Ease of Maintenance 

• Powerful 43 inch “Trailing Arm” Gutter Brooms 

• Centrally located Lighted Control Panel 

• Simple Single Stage Hydraulic Cylinders 

• Dust Control System - Efficient Low Volume High Pressure 

® 
 
We want you to understand  the Regenerative Air System and your TYMCO sweeper completely,  so you can get optimal 

performance from your equipment investment. That’s why, for more than twenty-five years, we’ve offered two-day scheduled 

training  schools at our facility in Waco, Texas. Owners,  managers,  operators  and mechanics  get hands-on  training  and 

answers to specific questions. Enrollment  levels are kept low, so you and your team will get personal attention as well as 

the opportunity  to learn from the experiences  of other attendees through the interaction  of the class. 

When your operators and mechanics are thoroughly trained and knowledgeable about the TYMCO sweeper, you get better 

performance and a lower cost per operating hour. 

Specifically designed for training, our 3500 square foot, temperature controlled facility provides ample space for 

demonstrations on an operational  sweeper  and systems components. We also provide daily ground transportation from 

the hotel to our training facility, and lunch is on us. 

• TYMCO offers full two-day schools 

• Choose from over 30 schools scheduled  per year 

• Yearly class schedules and class agendas 

are available 

• Learn through demonstrations on an 

operational  sweeper 

• Special schools arranged for large groups 

• Register to attend on www.tymco.com 
 
 

®  
1. The closed-loop 
Regenerative Air System uses 
the force of a high velocity 
controlled jet of air created by 
the powerful blower wheel. 

 
2. This jet of air blasts down 
and across the pick-up head 
onto the pavement and into 
the cracks forcing up into the 
air stream packed-on heavy 
debris as well as fine dust 
particles. 

 
In over 50 U.S. locations and dozens of others worldwide,  you receive 

on-the-spot  parts and service from the TYMCO network of dealers. 

This product is protected  by numerous U.S. and Foreign Patents. Specifications subject to change without notice. 

 

3. The debris laden air stream 
is pulled into the large hopper, 
where the air loses velocity 
and the larger debris falls to 
the bottom. A screen at the 
top of the hopper prevents 
items such as paper, cans and 
rocks from leaving the hopper 
and entering the centrifugal 
dust separator. 

 
4. The patented centrifugal 
dust separator spins the air 
along the curved wall of the 
chamber until the micron size 
dust particles are skimmed 
off into the hopper. Only clean 
air is returned to the blower 
to start the Regenerative Air 
cycle again. This closed- 

 

MODEL HSP
®

 

High Speed Performance for Airport Runways 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MODEL 600  CNG 
Compressed Natural Gas Powered 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MODEL DST-6

®
 

 

MODEL 435
®

 

Mid-Sized  Street Sweeper 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
TYMCO REGENERATIVE AIR SWEEPERS  are

 

 

MODEL 500x 
High Side Dump Street Sweeper 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MODEL DST-4 
Dustless Sweeping Technology 

loop system means no dirty Dustless Sweeping Technology AQMD Rule 1186  Certified  PM10
 -Efficient 

MODEL 210 
Parking Lot Sweeper 

air is exhausted into the 
environment only to settle on 

Sweeper chassis models may change without notice. 
 
0912 - 10M - 02SM © TYMCO, Inc. 2012 

the surface again.  
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The Auxiliary Hand Hose is a powerful suction nozzle for hard to 
reach cleaning applications  such as catch basins, sumps, fence 
lines, and around garbage containers. The hydraulic boom assist 

®  
makes operation of the heavy duty hand hose easier. 

• Rear mounted ALTERNATING FLASHING LIGHTS - LED (2) 

• Amber Beacon Light - LED with Limb Guard 

• Rear mounted Floodlights 

• Back Up Alarm 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

he in-cab operated Pick-Up Head Front Curtain Lifter allows the 
perator to raise the front curtain allowing large amounts of lighter 
aterials, such as leaves to easily pass beneath the pick-up head. 

• Dual Steering with Tilt and Dual Instrumentation Panels 

• Excellent Visibility, Maneuverability and Accessibility 

• Dual Adjustable High Back Air Suspension Seats 

• Remote Controlled Heated Power Mirrors 
 

he 43 inch Gutter Brooms can be equipped with Hydraulic Tilt 
djusters, Variable Speed Control and Drop Down Mode allowing 
he brooms to work in an outboard or inboard position. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

• Crowned, Cracked and Irregular Paved Streets and Roads 

• BMP (Best Management Practice) for Stormwater Quality 

• Porous and Permeable Pavements 

• Airport Runways and Taxiways 

The TYMCO  Broom Assist  Pick-Up  Head (BAH
®
)  provides  an 

on-demand broom for applications where a center broom may be 
desired. In-cab controls allow for broom assisted sweeping  only 
when needed, reducing broom wear. 

 
 
 
 
 

An Abrasion Protection Package is available to protect your sweeper and extend component life when sweeping 
highly abrasive materials. 

Stainless Steel components are available for maximum corrosion resistance. The hopper, dump door, inspection 
doors, hopper screen, blower housing, dust separator and hopper drain can be fabricated with low carbon, high 
chrome stainless steel. 

 
 
 
 
International®  

Freightliner ® 

• BMP for Fugitive Dust Control 

• Industrial Facility Cleaning 

• Asphalt and Concrete 

 
 
 
 

 
No Grease Fittings = Less Maintenance 

• High Output Water Dust Control System 

• Hi/Low Pressure Washdown System 

• Catch Basin Cleaning Package 

• Sweeper Deluge System 

• Hopper Drain System
 

• COMDEX® (Compact Design Extra Water) 

• Auto Sweep Interrupt 

• Lateral Air Flow System 

• Glycol Recovery System 

• Light, Standard and Heavy Duty Magnets
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Freightliner CNG (Compressed Natural Gas) 
 
 

™ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cabover 

 
Sweeper photographs may contain optional equipment. 

 
Sweeper chassis models and options may change without notice. 

Consult your dealer for more information.  Specifications  subject to change without notice. Consult factory. 
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Richland County Council Request of Action 
 

Subject: Stormwater Division of Department of Public Works Purchase of a High Side Dumping 

Municipal Street Sweeper  

 

A. Purpose 

County Council is requested to approve the purchase of a Tymco 500X Municipal Street 

Sweeper (Street Sweeper) from the Amick Equipment Co., Inc. for $230,119.00 for the 

Stormwater Division of the County’s Public Works Department.   

 

B. Background / Discussion 

Streets, roads, highways and parking lots accumulate significant amounts of pollutants that 

contribute to stormwater pollutant runoff to surface waters.  Street sweeping can be an effective 

measure in reducing pollutants in stormwater runoff coming from roadways and other 

impervious surfaces.  If Council approves this purchase request, the Street Sweeper will be used 

as a Best Management Practice (BMP) in the implementation of our Municipal Separate Storm 

Sewer System (MS4) Permit from the South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental 

Control (DHEC).  The County’s Public Works Department will operate the Street Sweeper in 

areas where pollutants in roads can be picked up by stormwater runoff and enter into surface 

waters.  The amount and nature of the removed pollutants will be recorded and provided to 

DHEC in our Stormwater Division’s Annual Report to demonstrate our compliance with our 

MS4 Permit requirements.  

 

The solicitation (RC-609-B-2015) for the Street Sweeper was posted on October 2, 2014, and 

the bid was received on October 28, 2014. Amick Equipment Co., Inc. was the sole responder 

(see attached). The company met all of the requirements and specifications of the advertisement. 

Both the 2015 Freightliner truck chassis engine and the sweeper assembly John Deere auxiliary 

engine meet the latest U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Tier IV emissions 

standards. The Tymco 500X is manufactured in Waco, TX, and is distributed by the Amick 

Equipment Co., Inc., which is located in Lexington, SC.  The unit carries a one year factory 

warranty, and the warranty service work will be performed at the Amick Equipment Co., Inc. 

site in Lexington, SC. After the expiration of the warranty period, all the necessary repair and 

preventative maintenance work will be performed at the County’s Fleet Maintenance shop. The 

delivery of the Street Sweeper is estimated to be 150 days from the issuance of the Purchase 

Order. Operator and technician training will be provided upon delivery of the Street Sweeper. 

 

C. Legislative / Chronological History 

This is a staff-initiated request.  Therefore, there is no legislative history associated with the 

request. 

  

D. Financial Impact 

Funding for the purchase of the Street Sweeper was approved in the FY2015 Stormwater 

Division’s budget. There are no new funds being requested. The financial impact to the County 

will be the cost of purchasing the Street Sweeper.  Please see the breakdown of the cost of the 

Street Sweeper below: 

Tymco 500X Municipal Street Sweeper $228,415.00 

Hopper Screen Vibrator (Cab Controls)*     $1,300.00 
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E. Alternatives 
1. Approve the purchase of a Tymco 500X Municipal Street Sweeper from the Amick 

Equipment Co., Inc. for $230,119.00 for the Storm Water Division of the County’s Public 

Works Department. 

 

2. Do not approve the purchase of a Tymco 500X Municipal Street Sweeper from the Amick 

Equipment Co., Inc. for $230,119.00 for the Storm Water Division of the County’s Public 

Works Department.  If Council selects this alternative, the Stormwater Division will not be 

able to take this additional measure to improve our surface water quality and implement our 

MS4 Permit requirements. 

 

F. Recommendation 

It is recommended that Council approve the request for the purchase of the Tymco 500X 

Municipal Street Sweeper for $230,119.00. 

 

Recommended by: Ismail Ozbek 

Department: Public Works 

      Date:  November 6, 2014 

 

G. Reviews 
(Please replace the appropriate box with a  and then support your recommendation in the Comments section 

before routing on.  Thank you!)   

 

Please be specific in your recommendation.  While “Council Discretion” may be appropriate 

at times, it is recommended that Staff provide Council with a professional recommendation 

of approval or denial, and justification for that recommendation, as often as possible. 

 

Finance 

Reviewed by: Daniel Driggers   Date:  11/7/14   

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  

 

Procurement 

Reviewed by: Cheryl Patrick   Date: 11/7/2014 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  

 

Support Services 

Reviewed by: John Hixon    Date:  11/10/14 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  

Two (2) Hydrant Wrenches*        $104.00 

S.C. Sales Tax                                                                          $300.00 

Total Cost $230,119.00 
*Added option (see attached pricing options)  
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Recommend approval of alternative #1. Have confirmed that all bid specifications were 

met including both engines (Freightliner and John Deere) meeting the EPA tier IV 

emission standards. 

 

Legal 

Reviewed by: Elizabeth McLean   Date: 11/12/14 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  Policy decision left to Council’s discretion. 

 

Administration 

Reviewed by: Sparty Hammett   Date:  11/12/14 

  Recommend Council approval  Recommend Council denial 

Comments regarding recommendation:  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

a.    A Resolution Authorizing the extension of the investment period under a May 19, 2009 Fee Agreement by and 

between Richland County, South Carolina, and Trane U. S. Inc. [PAGES 133-136] 

 

b.    Waterpark Contract

Page 133 of 210



A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXTENSION OF THE INVESTMENT PERIOD 

UNDER A MAY 19, 2009 FEE AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN RICHLAND 

COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, AND TRANE U.S. INC.   

 

 WHEREAS, Richland County, South Carolina (the “County”), acting by and through its 

County Council (the “County Council”), is authorized and empowered under and pursuant to 

the provisions of the South Carolina Constitution and the Code of Laws of South Carolina 1976, 

as amended, and the case law of the Courts of the State of South Carolina (the “State”), to offer 

and provide certain privileges, benefits, and incentives to prospective industries as inducements 

for economic development within the County; is authorized and empowered under and pursuant 

to the provisions of Title 12, Chapter 44, Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as amended 

(the “Act”), to acquire, or cause to be acquired, properties (which properties constitute “projects” 

as defined in the Act) and to enter into agreements with any industry to construct, operate, 

maintain and improve such projects; to enter into or allow financing agreements with respect to 

such projects; and to accept any grants for such projects through which powers the industrial 

development of the State will be promoted and trade developed by inducing manufacturing and 

commercial enterprise to locate and remain in the State and thus utilize and employ the 

manpower, agricultural products and natural resources of the State and benefit the general public 

welfare of the County by providing services, employment, recreation or other public benefits not 

otherwise provided locally; 

 

 WHEREAS, in the exercise of the foregoing powers, the County and Trane U.S. Inc. (the 

“Company”), have heretofore entered into an Agreement dated May 19, 2009 (the “Fee 

Agreement”) providing for certain incentives, including, without limitation, payment of a fee-in-

lieu of taxes with respect to the Project (as defined in the Fee Agreement); 

 

 WHEREAS, the Company has requested, in accordance with Section 3.2(b) of the Fee 

Agreement, that the County extend the Investment Period (as defined in the Fee Agreement), as 

permitted by Section 12-44-30(13) of the Act, from the end of the fifth year following the 

Commencement Date (defined in the Fee Agreement as the last day of the property tax year in 

which Project property is first placed in service) until the end of the seventh year following the 

Commencement Date, so that the Investment Period shall continue through December 31, 2016;   

 

 WHEREAS, the County has determined that the extension of the Investment Period (the 

“Extension”) would directly and substantially benefit the general public welfare of the County 

by allowing the Company to complete the Project, by inducing the Company to make further 

investments and by providing the creation of jobs and employment, the increase of ad valorem 

tax base, service, employment or other public benefits not otherwise provided locally; that the 

Extension gives rise to no pecuniary liability of the County or incorporated municipality or a 

charge against the general credit or taxing power of either; that the purposes to be accomplished 

by the Extension, i.e., economic development, creation of jobs, and addition to the tax base of the 

County, are proper governmental and public purposes; that the additional investments in and 

completion of the Project which is located in the County and State are of paramount importance; 

and that the benefits of the Extension and completion of the Project will be greater than the costs. 
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2

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by County Council as follows: 

 

 Section 1.  Approval of Extension of Investment Period.  The County hereby grants an 

extension of the Investment Period under the Fee Agreement pursuant to Section 12-44-30(13) of 

the Act until the end of the seventh year following the Commencement Date, so that the 

Investment Period shall continue through December 31, 2016.   

 

 Section 2.  Further Actions.  The Chair of County Council, the County Administrator and 

the Clerk to County Council, for and on behalf of the County, are hereby each authorized and 

directed to do any and all things necessary to effect the performance of all obligations of the 

County under this Resolution.   

 

 Section 3.  Governing Law.  This Resolution shall be construed and interpreted in 

accordance with the laws of the State. 

 

 Section 4.  Severability.  The provisions of this Resolution are hereby declared to be 

separable and if any section, phrase or provision shall for any reason be declared by a court of 

competent jurisdiction to be invalid or unenforceable, such declaration shall not affect the 

validity of the remainder of the sections, phrases and provisions hereunder.   
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DONE, RATIFIED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of December, 2014. 

        

RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL: 

 

 

              

       Chairman 

        

ATTEST:       

 

 

________________________________           

Clerk   

Richland County Council 

Richland County, South Carolina 

 
 

~#4850-0707-8176 v.3~12/3/14~ 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Richland Memorial Hospital Board: (4) [PAGES 137-163] 

 

a.    Kaziah S. DiMarco 

b.   George King, Jr. 

c.   Jerome Odom 

d.   Charles Waddell 

e.   Ray Borders Gray 

f.    Harry Greenleaf 

g.   Timothy Davis 

h.   Lawrence Kerr 

i.    Susan Raterree 

k.   Erik Collins
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Building Codes Board of Appeals: (1) [PAGES 164-166] 

a.    Jeff Allen
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Accommodations Tax Committee: (1) [PAGES 167-172] 

a.    Samuel Guerry 

b.    Bill McCracken 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

REPORT OF THE TRANSPORTATION AD HOC COMMITTEE: 

 

a.    Resurfacing Packages A & B [PAGES 174-177] 

 

b.    Innovista Project - Greene Street Phase I 

 

c.    County Transportation Improvement Program [PAGES 178-207]
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Page 174 of 210



Page 175 of 210



           Rob Perry

Page 176 of 210



Page 177 of 210



 

 

RICHLAND COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CTIP) 
CALENDAR YEAR 2015 THROUGH CALENDAR YEAR 2019 

 
       

 

Page 178 of 210



 
 

P a g e  1 | 29 

 

 

Table of Contents 
Dates of Adoption and Amendment Actions ...................................................................................................... 2 

I. INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................................................ 3 

Background and History of the Sales Tax Program ......................................................................................... 3 

Funding Summary ............................................................................................................................................ 4 

Roadway ....................................................................................................................................................... 4 

Transit ........................................................................................................................................................... 4 

Bikeways, Pedestrian Improvements and Greenways ................................................................................. 4 

Figure 1. Transportation Penny Funding Summary ................................................................................ 5 

II. CTIP ADOPTION PROCESS AND PROCEDURES ............................................................................................ 5 

Types of Changes to the CTIP .......................................................................................................................... 5 

Amendments ................................................................................................................................................ 6 

Adjustments ................................................................................................................................................. 6 

III. THE CY 2015 – CY 2019 RICHLAND COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CTIP) .... 6 

Figure 2. Summary of Roadway Authorizations in the CTIP ................................................................... 7 

Figure 3. Summary of Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Greenway Authorizations in the CTIP .......................... 8 

Cash Flow Plan ................................................................................................................................................. 8 

Table 1. Projected Revenues and Authorizations by Year (CY 2015 – CY 2019) ................................. 10 

Projects and Authorization Schedules ........................................................................................................... 11 

CTIP Project Tables (CY 2015 – CY 2019) ................................................................................................... 11 

Figure 4. Example Key to Project Tables ............................................................................................... 12 

Table 2. CTIP Projects and Authorization Schedules (CY 2015 – CY 2019) .......................................... 13 

 

 

 

 

  

Page 179 of 210



 
 

P a g e  2 | 29 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 

The Richland County Transportation Improvement Program (CTIP) describes the projects, major 

activities and authorization schedules, and funding to guide the implementation of the 

Transportation Penny Program for all projects and programs approved in the Richland County 

November 2012 transportation penny sales tax referendum.  The CTIP will specifically address 

overall program funding, cash flow modeling, alternate funding sources, and project 

authorization schedules.  The CTIP will also show project ranking and projects by Council district.   

The CTIP will also include, for the projects included in the referendum, any other funding such as 

the State Transportation Infrastructure Bank, state or federal grants and federal-aid 

transportation funding that may supplement the funds from the transportation penny. 

The CTIP is a five-year project authorization program document; it is not a plan. The CTIP only 
includes projects for which there is funding expected to be available over the period covered by 
the CTIP, and therefore, is fiscally constrained.  
 

Background and History of the Sales Tax Program 
Richland County Council established a 39 member citizen Transportation Study Commission in 

2006.  This Commission held numerous public input meetings and completed a comprehensive 

study.  The study addressed failing roads, the lack of sidewalks and greenway infrastructure, and 

the unstable bus system.   Three transportation modes and the projects needed were addressed:  

(1) transit (buses), (2) roadway, and (3) bicycle, pedestrian and sidewalks, and greenways.  The 

projects included in this initial study appeared on the ballot on November 2, 2010 but did not 

pass. 

In 2012, the original study was revised which resulted in a reduction in the number of projects 

and a shorter program timeline.  On November 6, 2012, the Richland County voters approved the 

revised plan of projects funded through a 22-year, $1.07 billion transportation penny local option 

sales tax.  The “Transportation Penny” will be used to complete major road, bike, pedestrian and 

greenway projects and fund bus services during that time span. 

In April 2013, Richland County Council appointed the Transportation Penny Advisory Committee 

(TPAC). The function of the TPAC is to review the use of the sales tax. The TPAC is composed of 

15 Richland County citizens representing Arcadia Lakes, Blythewood, Columbia, Eastover, Forest 

Acres, Irmo, and unincorporated areas of Richland County.  

The Richland County Council established and, in 2013, staffed a County Transportation 

Department to oversee and implement the projects approved in the referendum.  Council also 
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selected a Program Development Team in July of 2014 to assist the County’s Transportation 

Department in the delivery of the program. 

The Sales and Use Tax collections began on May 1, 2013 and Richland County received the first 

revenue from the collections in October 2013.  The tax revenues are collected by the state and 

distributed quarterly to the County. 

Funding Summary 
The Richland County Transportation Improvement Program (CTIP) is subject to time and funding 

constraints as identified and approved by voters in the November 2012 referendum.  Specifically, 

the 1% Sales Tax is to be imposed for not more than 22 years or until a total of $1,070,000,000 

in sales tax revenues has been collected, whichever occurs first.  These revenues are to be used 

to pay the costs of administrative expenses, currently estimated to be $ 32,100,000, any debt 

service should bonds be issued, and the following categories of projects: 

Roadway 
The penny tax program includes widening highways, major intersection improvements, 

paving dirt roads, and resurfacing local roads.  Also included in this category are the 

identified neighborhood improvement plans, specific “special” projects, and the 

interchange at Broad River Road and I-20. 

Amount: $656,020,644 

Transit 
The continued operation and improvements of mass transit services provided by Central 

Midlands Regional Transit Authority including implementation of near, mid and long-term 

service improvements are included.  These funds are sent directly by the County to the 

Central Midlands Regional Transportation Authority for their use in providing and increasing 

transit service in Richland County.  These transit funds and any transit projects are not a part 

of the Richland County Transportation Improvement Program (CTIP), but are administered by 

the Board of the Transit Authority.          

Amount: $300,991,000 

Bikeways, Pedestrian Improvements and Greenways 
The program also includes significant improvements for pedestrians and bicyclists by 
adding sidewalks and bike paths, improving pedestrian access at intersections and 
constructing greenways.            
Amount: $80,888,356 

 
These funding allocations among the three categories identified in the 2012 referendum are also 
shown in chart form in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1. Transportation Penny Funding Summary 

 
 
The referendum also allows Richland County to issue up to $450,000,000 in general obligation 
bonds to support the program.  These bonds may mature over a period not to exceed 22 years, 
to support the completion of the program.   
 

II. CTIP ADOPTION PROCESS AND PROCEDURES 

 
A five-year CTIP will be adopted annually by County Council at a regular or called meeting. Council 
may include the review and comments from the TPAC in its adoption decision.  Council may have 
review and recommendations from Council committees prior to adoption by the full Council. 
 

Types of Changes to the CTIP 
There are two types of CTIP changes: adjustments and amendments.  As a general rule, significant 
changes to the cost, scope and schedule of a project results in an amendment to the CTIP, and 
will require approval by Council.  Minor adjustments in fund sources, description, lead agency, 
project limits, etc. will be made by the Director of Transportation.  The following sections provide 

Roadway, 
$656,020,644

Bike/Ped/Greenway, 
$80,888,356

Administration, 
$32,100,000

Transit, 
$300,991,000

Roadway Bike/Ped/Greenway Administration Transit
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a summary of the two types of changes that may be made at any time during the period of the 
approved CTIP. 
 

Amendments 
Amendments are major changes to a project that alters the scope or cost and will require 
Council approval. The following changes are examples of changes made through an 
amendment: 

 Adding or modifying project(s)  

 Adding or modifying a project phase 

 Significant changes in project scope or cost, so as to alter the original intent of the 
project. 

Adjustments 
The following changes illustrate examples of adjustments that may occur and be 
approved by the Director of Transportation, as long as the change occurs within the 
approved timeframe of the approved CTIP, and the change does not adversely affect the 
timely implementation of any project: 

 Change in project sponsor  

 Splitting or combining projects for purposes of awarding contracts 

 Change or clarification of project description-as long as the change does not 
significantly alter the original project intent as identified through the project 
development process 

 Redirection of funds between existing phases-as long as a phase is not added or 
deleted 
 

III. THE CY 2015 – CY 2019 RICHLAND COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CTIP) 

 
The CTIP describes the projects and their authorization schedules anticipated to be accomplished 
over the next five (5) calendar years (CY 2015 through CY 2019).  The remaining projects, or 
portions of projects, that are not authorized in the five-year period of the CTIP are shown for 
information with the estimated remaining cost to complete the entire project included.   
 
The CTIP is a project authorization program document; it is not a plan. The projects listed in the 
CTIP are those included in the referendum approved in November of 2012 as well as any projects 
added as a result of supplemental funding received from such sources as the State Infrastructure 
Bank, federal funding, or other grants or awards. All costs for roadway widening and major 
intersection improvements shown for authorization in the CTIP are the updated and most current 
estimates for the projects, with construction costs adjusted for expected inflation.  The exception 
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to this current or updated cost for roadway projects are the “special” projects, including 
neighborhood plans, identified in the referendum.  The “Special” projects, neighborhood plans, 
as well as bike, pedestrian, and greenway project costs will be those identified in the list of 
projects included in the referendum.  
 
The five-year CTIP only includes projects for which there is sufficient funding available from sales 
tax revenues, bonds, and special awards or grants.  Figures 2 and 3 illustrate the breakdown of 
the project categories and expected financial authorizations for the five year CTIP period. 
 

Figure 2. Summary of Roadway Authorizations in the CTIP 

 
. 

Of the “Roadway” projects in this five-year CTIP, 56% would be authorized for the 

widening projects included in the referendum. About 5% is expected to be authorized for 

major improvements to 15 intersections in the County.  Other significant authorizations 

included in the CTIP include about 13% for those special projects contained in the 

referendum, as well as about 9% for planned neighborhood improvements identified in 

the individual adopted neighborhood plans.  Dirt road paving has $45,000,000 authorized 

and local road resurfacing projects total $22,222,000 in the CTIP.    

Widening
$219,940,000 56%

Intersection 
Improvements

$20,338,000 5%

Special Projects
$49,850,000 13%

Neighborhood 
Plans

$36,881,000 9%

Resurfacing
$22,222,000 6%

Dirt Road Paving
$45,000,000 11%

Widening Intersection Improvements Special Projects

Neighborhood Plans Resurfacing Dirt Road Paving
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Figure 3. Summary of Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Greenway 
Authorizations in the CTIP 
 

 

 

The total amount planned to be authorized for Bike/Pedestrian/Greenway projects in the 

CY 2015 – 2019 CTIP is almost equally divided between greenways (31%), bikeways (30%) 

and sidewalks (33%).  The remaining 6% of the projects are pedestrian improvements to 

enhance walkability at identified intersections.  

Cash Flow Plan 
A detailed financial cash flow plan was developed to ensure funding will be available to 

implement the CTIP and the expected schedule of authorizations.  The Richland County finance 

advisors provided the estimates of sales tax revenues as well as bonding and debt service 

requirements for the cash flow plan.  The Program Development Team developed the project 

schedules and authorizations that could be done within the tax and bond revenues provided by 

the County.   

A cash flow plan will be maintained throughout the life of the Richland County Transportation 

Improvement Program (CTIP) and the sales tax program period.  Program and project cost and 

schedule information will be regularly updated to ensure accurate cash needs. These needs will 

be monitored against current revenue collections and forecasts and additional sources of funds 

obtained for projects to determine bond needs.  Bond and debt will be structured to take 

advantage of timing and rates in order to minimize borrowing costs.    

Greenways $14,728,000 
31%

Sidewalks $15,517,000 
33%

Bikeways $14,564,000 
30%

Pedestrian 
Improvements
$2,836,000 6%

Greenways Sidewalks Bikeways Pedestrian Improvements
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It is expected that additional funding from federal, state, or other sources will be needed to fully 

implement all projects as they were envisioned in the referendum.  The sales tax revenues and 

expenditures for roadways, bicycle-pedestrian-greenways, and transit are defined from the 

referendum and subsequent ordinances adopted to implement the referendum.  As project costs 

are expected to increase over time, it appears essential that additional funding be found to 

supplement the sales tax and bond revenues – if all projects are to be implemented as planned. 

As summarized in Table 1, the expected revenues from the sales tax and bonds are adequate to 

cover expected expenditure authorizations for the CY 2015 – 2019 CTIP period. 
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Table 1. Projected Revenues and Authorizations by Year (CY 2015 – CY 2019) 
 

 

 

  

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) (I) 

Period 
Period 

Ending

Total Sales Tax 

Collections (*)

Bond Proceeds  

(*)
Debt Service  (*)

Available for 

Road and Bike-

Ped-Greenway 

Projects

Roadway 

Authorizations

Bike - Pedestrian 

- Greenway 

Authorizations

Cumulative 

Balance 

1 6/30/2013 $3,782,962 $2,572,414 $2,572,414 

2 6/30/2014 $53,993,481 $49,998,418 $86,713,985 $89,286,399 

3 6/30/2015 $56,796,544 $50,306,770 $50,500,000 $38,428,420 $74,100,000 $10,008,000 $43,606,819 

4 6/30/2016 $56,870,000 $248,535,606 $60,877,532 $226,329,674 $53,629,000 $9,991,000 $206,316,493 

5 6/30/2017 $57,438,700 $10,128,524 $28,929,792 $126,830,000 $11,583,000 $96,833,285 

6 6/30/2018 $58,013,087 $10,126,967 $29,321,932 $65,779,000 $8,346,000 $52,030,217 

7 6/30/2019 $58,593,218 $10,127,426 $29,715,962 $73,893,000 $7,717,000 $136,180 

Totals $345,487,992 $348,840,794 $141,760,449 $442,012,180 $394,231,000 $47,645,000 

(*) - Sales tax collections, bond proceeds, and debt service provided by Richland County financial advisors

Sales Tax and Bond Revenues with CTIP Expected Authorizations 

$441,876,000Total Expenditures in CTIP:    (G) + (H)
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Projects and Authorization Schedules 
The following tables show the individual projects or groups by project type that are included in 
the calendar year 2015 through calendar year 2019 CTIP.  Also shown is the remaining cost 
required after CY 2019 to complete all projects, if they are not scheduled for completion during 
the CY 2015 through CY 2019 period of this CTIP.  Individual projects included in the referendum 
are grouped as follows: 

 Roadway widening 

 Major intersection improvements 

 Special projects (except neighborhood plans) 

 Neighborhood improvements  

 Interchange at Broad River Road and I-20 

 Greenways 
Groups of improvements for the projects in the referendum are shown as a single line item for 
the following types of projects: 

 Sidewalk improvements 

 Bikeway improvements 

 Pedestrian improvements at intersections 

 Dirt road paving 

 Local road resurfacing 

CTIP Project Tables (CY 2015 – CY 2019) 
Table 2 contains each project or project group and shows the project phase and expected total 

cost to be authorized for that phase in the calendar year when that activity is expected to be 

authorized and begin.  Those phases and costs to complete that are expected to occur after 

calendar year 2019 are shown as an entry following the five-year CTIP period.  Figure 4 on the 

following page provides a key or guide to explain how to interpret the project tables. 

The initial page shown in Table 2 includes a program summary by year and project category.  
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Figure 4. Example Key to Project Tables 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

GREENWAYS

Project Rank
Council 

District

Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

 Cost to 

Complete

Three Rivers Greenway 1 x PE $200 $200 $300

New Greenway from 

Riverbanks Zoo to I-26 

(Phases 1 & 2)

ROW $300 $300 $600

CONST $3,500 $3,500 $3,000

TOTAL $200 $300 $0 $3,500 $0 $4,000 $3,900

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars, and represent the year the funds are proposed to be obligated.

Identifies type of 

project 

County 

Council 

District 

Number 

Project 

category 

ranking as 

approved 

by Council 

Project Name and 

Description 

Identifies the calendar year a phase of work is planned 

Identifies 

the total 

cost for 

each and 

all phases 

planned  

Identifies 

the total 

funded 

needed to 

complete 

the 

project 

after the 

five year 

CTIP 

period 

Identifies 

the 

phase of 

work 

planned 

Phase of Work Definitions 

PE – Preliminary Engineering (Project Design) 

ROW – Right-of-way Acquisition 

CONST – Construction (includes construction 

engineering and inspections) 
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Table 2. CTIP Projects and Authorization Schedules (CY 2015 – CY 2019) 
 

CTIP Program Summary by Calendar Year and Project Category 

 

 

Category CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019 Total CTIP Cost

Widening $26,200 $32,380 $85,739 $33,230 $42,392 $219,941

Intersection $8,210 $1,500 $4,509 $6,119 0 $20,338

Special $24,500 $250 $8,600 $1,500 $15,000 $49,850

- Neighborhood Improvements $493 $2,182 $10,665 $11,485 $12,056 $36,881

Interchange $0

Local Road Resurfacing Program $4,444 $4,444 $4,444 $4,445 $4,445 $22,222

Dirt Road Paving Program $12,000 $12,000 $12,000 $9,000 $45,000

Greenways $3,843 $2,881 $4,479 $1,241 $2,284 $14,728

Sidewalks $3,281 $3,281 $3,227 $3,227 $2,501 $15,517

Bikeways $2,884 $2,884 $2,932 $2,932 $2,932 $14,564

Pedestrian Improvements $945 $945 $946 $2,836

Total $85,855 $62,747 $137,540 $74,125 $81,610 $441,877

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin
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Table 2(a) Roadway Widening Projects 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE

ROW

CONST $11,700 $9,080 $9,080 $29,860
TOTAL $11,700 $9,080 $9,080 $29,860
PE $600 $600
ROW $2,400 $2,400
CONST $9,700 $9,700
TOTAL $600 $2,400 $9,700 $12,700
PE

ROW

CONST $4,000 $4,000
TOTAL $4,000 $4,000
PE $1,500 $1,500
ROW $3,000 $3,000
CONST $5,500 $10,000 $10,000 $25,500
TOTAL $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $30,000
PE $800 $800
ROW $9,100 $9,100
CONST $14,959 $14,959
TOTAL $800 $9,100 $14,959 $24,859
PE $1,000 $1,000
ROW $16,400 $16,400
CONST $18,957 $18,957
TOTAL $1,000 $16,400 $18,957 $36,357
PE $1,000 $1,000
ROW $7,000 $7,000
CONST $17,811 $17,811
TOTAL $1,000 $7,000 $17,811 $25,811

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

4 4
North Main Street Widening 

(Anthony Ave to Fuller Ave) 3

6 10
Shop Road Widening (I-77 to George 

Rogers Blvd)

5 10
Bluff Road Widening (I-77 to 

Rosewood Dr)

7 10, 11
Atlas Road Widening (Bluff Rd to 

Garners Ferry Rd)

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

2 9, 10
Clemson Road Widening (Old 

Clemson Rd to Sparkleberry Crossing)

1 7, 8, 9
Hardscrabble Road Widening 

(Farrow Rd to Lake Carolina Blvd) 1

3 11
Leesburg Road Widening (Fairmont 

Road to Lower Richland) 2
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Table 2(a) Roadway Widening Projects (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $1,100 $1,100
ROW $10,500 $10,500
CONST $20,935 $20,935
TOTAL $1,100 $10,500 $20,935 $32,535
PE $300 $300
ROW $4,100 $4,100
CONST $6,119 $6,119
TOTAL $300 $4,100 $6,119 $10,519
PE $1,500 $1,500
ROW $7,500 $7,500
CONST $27,243
TOTAL $1,500 $7,500 $9,000 $27,243
PE $1,600 $1,600
ROW $7,400
CONST $28,982
TOTAL $1,600 $1,600 $36,382
PE $200 $200
ROW $2,300
CONST $4,173
TOTAL $200 $200 $6,473
PE $500 $500
ROW $1,300
CONST $9,274
TOTAL $500 $500 $10,574

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

10, 11
Pineview Road Widening (Bluff Rd to 

Garner's Ferry)

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

10 1
Broad River Road Widening (Royal 

Tower Rd to Peak Interchange)

9 2, 7

8

Spears Creek Church Road Widening 

(Two Notch Rd to Percival Rd)
11 9, 10

Blythewood Road Widening (Syrup 

Mill Road to I-77)

Lower Richland Boulevard Widening 

(Rabbit Run Rd to Garner's Ferry Rd)
12 11

Polo Road Widening (Mallet Hill Rd 

to Two Notch Rd)
13 8, 9, 10
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Table 2(a) Roadway Widening Projects (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $2,000 $2,000
ROW $4,000
CONST $17,911
TOTAL $2,000 $2,000 $21,911
PE $6,000 $1,800 $1,800 $2,500 $12,100
ROW $3,000 $11,500 $38,000 $7,500 $60,000 $15,000
CONST $17,200 $19,080 $47,739 $23,930 $39,892 $147,841 $87,583
TOTAL $26,200 $32,380 $85,739 $33,230 $42,392 $219,941 $102,583

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build
1 Hardscrabble Road Widening project developed by SCDOT.  Anticipated payments in 2015, 2016 and 2017.
2 Leesburg Road Widening project developed by SCDOT.  Anticipated payment in 2017.
3 North Main Street Widening project phased over 2015, 2016 and 2017 in coordination with the City of Columbia.

Total

Blythewood Road Widening 

(Winnsboro Rd to Syrup Mill Rd)
14 2, 7

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin
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Table 2(b) Intersection Improvement Projects  

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

DB $1,400 $1,400
TOTAL $1,400 $1,400

DB $900 $900
TOTAL $900 $900

DB $2,400 $2,400
TOTAL $2,400 $2,400

DB $900 $900
TOTAL $900 $900

DB $700 $700
TOTAL $700 $700

DB $1,400 $1,400
TOTAL $1,400 $1,400
PE

ROW

CONST

TOTAL

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

- 7
Wilson Blvd. and Pisgah Church Rd. 

Intersection 1

* 1
Kennerly Rd. and Coogler 

Rd./Steeple Ridge Rd. Intersection

* 8, 9
North Springs Rd. and Risdon Way 

Intersection

* 8, 9
Summit Pkwy and Summit Ridge Rd. 

Intersection

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

*
Broad River Rd. and Rushmore Rd. 

Intersection

* 8, 9
Clemson Rd. and Rhame Rd./North 

Springs Rd. Intersection

* 7
Farrow Rd. and Pisgah Church Rd. 

Intersection
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Table 2(b) Intersection Improvement Projects (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE

ROW

CONST

TOTAL

PE $510 $510
ROW $1,000 $1,000
CONST $3,809 $3,809
TOTAL $510 $1,000 $3,809 $5,319
PE $200 $200
ROW $300 $300
CONST $2,513 $2,513
TOTAL $200 $300 $2,513 $3,013
PE

ROW

CONST

TOTAL

PE

ROW

CONST

TOTAL

PE $100 $100
ROW $100 $100
CONST $874 $874
TOTAL $100 $100 $874 $1,074
PE $100 $100
ROW $200 $200
CONST $765 $765
TOTAL $100 $200 $765 $1,065

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

1 7
Wilson Blvd. and Killian Rd. 

Intersection 2

4 4
North Main St. and Monticello Rd. 

Intersection 3

7 8, 9
North Springs Rd. and Harrington Rd. 

Intersection

6 11
Garners Ferry Rd. and Harmon Rd. 

Intersection

5 2, 9
Hardscrabble Rd. and Kelly Mill 

Rd./Rimer Pond Rd. Intersection 4

3 4
Bull St. and Elmwood Ave. 

Intersection

2 9, 10
Clemson Rd. and Sparkleberry Ln. (to 

Mallet Hill Rd.) Intersection
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Table 2(b) Intersection Improvement Projects (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $100 $100
ROW $100 $100
CONST $1,967 $1,967
TOTAL $100 $100 $1,967 $2,167
PE $510 $500 $1,010
ROW $1,000 $700 $1,700
CONST $7,700 $3,809 $6,119 $17,628
TOTAL $8,210 $1,500 $4,509 $6,119 $20,338

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

* These intersection projects have been grouped into a Design-Build package that is scheduled to begin in the second quarter of 2015.
1 Wilson Blvd. and Pisgah Church Rd. Intersection project was completed by South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT).
2 Wilson Blvd. and Killian Rd. Intersection project to be completed by South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT).
3 North Main St. and Monticello Rd Intersection will be completed as part of the North Main St. Widening project.
4 Hardscrabble Rd. and Kelly Mill Rd. / Rimer Rd. Intersection will be completed as part of the Hardscrabble Rd. Widening project.

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

Total

8 9, 10
Screaming Eagle Rd. and Percival Rd. 

Intersection
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Table 2(c) Special Projects 

 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE

ROW

CONST $2,000 $2,000
TOTAL $2,000 $2,000
PE $1,500 $1,500
ROW

CONST $10,500 $10,500
TOTAL $12,000 $12,000
PE

ROW $500 $500
CONST $8,000 $8,000
TOTAL $8,500 $8,500
PE $2,000 $2,000
ROW $3,000 $3,000
CONST $15,000 $15,000
TOTAL $2,000 $3,000 $15,000 $20,000
PE $4,000 $4,000
ROW $7,000
CONST $52,300
TOTAL $4,000 $4,000 $59,300
PE $500 $500
ROW

CONST $1,500 $1,500
TOTAL $500 $1,500 $2,000
PE $250 $250
ROW

CONST $1,100 $1,100
TOTAL $250 $1,100 $1,350

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

7 2, 9Kelly Mill Road

4 5
Innovista Transportation Related 

Projects 2 (Greene St. Phase 2)

6 5

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

5 10Shop Road Extension Phase 2

1 5
Riverbanks Zoo Transportation 

Related Projects 1

2 5
Innovista Transportation Related 

Projects 1 (Greene St. Phase 1)

10Shop Road Extension Phase 1 3

Riverbanks Zoo Transportation 

Related Projects 2

Page 198 of 210



 
 

P a g e  21 | 29 

 

Table2(c) Special Projects   (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $500
ROW $1,000
CONST $4,434
TOTAL $5,934
PE $1,800
ROW $2,700
CONST $13,500
TOTAL $18,000
PE

ROW

CONST

TOTAL

PE $3,500 $250 $4,500 $8,250 $2,300
ROW $500 $3,000 $3,500 $10,700
CONST $20,500 $1,100 $1,500 $15,000 $38,100 $70,234
TOTAL $24,500 $250 $8,600 $1,500 $15,000 $49,850 $83,234

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

Total

8 10Commerce Drive Improvements

Neighborhood Improvement 

Transportation Projects 
1

9 5
Innovista Transportation Related 

Projects 3 (Williams St.)

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

1 Neighborhood Improvement Transportation Improvement Projects, programmed under "Special" projects in referendum, are summarized separately on the following page.
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Table 2(d) Neighborhood Improvement Plans 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $493 $493
ROW $703 $703
CONST $5,500 $5,500
TOTAL $493 $703 $5,500 $6,696
PE $183 $183
ROW $284 $284
CONST $1,140 $1,140
TOTAL $183 $284 $1,140 $1,607
PE $996 $996
ROW $1,472 $1,472
CONST $9,875 $9,875
TOTAL $996 $1,472 $9,875 $12,343
PE $300 $300
ROW

CONST $1,550 $1,550
TOTAL $300 $1,550 $1,850
PE $1,859 $1,859
ROW $470 $470
CONST $12,056 $12,056
TOTAL $1,859 $470 $12,056 $14,385
PE $736
ROW

CONST $4,655
TOTAL $5,391

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

11Southeast Richland

3 8Decker Boulevard

2 4Broad River Neighborhoods

1

4 8Candlewood

5 7Crane Creek

6 3Trenholm Acres / Newcastle
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Table 2(d) Neighborhood Improvement Plans   (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $2,753
ROW

CONST $17,682
TOTAL $20,435
PE $676 $1,296 $1,859 $3,831 $3,489
ROW $703 $1,756 $470 $2,929
CONST $7,050 $11,015 $12,056 $30,121 $22,337
TOTAL $676 $1,999 $10,665 $11,485 $12,056 $36,881 $25,826

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

Total

7 2, 4, 5, 7Broad River Corridor

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin
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Table 2(e) Other Roadway Projects 

 

INTERCHANGE

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $5,250
ROW $7,875
CONST $39,375
TOTAL $52,500

LOCAL ROAD RESURFACING PROGRAM

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $222 $222 $222 $222 $222 $1,111 $889
ROW

CONST $4,222 $4,222 $4,222 $4,222 $4,222 $21,109 $16,891
TOTAL $4,444 $4,444 $4,444 $4,444 $4,444 $22,220 $17,780

LOCAL DIRT ROAD PAVING PROGRAM

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $904 $904 $904 $680 $3,392
ROW $700 $700 $700 $500 $2,600
CONST $10,396 $10,396 $10,396 $7,820 $39,008
TOTAL $12,000 $12,000 $12,000 $9,000 $45,000

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

Resurfacing Projects - All

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

Dirt Road Paving Projects - All

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

I-20 / Broad River Road Interchange - -

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin
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Table 2(f) Greenways 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $79 $79
ROW $395 $395
CONST $2,476 $2,476 $2,476 $7,428
TOTAL $2,950 $2,476 $2,476 $7,902
PE

ROW

CONST $893 $893
TOTAL $893 $893
PE $180 $180
ROW $225 $225
CONST $1,841 $1,841
TOTAL $180 $225 $1,841 $2,246
PE $72 $72
ROW $90 $90
CONST $739 $739
TOTAL $162 $739 $901
PE $223 $223
ROW $279 $279
CONST $2,284 $2,284
TOTAL $502 $2,284 $2,786
PE $113
ROW $142
CONST $1,160
TOTAL $1,415
PE $34
ROW $43
CONST $354
TOTAL $431

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

Gills Creek Section A (Lake Katherine 

to Congaree)
3 6, 10

Gills Creek Section B (Wildcat Creek 

and Fort Jackson Perimeter)

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

5, 10Three Rivers Greenway Extension 1

4 4
Smith / Rocky Branch Section C 

(Rocky Branch to Harden St)

2 4, 5Lincoln Tunnel Greenway

1

5 6, 11

6 4
Smith / Rocky Branch Section B 

(Clement Rd to Colonial Dr)

Smith / Rocky Branch Section A 

(Three Rivers to Clement Rd)
7 4

Page 203 of 210



 
 

P a g e  26 | 29 

 

Table 2(f) Greenways   (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $28
ROW $35
CONST $282
TOTAL $345
PE $123
ROW $154
CONST $1,265
TOTAL $1,542
PE $37
ROW $46
CONST $377

TOTAL $460
PE $52
ROW $65
CONST $532

TOTAL $649
PE $31
ROW $39
CONST $316

TOTAL $386
PE $9
ROW $12
CONST $95

TOTAL $116
PE $64
ROW $79
CONST $651

TOTAL $794

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

13 11

14 7Crane Creek Section C (Crane Forest)

Woodbury / Old Leesburg Connector

10 4
Crane Creek Section B (to Smith 

Branch)

Crane Creek Section A (Monticello Rd 

to Three Rivers)
9 4

8 6
Gills Creek North Greenway Section C 

(Trenholm Rd to Lake Katherine)

3, 8

11 3, 8Columbia Mall Greenway

Polo Road/ Windsor Lake Boulevard 

Connector
12

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin
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Table 2(f) Greenways   (Continued) 

 

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $8
ROW $11
CONST $86

TOTAL $105
PE $259 $72 $223 $554 $499
ROW $395 $225 $90 $279 $989 $626
CONST $3,369 $2,476 $4,317 $739 $2,284 $13,185 $5,118
TOTAL $4,023 $2,701 $4,479 $1,241 $2,284 $14,728 $6,243

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build
1 Anticipated phasing of construction for Three Rivers Greenway Extension in 2015, 2016 and 2017.

Total

15 4Dutchman Boulevard Connector

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin
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Table2 (g) Other Sidewalk, Bikeway and Pedestrian Improvements 

 

SIDEWALKS

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $115 $115 $113 $113 $88 $544 $400
ROW $164 $164 $161 $161 $125 $775 $572
CONST $3,002 $3,002 $2,953 $2,953 $2,288 $14,198 $10,437
TOTAL $3,281 $3,281 $3,227 $3,227 $2,501 $15,517 $11,409

BIKEWAYS

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $58 $58 $59 $59 $59 $293 $149
ROW $144 $144 $147 $147 $147 $729 $372
CONST $2,682 $2,682 $2,726 $2,726 $2,726 $13,542 $6,924
TOTAL $2,884 $2,884 $2,932 $2,932 $2,932 $14,564 $7,445

PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Project Rank District
Phase of 

Work
CY 2015 CY 2016 CY 2017 CY 2018 CY 2019

Total CTIP 

Cost

Cost to 

Complete

PE $19 $19 $19 $57
ROW $9 $9 $9 $27
CONST $917 $917 $918 $2,752
TOTAL $945 $945 $946 $2,836

KEY: PE - Preliminary Engineering (Design); ROW - Right of Way; CONST - Construction; DB - Design Build

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

Pedestrian Improvement Projects - All

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

Sidewalk Projects - All

NOTE: All amounts in this document are shown in thousands of dollars and represent the year the work is planned to begin

Bikeway Projects - All
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END OF PROJECT TABLE SHEETS 
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

A Resolution to appoint and commission Devin Tate Bingham as a Code Enforcement Officer for the proper security, 

general welfare, and convenience of Richland County [PAGES 208-209]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )         A RESOLUTION OF THE 

     )    RICHLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 

COUNTY OF RICHLAND  ) 
 

 

A RESOLUTION TO APPOINT AND COMMISSION DEVIN TATE BINGHAM 

AS A CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICER FOR THE PROPER SECURITY, 

GENERAL WELFARE, AND CONVENIENCE OF RICHLAND COUNTY. 
 

 WHEREAS, the Richland County Council, in the exercise of its general police 

power, is empowered to protect the health and safety of the residents of Richland County; 

and 
 

 WHEREAS, the Richland County Council is further authorized by Section 4-9-

145 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina 1976, as amended, to appoint and commission 

as many code enforcement officers as may be necessary for the proper security, general 

welfare, and convenience of the County;  
 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Devin Tate Bingham is 

hereby appointed and commissioned a Code Enforcement Officer of Richland County 

for the purpose of providing for the proper security, general welfare, and convenience 

of the County, replete with all the powers and duties conferred by law upon constables, 

in addition to such duties as may be imposed upon him by the governing body of this 

County, including the enforcement of the County’s animal care regulations, and the use 

of an ordinance summons, and with all the powers and duties conferred pursuant to the 

provisions of Section 4-9-145 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina 1976, as amended. 

Provided, however, Devin Tate Bingham shall not perform any custodial arrests in the 

exercise of his duties as a code enforcement officer. This appointment shall remain in 

effect only until such time as Devin Tate Bingham is no longer employed by Richland 

County to enforce the County’s animal care regulations. 

 
 

ADOPTED THIS THE     DAY OF          , 2014. 

       

           

       ___________________________ 

Norman Jackson, Chair 

       Richland County Council  

 

 

Attest: ______________________________ 

 Michelle Onley 

 Clerk of Council  
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Richland County Council Request of Action  
 

 

Subject

Must Pertain to Items Not on the Agenda
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