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One Hour After Evaluation Committee Meeting Adjournment
AGENDA

I.  Call to Order, Introductions and Opening Remarks Chairman John B. White, Jr.
A. Bios
1) Representative Chris Murphy
2) J. Gary Simrill
3) Tony K. Cox
Il.  Consideration of February 13, 2023 Minutes Chairman John B. White, Jr

IIl.  Administrative Items for Discussion and/or Action

A. 2024-2025 Proposed Budget Jerri Butler
B. Financial Statement Audit Discussion Tim Lyons, Mauldin & Jenkins
C. Credit Rating Update Hope Scarpinato, PFM
IV.  Mark Clark Extension Project Update Rob Tyson
A. Background
B. SCDOT Secretary Hall
C. Charleston County Administrator Bill Tuten
D. Support Letter

V.  Executive Session (Discussion of negotiations incident to proposed
contractual arrangements, personnel matters and receipt of legal
advice on matters covered by attorney-client privilege on matters
listed on Agenda.)

VI.  Mark Clark Extension Project Discussion and Possible
Action Chairman John B. White, Jr.
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VIl.  Report of Evaluation Committee Meeting and Discussion, Status
Updates and Potential Actions on Remaining Phase 2 Applications

A. Orangeburg County — US Hwy 601 (multiple) Chairman John B. White, Jr.
B. Pickens County SC 183 Widening Vice Chairman Ernest Duncan
VIII.  Updates on Current Projects Rob Tyson

A. Jasper County / Town of Hardeeville Project, 1 95
Exit 3 Proper
B. City of Aiken — Whiskey Road Connector

IX.  Report of Evaluation Committee and Discussion of and

Possible Action on Rural Project Program Implementation,

Revisions, and Schedule Rob Tyson
X.  Resolutions for the following

A. The Honorable Joe Taylor

B. Mr. Ron Patton

C. Mr. William Youngblood

D. Ms. Tami Reed
XIl. New Business

A. Website Update Jerri Butler

X1, Adjourn

NOTES: The Agenda consists of these two (2) pages. There is no opportunity listed for the public to comment on
matters listed on the Agenda. The Committee may enter into additional executive sessions at any time during the
meeting when such a motion is made and adopted.



MINUTES

South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank
Board Meeting

Solomon Blatt Building
1105 Pendleton St, Room 110
Columbia, S.C. 29201

October 17, 2023
12:00 p.m.

NOTE: Notification of the time, date, place and agenda of this meeting has been
posted and sent, in accordance with the provisions of the South Carolina Freedom of
Information Act, to all persons or organizations, local news media, and other news
media that requested notification of the time, date, place and agenda of this meeting.
Efforts to notify the requesting person or entity include, but are not limited to,
the transmissions of notice by the U.S. Mail, electronic mail, or facsimile.
Present: Mr. John B. White, Chairman Presiding

Ernest Duncan, Vice Chairman

Mr. Tony K. Cox

Mr. David B. Shehan

J. Gary Simrill

Representative Chris Murphy

Senator C. Ross Turner, III

Others present: Ms. Jerri Butler, CFO, representing the Bank; Mr. Rob Tyson, Board Secretary and
Bank Counsel; Mr. Jim Holly, Bank Counsel; Mr. Rion Foley, Bond Attorney; Hope Scarpinato,
Financial Advisor, PFM; and Mary Joy, Creel Court Reporter

Opening Remarks:

The meeting was called to order at 12:00 p.m. by Chairman White. The Chairman introduced and
welcomed the SCTIB's new Board Members, Mr. Tony Cox, SCDOT Commission Chairman,
Representative Chris Murphy and J. Gary Simrill.

Motion to Approve Minutes:

Chairman White stated the first order of business was to approve minutes from the February 13,
2022 meeting. Mr. Shehan made the motion to approve the minutes, Mr. Duncan seconded. The

motion passed unanimously.

Administrative Items for Discussion and/or Action:
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2024-2025 Proposed Budget

Chairman White stated the next item for action is the Bank’s 2025 proposed budget. Jerri Butler,
CFO, presented the budget to the Board. Ms. Butler stated the total budget is $126,239,870, adding
this did not change from the 2024 budget. She pointed out the areas of the increases and decreases
for fiscal year ‘25, noting personnel services went up due to the upcoming hiring of two staff
members in fiscal year 24 which caused employer contributions to go up. Also, operating
expenditures went down resulting in the budget being the same as the prior fiscal year.

Chairman White asked how many staff members we currently have. Ms. Butler stated three
currently, with a total of six FTE's appropriated through the General Assembly. Ms. Butler stated
the Bank planned on hiring two employees this fiscal year, making a total of five.

Chairman White asked questions about the budget process. Ms. Butler responded the budget had
already gone to the Governor’s Office, adding it now goes to the House sometime in January, then
on to the Senate for their approval.

Chairman White asked if any board member had any questions. None were asked. Mr. Simrill made
a motion to approve the budget and Representative Murphy seconded. The motion passed
unanimously.

Financial Statement Audit Discussion

Chairman White stated the next item up for discussion is the financial statement and the audit
discussion.

Mr. Tim Lyons, a CPA with Mauldin & Jenkins, made the presentation. He has served as the
engagement partner for the Bank’s June 30, 2023 audit, adding that Mr. Brian Nicholson acted as
the QC reviewer and Mr. Chad Jackson as a senior associate on the engagement. He stated their
work with the State of South Carolina assists them with understanding the reporting requirements,
due dates, and other requirements needed to complete the audit and turn it in to the State Auditor’s
Office and the Comptroller General’s Office by the state’s established deadlines.

Mr. Lyons stated the next bulleted item is the independent auditor’s report on the basic financial
statements. Mr. Lyons stated the purpose of the audit is an expression of an opinion on the Bank’s
financial statements. He stated their opinion was unmodified, an accounting and auditing term for
a clean opinion. He added there is no higher or better opinion, so the Bank’s financial statements
are considered to comply in all material respects in accordance with the accounting principles
generally accepted in the United States.

Mr. Lyons next described the internal controls, adding the Bank is a governmental entity and the
audit was performed in accordance with government auditing standards. Also, the report stated
there were no findings with regard to internal controls or material non-compliance, stating this is a
clean report on internal controls in accordance with government auditing standards.

He stated they review all the accounting policies in place to ensure there’s not any sort of aggressive
policies or positions that are being taken by management or any concerns about estimates or
transactions in which there’s no authoritative guidance. They found no issues at the Bank during
this year’s audit.



October 17, 2023 Board Meeting Minutes

Mr. Lyons stated he had full cooperation from Bank management and staff, with no disagreements
or issues when requesting documentation or information and that they were fully forthcoming in
providing all of the information to the auditors.

Mr. Lyons discussed upcoming changes to accounting standards regarding GASB Statement 101
which deals with compensated absences and accrued leave. These issues have the potential to
impact the Bank’s financial statements. This will be implemented June 30, 2025.

Chairman White asked for confirmation that we had a clean audit, with no problems. Mr. Lyons
stated from the auditor’s perspective, it was a relatively straightforward year. Without any debt
issuances during fiscal year ‘23, the audit was easier since those things typically cause the more
complex parts of the audit.

Chairman White asked if there was a motion to receive the audit discussion as a clean audit. Mr.
Duncan made the motion and Mr. Simrill seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Credit Rating Update

Chairman White introduced our financial advisors David Miller (attending via WebEx) and Hope
Scarpinato, with PFM, to discuss the Bank’s bond rating.

Ms. Scarpinato stated she would talk about the credit ratings. She stated the Bank has two credit
ratings from Fitch and from Moody’s. The most recent rating affirmation received was from Moody’s
earlier this month, currently at AA3. She stated when looking at credit ratings they start with a
triple-A, then down to double-A, and then single-A is below that. Right now the Bank sits at AA3 by
Moody’s; the Bank has held that rating since 2019 and it's a very good rating and there’s strength
in that. The rating provides investors comfort in the security of the debt issued by the Bank. Should
the Bank need to go to the public markets and issue bonds, investors are going to look at that rating
for comfort and that translates to a lower interest cost on the bond.

Ms. Scarpinato stated the other rating the Bank holds is from Fitch, which is currently at an A+. The
Bank just did the annual update with Fitch, and they will be going to committee on Thursday with
an A+ with a positive outlook. So PFM is optimistic that we will see movement there. The Bank is
very strong and that Fitch is optimistic on the credit.

Both rating agencies have provided good feedback and they’ve been impressed with the Bank, its
governance, and how revenues have been coming in above budget.

The Chairman thanked Ms. Scarpinato and asked if there were any questions. No questions were
asked.

Mark Clark Extension Project Update

Chairman White asked Mr. Tyson to give a background on the current status of the project.

Mr. Tyson provided the timelines starting with the original IGA (June 8, 2007) through the amended
IGA (January 2019). He described the increases of the projected total cost of the project to today’s
estimate of over $2 billion. He discussed the December 2, 2022 letter from Secretary Hall, SCDOT,
requesting $150 million, with the SCTIB and the County splitting that cost at $75 million each for
completion of the remaining preliminary work for the project. He explained the County planned to
fund the costs that exceeded the Bank’s commitment by way of a new half-penny transportation
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sales tax that would be on the ballot in 2024. He added that that to-date the Bank had expended
approximately $52 million for right-of-way and preliminary engineering and other preliminary costs.
Providing the $75 million would put the Bank at $127 million of its committed $420 million.

Secretary Hall of SCDOT spoke next. She commended Mr. Tyson on summarizing where we are
with regards to the project. Secretary Hall stated the SCDOT is at a point where it needs
authorization to proceed with the project, adding without this funding they cannot go any further.
She stated the County had responded with their commitment of the $75 million, with a reasonable
and realistic funding approach to the project as described by Mr. Tyson. She went through her
presentation explaining the process forward, once the funding issue is resolved, from the final
environmental impact statement, permitting process, the likelihood of there being litigation on the
project, the challenges to the permits, scheduling and two to three years’ timeline for that to work
its way through the system.

Secretary Hall discussed the cost estimate going from $725 million to more than $2 billion, explaining
that there are several elements to this estimate. Specifically, the base cost increase dealt with right-
of-way estimates, and the element to the costs estimate that is related to the schedule and risk. It's
important to understand the range on a cost estimate and that the SCDOT today now gives ranges
rather than a hard-core specific dollar amount.

Secretary Hall stated the DOT’s recommendation to the Bank Board is phasing the project. Her
recommendation is based on the industry capacity and the opportunity to generate better
competition with the contracting community. She reiterated the SCDOT needs that authorization to
proceed with finishing preliminary activities eventually get to a permit on the project to be ready to
move forward to construction.

Chairman White asked the Secretary if, based on her December 2" letter, she felt that Charleston
County had provided reasonable, rational and realistic proof of funding. Secretary Hall stated that
yes, the DOT is comfortable with the language provided by the County and the path forward by the
County.

Chairman White introduced Ms. Jenny Costa Honeycutt, Vice-Chair of Charleston County Council.
Ms. Honeycutt introduced the other Charleston County officials in attendance and then gave a
history and update on the project. She stated that Charleston County had developed a reasonable
financial plan to fund its portion of the entire project. She stated it was determined that
implementing another half-cent transportation sales tax was the best avenue to acquire the funding.

Mr. Robby Maynor, Director of Communities and Transportation Program at the Coastal
Conservation League, voiced his concerns regarding the environmental impacts and other concerns
he had in regards to the project.

Mr. Jay Byars, Dorchester County Council, spoke in support of the project.

Representative Gary Brewer, House District 114 in the West Ashley area, spoke in support of the
project.

Chairman White thanked everyone for their input.

Executive Session
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Chairman White asked for a motion to go into Executive Session for the discussion of negotiations
incident to proposed contractual arrangements, personnel matters, and receipts of legal advice on
matters covered by attorney-client privilege listed on the agenda. Mr. Simrill made the motion and
Mr. Cox seconded. The motion passed unanimously and the Board entered Executive Session at
approximately 1:06 p.m.

Chairman White asked for a motion to come out of Executive Session. Mr. Cox made the motion,
Mr. Duncan seconded. The vote was unanimous in favor. Chairman White stated during Executive
Session no votes were taken, and he remained recused on any issues regarding Pickens County SC
Highway 183 Widening project. The meeting resumed at 2:15 p.m.

Mark Clark Extension Project Discussion and Possible Action

Chairman White stated the first item for discussion is the Mark Clark Extension Project discussion
and possible action. He added the Bank has a request to provide an additional $75 million for the
preliminary costs for the project, adding the request does not increase the Bank’s total financial
assistance commitment of $420 million as stated in the January 2019 IGA. He asked for questions
and a motion. Representative Murphy made the motion stating consistent with the JBRC's action of
June 4%, 2019, the Bank abide by the January 10", 2019 Intergovernmental Agreement with
Charleston County and the South Carolina Department of Transportation by approving an additional
$75 million for the preliminary costs as requested and forward this action by the Bank to the Joint
Bond Review Committee for its consideration. This latter action is also required by Section 11-43-
180 (A) of the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank Act.

Chairman White asked Representative Murphy as a part of your motion, do you recognize that the
motion does not increase the Bank’s total commitment of $420 million. Representative Murphy
stated that would not increase the Bank’s assistance of $420 million. Mr. Simrill seconded the
motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Report of Evaluation Committee Meeting and Discussion, Status Updates and Potential
Actions on Remaining Phase 2 Applications

Chairman White stated the 2 applications for discussion are Orangeburg County and Pickens County.
He stated he has signed a potential conflict with Pickens County, and will not be participating in
that.

Orangeburg County — US Hwy 601 (Multiple

Chairman White stated Orangeburg County had initially submitted an application in 2019, with
multiple attempts to contact the County and no response from the County he asked for a motion
that would allow the withdrawal of Orangeburg’s 2019 application, allowing the County the right to
reapply at the appropriate time. Mr. Shehan made the motion and Representative Murphy seconded.
The motion passed unanimously.

Pickens County — SC 183 Widening

Vice Chairman Duncan stated for the record that Chairman White has a potential conflict of interest
in matters involving Pickens County, thus Chairman White did not participate in any part of the
discussion or action of the Pickens County SC Highway 183 application and that Chairman White will
sign the appropriate potential conflict of interest from to be attached to the minutes of the meeting.
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Mr. Tyson stated Pickens County seeks $44,716,000 in financial assistance from the Bank for the
widening of SC Highway 183 in Pickens County. The total project seeks funding for one-half of the
construction cost for the Saluda River Bridge on the Greenville County line, he added the Pickens
County portion will be part of a larger construction project in Greenville County, the Greenville
County portion will cover 1.2 miles of widening and a half of the total bridge costs. The total project
cost is $71,200,000, up from $67,021,000 requested in the 2019 application. He added the County’s
local match is $22,500,000, with $10 million from the appropriation bill, and $12.5 million from the
GO Bonds. He stated the staff recommends a score of 74 for the project.

Vice Chairman Duncan asked for a motion to set a score of 74 for the Pickens County SC Highway
183 Widening project. Senator Turner made the motion and Mr. Simrill seconded. Vice Chairman
Duncan stated we have six ayes and that Chairman White did not vote.

Vice Chairman Duncan asked for a motion to approve financial assistance in the form of a grant
from the Bank up to $44,716,000, with the conditions that this approval is subject to the Bank’s
standard conditions and the parties entering into an intergovernmental agreement in a form with
the terms and contents acceptable to the Bank. This also includes terms to ensure the Bank's
financial assistance funds only the Pickens County portion of the overall project and that Pickens
County will fund any shortfalls needed to complete the Pickens County portion of the project and
the project receives at least $10 million in funds from the 2023-24 Appropriations bill of the General
Assembly.

Mr. Shehan made the motion, Mr. Simrill seconded. Vice Chairman Duncan stated we have six ayes
and Chairman White did not vote.

Updates on Current Projects

Chairman White stated the next item is an update on current project, calling on Rob Tyson for an
update on Jasper County Exit 3 and the City of Aiken.

Jasper County — Exit 3

Mr. Tyson stated Exit 3 was a project that was approved in the first round of applications. The total
project cost is approximately $83 million, with $56 million of the financial assistance coming from
the Bank, half in the form of a loan and half in the form of a grant. The Bank staff had worked hard
to ensure all the necessary backstops to ensure the County and City could pay back the loan. The
procedural schedule put out by the attorneys for the City and the County indicate they‘ve got to go
through certain readings to get their tax increment financing approved and their mid-improvement
district approved, so all of the financial readings and ordinances are scheduled to be approved in
December or early 2024. The project is building an interchange at Exit 3 as part of the SCDOT’s
widening of I-95 North from the Georgia line for some 30 miles of I-95.

City of Aiken — Whiskey Road Connector

Mr. Tyson stated the Aiken project was approved by the Board in the second round of applications.
It's a project to improve the Whiskey Road Corridor. The initial total cost of the project was $37
million, but that has gone up $750,000. The City has increased its local match and received Federal
funds along with refinancing other revenue sources plus adding budget dollars and a portion of their
capital projects sales tax dollars toward the project. The City’s final reading of the intergovernmental
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agreement is scheduled for later this month. After that vote, the IGA will be executed by the City
and the Bank.

Chairman White asked for questions and no one responded. Chairman White thanked Mr. Tyson
for the updates.

Report of Evaluation Committee and Discussion of and Possible action on Rural Project
Program Implementation, Revisions, and Schedule

Chairman White stated the next item for discussion is the report from the Evaluation Committee
and discussion of possible actions on the rural program implementation, revisions, and schedule.
He stated the Rural Program proposal before the Board is a result of the Joint Bond Review
Committee discussion and other stakeholders. He says it is not something new, rather an improved
process. He stated for Board approval, we are going to open a rural application round on March 15,
2024, and the Bank is going to commit $250 million to the rural program over 10 years. He stated
this is an action from the Evaluation Committee. The Chairman asked if there was a motion that the
Bank establish March 15, 2024 as the date to begin accepting applications for rural projects under
its rural program. Mr. Simrill made the motion. Representative Murphy and Senator Turner
seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Chairman White stated the Evaluation Committee proposes the Bank commit $250 million, assuming
the Bank has the cash flow and the monies available, over ten years. He then Mr. Tyson to read the
resolution. Mr. Tyson stated the resolution reads as follows, the resolution:

Whereas, the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank Board hereby
resolves to establish a Rural Project Program totaling $250 million over ten years,
the Bank Board reserves the right to ensure there is sufficient financial capacity as
it moves forward toward meeting the objectives of this program. If there is not
sufficient funding capacity at that time, the Bank Board will not be required to fund
a round.

Chairman White asked for a motion to approve the resolution. Mr. Duncan made the motion and
Mr. Simrill seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Chairman White asked Mr. Tyson to describe the proposed changes to the Rural Project Program
Application and Bank Operating Guidelines. Mr. Tyson described the definition of a “rural project” in
the Operating Guidelines. A “Rural Project” is defined as a project that is eligible and qualified under
the Bank Act that is located in a county with a population of 100,000 or less. The Evaluation
Committee recommends changing that definition from 100,000 to 115,000. The second change to
the Rural Project definition is a county that has a population from 115,000 to 200,000 can contain
a rural project as long as the rural project is located outside the Metropolitan Planning Organization
study area.

In the Application, Mr. Tyson stated the application contains two sections for scoring, the public
benefit and the financial plan section. At the Evaluation Committee meeting, Mr. Rewis noted the
public benefit section didnt add up to the 50 points, so that needed to be changed. The Evaluation
Committee added points in two areas. The first area was in the project schedule where the general
concept was to award more points for a project closer to completion. The areas of project schedule
consists of: No preliminary engineering plans (0 points); Preliminary engineering has been initiated
(5 points); Environmental NEPA document and Right of Way plans are completed (15 points); and
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Construction plans are completed and permits are obtained (20 points). The Committee approved
increasing the points by 5 for the last three areas.

Mr. Tyson stated the second area the Evaluation Committee raised the points is when a project is
located in a Tier 3 or Tier 4 county according to the most recent Department of Revenue information
letter, an additional ten points would be awarded instead of five points.

Mr. Tyson stated these two changes were the only changes made from the materials sent to the
Board members previously. The Chairman asked if there were any questions or comments and for
a motion to approve the revision of the Rural Project Program Application and the Bank Operating
Guidelines. Mr. Simrill moved to approve the changes to the Operating Guidelines and the
Application. Senator Turner seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Resolutions for the Following

Chairman White stated we're going to recognize four individuals that have had a significant impact
on the Bank and also in South Carolina. The resolutions honored Joe Taylor (former Board member),
Mr. Ron Patton (former Evaluation committee member and consultant to the Bank), Mr. Bill
Youngblood (the Bank’s bond counsel since the Bank was created), and Tami Reed (the Bank’s
former CFO). The four resolutions (attached to these minutes) were read in their entirety. Chairman
White asked for a motion to approve each resolution, adding a copy will be added as an exhibit for
the record and the originals presented to the ling honorees or their family members. Mr. Duncan
made the motion and Mr. Shehan seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

New Business

Chairman White stated the new business for discussion is our website and asked Ms. Butler to give
an update. Ms. Butler stated the Bank’s website is administered by the Department of Administration
who is partnering with Tyler Technologies. Ms. Butler has had a few meetings with the vendor and
has completed a questionnaire to assist with updating it to be more user-friendly. Ms. Butler said
she will keep the Board posted on the process for these improvements.

Adjournment:

Chairman White asked if there were any questions or comments, none were heard. He asked for a
motion to adjourn. Mr. Duncan moved to adjourn and Mr. Shehan seconded the motion. The motion
passed unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 3:00 p.m.
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South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank
(Bank)
Potential Conflict of Economic Interest Statement

At its meetings on October 17, 2023, the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure
Bank’s Evaluation Committee is considering taking action on recommendations to the Bank’s
Board of Directors on an application of Pickens County for financial assistance from the Bank on
a highway project, and the Bank’s Board of Directors may consider and take action on that
recommendation and application. I am the Chair of the Evaluation Committee and Board of
Directors. I may have a potential conflict of interest concerning the Pickens County application
because I represent Pickens County in litigation unrelated to that application. For this reason, I
hereby request to be excused from all deliberations, votes, and other actions on the
aforementioned matters pending before the Committee and Board at its meetings on October 17,
2023, and I will recuse myself from and not participate in any deliberations, votes, or other
actions on those matters at those meetings. I also request that this statement be placed in or

attached to the minutes of both meetings.

October 17, 2023

Reference: S.C. Code § 8-13-700(B) as amended
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THE SITE EXPERTS
August 31, 2023

RE: Strong Support for the Mark Clark Extension
To Whom It May Concern,

| am writing to express my support for the proposed Mark Clark extension. Asa resident, and active
community member of a local consultant firm, | believe this extension will bring numerous benefits to
our region and address vital transportation needs while maintaining the unique charm and character
of the Charleston area.

The Mark Clark Extension is an essential project to increase the capacity of the regional
transportation system, improve safety; and enhance mobility to and from the West Ashley, Johns
island, and James Island areas. This improved accessibility will benefit commuters and positively
impact emergency response times, ensuring the safety and well-being of our community.

The Charleston region is already behind the curve in relation to capacity demands. We cannot afford
to delay further. | support:

- A Charleston County Transportation Sales Tax Referendum as a reasonable financial approach

to funding the completion of this project.
- The State Infrastructure Bank to vote to approve an additional $75 million to fund remaining

property acquisitions and engineering work.
- The Joint Bond Review Committee to vote to approve the Mark Clark Extension project.

in conclusion, | support the Mark Clark extension and urge you to consider this letter a testament to
this project's strong business community support. | believe that with careful planning and
collaboration, the extension can be a catalyst for positive change that benefits both current and

future generations of residents.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Mansell, PLA
Landscape Architect
mmansell@hlainc.com

SURVEYING = WETLAND PERMITTING o LAND PLANNING  CIVIL ENGINEERING e LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
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THE SITE EXPERTS
August 31, 2023

RE: Strong Support for the Mark Clark Extension
To Whom it May Concern,

1 am writing to express my support for the proposed Mark Clark extension. Asa resident, and active
community member of a local consultant firm, | believe this extension will bring numerous benefits to
our region and address vital transportation needs while maintaining the unique charm and character
of the Charleston area.

The Mark Clark Extension is an essential project to increase the capacity of the regional
transportation system, improve safety; and enhance mobility to and from the West Ashley, Johns
Island, and James Island areas. This improved accessibility will benefit commuters and positively
impact emergency response times, ensuring the safety and well-being of our community.

The Charleston region is already behind the curve in relation to capacity demands. We cannot afford
to delay further. I support:

- ACharleston County Transportation Sales Tax Referendum as a reasonable financial approach
to funding the completion of this project.

- The State Infrastructure Bank to vote to approve an additional $75 million to fund remaining”
property acquisitions and engineering work.

- The Joint Bond Review Committee to vote to approve the Mark Clark Extension project.

In conclusion, | support the Mark Clark extension and urge you to consider this letter a testament to
this project's strong business community support. | believe that with careful planning and
collaboration, the extension can be a catalyst for positive change that benefits both current and

future generations of residents.

Sincerely,

Robk . Bt , A <

Robert Baggett
Civil Drafter
rbaggett@hlainc.com
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THE SITE EXPERTS
August 31, 2023

RE: Strong Support for the Mark Clark Extension
To Whom It May Concern,

| am writing to express my support for the proposed Mark Clark extension. Asa resident, and active
community member of a local consultant firm, | believe this extension will bring numerous benefits to
our region and address vital transportation needs while maintaining the unigue charm and character
of the Charleston area.

The Mark Clark Extension is an essential project to increase the capacity of the regional
transportation system, improve safety; and enhance mobility to and from the West Ashley, Johns
Island, and James Island areas. This improved accessibility will benefit commuters and positively
impact emergency response times, ensuring the safety and well-being of our community.

The Charleston region is already behind the curve in relation to capacity demands. We cannot afford
to delay further. | support:

- A Charleston County Transportation Sales Tax Referendum as a reasonable financial approach

to funding the completion of this project.
- The State Infrastructure Bank to vote to approve an additional $75 million to fund remaining

property acquisitions and engineering work.
- The Joint Bond Review Committee to vote to approve the Mark Clark Extension project.

In conclusion, | support the Mark Clark extension and urge you to consider this letter a testament to
this project's strong business community support. | believe that with careful pianning and
collaboration, the extension can be a catalyst for positive change that benefits both current and

future generations of residents.

Sincerely,

Dind 0.4

Daniel Doak, E.I.T.
Civil Engineer in Training
ddoak@hlainc.com
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