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February 1, 2013

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance from the South Carolina
Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Leonard:

On behalf of Dorchester County Council, I would like to submit to you Dorchester County’s revised
application for assistance from the Transportation Infrastructure Bank. The following are the county’s
priorities for the projects: the construction of Berlin Myers Parkway Phase 3 from SC Route 165 to US
Route 17A; the widening of U.S. Route 78 Phase 3 from two lanes to five lanes; and the Orangeburg
Loop, widening a portion of Orangeburg Road, Mallard Road, and Jedburg Road from two lanes to five
lanes towards Interstate 26.

All of these projects are critical to helping our businesses grow, improving our citizens’ quality of life,
and promoting our community as a great place to visit, live, work, and play. It is vitally important to our
economic future to maintain our existing infrastructure and sustain our quality of life, which attracted our
corporate citizens and is helping us to attract new corporations and citizens who are locating new
businesses that support the economy of our region and state.

The total amount required for the Dorchester County One-Cent Sales Tax Program is $384.24 million.
This includes $125 million, which has been dedicated to these projects through a one cent sales tax
increase made available through a referendum passed by Dorchester County citizens in November, 2004,
that allowed the sale of bonds. Our original request from the South Carolina Transportation
Infrastructure Bank SIB was for $213.2 million. Dorchester County is now requesting $114.84 million



from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank based upon having obtained other local,
state, and federal funding, totaling approximately $100 million.

Please find attached a letter from Summerville Mayor Bill Collins supporting this application.

Thank you for considering our revised application. We look forward to hearing your response.

Sincerely, ‘

William R. Hearn, Jr., C u,man
Dorchester County Council

Enclosure



Town Clerk and Treasurer
Lisa L. Wallace

Town Attorney
G.W. Parker

William C. Collins, Mayor

Council Members:

Terry Jenkins, Mayor Pro Tem
Walter Bailey

Aaron Brown

Kima Garten-Schmidt

Bob Jackson

William McIntosh

Woton of Summerbille

January 31, 2013

Mr. Don Leonard

S. C. Transportation Infrastructure Bank
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, S.C. 29202

Dear Chairman Leonard:

[ write in strong support of Dorchester County’s application for $114.8 million from the
S. C. Transportation Infrastructure Bank to complete several badly needed road projects,
including completion of the last leg of the Berlin Myers Parkway in Summerville, Dorchester
County was the fastest growing county in South Carolina during the last decade and Summerville
is now the state’s seventh largest city. Completion of the last leg of the Parkway will take some
of the traffic off of heavily traveled Highway 17-A and also serve as an evacuation route during
emergencies such as hurricanes or earthquakes.

Believing that we at all levels of government need to have some skin in the game, voters
in Dorchester County approved a one-cent sales tax program in 2004 that has generated $125
million which has been dedicated to 22 projects in the county. The Parkway is the number one
priority and we now need $30 million to complete that last leg. Mitigation issues are presently
being worked on by the S.C. Department of Transportation and contract engineers as they move
toward obtaining permits from the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers. The balance of the $114.8
million the county seeks will be used on widening of U.S. Highway 78 and construction of the
Orangeburg Loop.

[ have only been in office for 18 months, but I assure you topics uppermost on the minds
of my citizenry are these infrastructure projects.

200 S. Main Street, Summerville, SC 29483-6000 » Phone: 843.871.6000 ¢ Fax: 843.871.6954

www.simmerville.sc.us




Mr. Donald Leonard
January 31, 2013
Page 2 of 2

Thank you for giving this request your attention. I enjoyed meeting you at Ashley Ridge
High School Monday and learning that we have a connection through the late Mark Garner. He
was my first boss in my newspaper career and | learned so much from him. He loved and was

committed to Myrtle Beach.
Singerely,
? 7 :
- M %

Bill'Collins
Mayor
Town of Summerville, S.C.

WCC/bve
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - UPDATE IlII
DORCHESTER COUNTY APPLICATION
FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
FROM THE
SOUTH CAROLINA TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE BANK (SIB)

Dorchester County is updating its application for financial assistance to construct and improve
transportation facilities throughout Dorchester County as specified in Local Question Number 1
on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester County ballot.

BACKGROUND

November 20, 2006, Dorchester County submitted an application for funding to the STIB.
January 26, 2007, the STIB Board visited Dorchester County to view the proposed projects.
November 27, 2007, Dorchester County made their formal presentation to the STIB and was
approved for grant funding in the amount of $213.2 million, subject to availability of new funds
to the STIB. (See minutes of STIB meeting in Appendix A.) After securing additional sources of
funding, April 27, 2011, Dorchester County submitted an updated application with a $79.2
million reduction in the original grant request with a revised shortfall of $134 million in the
program. Again after securing additional sources of funding, November 11, 2011, Dorchester
County submitted an updated application with an $83.8 million reduction in the original request
with a revised shortfall of $129.4 in the program.

In early 2004 Dorchester County officials and concerned citizens recognized the need to improve
transportation in Dorchester County. In May 2004, the Dorchester County Citizens Committee
was appointed to study needed transportation improvements and establish highway construction
and maintenance requirements for roads, except interstate routes, in Dorchester County. The
membership of the committee was established by the Dorchester County Council and mayors of
towns and cities within the county. The membership was composed of one member from each
district and one member from each town and city.

At the June 27, 2004 meeting, the committee unanimously agreed upon a list of 22 identified
road projects to be undertaken at an estimated cost of $163.1 million dollars. This list of
projects, along with a 1¢ proposed sales tax increase, was presented to the Dorchester County
voters as Local Question Number 1 on the November 2, 2004, Dorchester County ballot. The
question was approved by the voters.

Since the 1¢ sales tax referendum passed in November 2004, Dorchester County established the
Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Authority (DCTA) and this group began executing
the development, design and construction of the 22 projects. During this process the DCTA
partnered with the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) in the development of
an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) since a majority of the projects involved improvements
to state owned roads. The IGA was signed on June 29, 2006 between the SCDOT and the DCTA.

Since early 2005, the DCTA and the design team have been diligently working on all 22 projects.
During the project development process, detailed studies have been performed and show that
some of the 22 projects, as originally scoped, will not provide acceptable results. Due to
increased traffic projections, design modifications, construction escalation, and required
mitigation, the estimated cost to complete the 22 projects on the list is now $384.24 million,
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which creates a significant shortfall in funding. The 1¢ Sales Tax referendum allowed the sale of
bonds to generate a maximum of $125 million for the Dorchester County Sales Tax
Transportation Authority Road Improvement Program (Program).

Since the original funding request from the STIB, through the efforts of Dorchester County, in
cooperation with the SCDOT the following additional sources of funding have been allotted to
the Program:

Federal Guideshare (CHATS).......c.vovvvvi i, $27.00 million
Federal Guideshare (BCDCOG) (committed)......... $ 5.60 million
Earmark.. e ceeerenen..$ 8.20 million
ARRA Funds$ 1.00 million
ARRA Swap FUNAS.......ccooviiiiiiie e e, $14.66 million
Safety FUNAS.......c.oiiiie e e $ 3.25 million
2011 Federal Match Program...........ccocevvvnennnnn. $ 8.08 million
2012 Federal Match Program............ccceevvuennnnn. $ 9.61 million
Miscellaneous Area Contributions.................. $ 2.70 million
Interest & Additional Tax Collection.................. $24.00 million
2013 Federal Match Program...........ccocevvvnennnnn. $ 1.30 million
STIB Allocation.............ccccovvevevieeveieeeenen ... $.19.0 million

It is anticipated that BCDCOG Rural Guideshare Funding will be available to the Program in the
amount of an additional $20 million.

The 1¢ Sales Tax proceeds combined with the above described additional funding, yields an
updated funded program amounting to $269.4 million. Therefore, Dorchester County now has a
$114.84 million shortfall in the program, which is the basis for this application update.

As previously stated, since the original application of November 20, 2006, Dorchester County
has diligently been working on their Program and pursuing additional sources of funding
wherever possible. This effort demonstrates the local commitment to these projects, and the
additional funding secured results in a $98.36 million reduction in the original grant request from
the STIB.

The following pages describe the projects, update the project statuses, update cost estimates,
demonstrate current financing assumptions, and demonstrate program approach.

CONTACT PERSON

Mr. Jason Ward

Dorchester County Administrator
201 Johnson Street

St. George, South Carolina 29477

Phone: (843) 832-0100
Fax: (843) 563-0137
Email: wardj@dorchestercounty.net
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DESCRIPTION OF PROJECTS/ BRIEF STATUS

The Dorchester County Citizens Committee on June 27, 2004, unanimously agreed upon the
following list of 22 projects to be undertaken. On November 2, 2004, Dorchester County voters
agreed to a 1¢ sales tax to fund this list of 22 projects:

1.

Complete construction of Berlin G. Myers Parkway from SC 165 to US 17A.
Status: Right-of-way acquired; construction plans and specifications
completed; waiting on FEMA approval and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
permit.

Apply required safety design, construct 6.6 miles, three (3) lane-passing lanes in
sections and improve intersections at Jedburg (Road S-18-58) and Deming Way
Road (S-18-789) on US 78 from SC 165 to beginning of four (4) lane section in St.
George. Total length 24.59 miles.

Status: Phase 1: From near S-18-167 (Sugarhill Road) in St. George to
approximately 0.8 miles west of US 178 (11.47 miles)-Under Construction.
Phase 2: From approximately 0.8 miles west of US 178 to near S-22
(Orangeburg Road) (8.2 miles)-Environmental Assessment (EA) Document
and Right-of-Way Plans being prepared.

Phase 3: From near S-22 (Orangeburg Road) to near S-165 (W. Richardson
Ave.) (5.00 miles)-Environmental Assessment (EA) document and Right-of-
Way Plans being prepared.

Widen existing two (2) lane section of four (4) lanes with left and right turn lane on
SC 642 (Dorchester Road) from Oakbrook just west of Road S-18-199 to US 17A.
Total length 5.3 miles.

Status: Under construction.

Widen existing 24-foot pavement to 28 feet and resurface US 178 from US- 78 to
the Orangeburg County Line. Total length 15.2 miles.
Status: Complete

Widen existing 24-foot pavement to 28 feet and resurface US 15, from Grover to
the Colleton County Line. Total length 3.4 miles.
Status: Complete

Widen existing 20-foot pavement to 24 feet and resurface Road S-18-13, Central
Avenue, including intersection improvements at Road S-18-59 (Parsons Road) and
replacement of Brick Arch Culvert and realignment of roadway at Road S-18-215.
Total length 6.7 miles.

Status: Complete

Improve intersection of Road S-18-339 (Gahagan Road) and SC165-Berlin G.
Myers Parkway.
Status: Complete
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Widen Road S-18-22, Orangeburg Road from existing 20-foot pavement to 24-foot
pavement and resurface from SC 642 (Dorchester Road) to Berkeley County line.
Include intersection improvements at Road S-18-35. Total length 9.39 miles.
Status: Complete

Resurface street and roads in and adjacent to the Town of Harleyville and repave
and reconstruct deteriorated sections of concrete sidewalk to ADA Standards.
Resurfacing — 9.11 miles; sidewalk rehabilitation — 1.74 miles.

Status: Complete

Resurface streets in the Town of Ridgeville and remove existing asphalt sidewalks
and construct sidewalks to ADA Standards. Sidewalks -1.63 miles; resurfacing —
2.79 miles.

Status: Complete

Resurface streets and roads in and adjacent to the Town of St. George. Total length
6.18 miles.
Status: Complete

Extend Old Fort Road (S-18-662) from Old Fort Estates to Ladson Road (S-18-
230). Length 1.2 miles.
Status: Complete

Traffic Study and intersection improvements on SC 642 (Dorchester Road) at
Robert Bosch Plant.
Status: Complete

Pave 260 miles of County and State (SCDOT) dirt roads.
Status: Under Construction

Resurface and improve 0.93 miles of Industrial Road (S-18-194) and S-18-84.
Total length 9.40 miles.
Status: Complete

Resurface and widen SC 453 at intersection of Interstate 26 from Circle Cement
Plant to S-18-50.
Status: Complete

Future Drive from American LaFrance to Westcott.
Status: Complete

Old Fort Road — Oakbrook Elementary School to Palmetto Commerce Parkway.
Status: Removed from Program

Patriots Blvd. from Appian Way to Wescott.
Status: Complete
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20.

21.

22,

Widen SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) from two (2) lanes to four (4) lanes with
center turning lanes from end of 4-lane section to SC 61. Includes intersection
alignment at Mikel Drive (S-18-505) and Edisto Drive (S-18-260). Length 4.0
miles.

Status: Under construction.

Lincoln Blvd. from SC 642 (Dorchester Road) to Road S-18-62 (Ashley Phosphate
Road).
Status: Complete

Intersection improvements on SC 642 (Dorchester Road) at Indigo Fields
Subdivision.
Status: Complete

In the original STIB Application of November 20, 2006, and approved November 27, 2007,
financial assistance was requested to enable five (5) of the major projects to be constructed.
Since that time, in an effort to keep the projects progressing, additional sources of funding were
secured, scope reductions were implemented, and funding was reallocated between projects.
Following are the five (5) projects, their current descriptions, and current cost estimates.

1.

Complete construction of Berlin G. Myers Parkway from SC 165 to US 17A.
Length: 3.3 miles; cost: $79.48 million.

Widen SC 642 (Dorchester Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from
Oakbrook just west of Road S-18-199 (Trolley Road) to US 17A.
Length: 5.3 miles; cost: $39.83 million. (Scope of project was reduced.)

Widen SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from end
of the existing four (4) lane section to new Ashley Ridge High School.

Total Length: 6.5 miles; cost: $49.99 million.

(From existing 4-lane section to SC 61: Length: 4.0 miles; cost: $36.99 million)
(From SC 61 to new Ashley Ridge High School: Length: 2.5 miles; cost: $13.0
million)

Widen US 78 from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes in certain sections and apply
required safety design from S-65 (W. Richardson Avenue) in Summerville to the
beginning of the existing four (4) lane section in St. George.

Total Length: 24.67 miles; cost: $70.90 million.

(Phase 1: Length: 11.47 miles; cost: $11.70 million)

(Phase 2: Length: 8.20 miles; cost: $24.80 million)

(Phase 3: Length: 5.00 miles; cost: $34.40 million)

Orangeburg Loop: Widen Road S-18-22 (Orangeburg Road) from two (2) lanes to
five (5) lanes from SC 642 (Dorchester Road) to S-18-58; widen S-18-58/S-8-16
from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes to I-26.

Length: 9.3 miles; cost $65.0 million.
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Four of the five projects, although with minor scope variations, were included on the list from
the Dorchester County Citizens Committee and subsequently approved by the Dorchester County
voters on November 2, 2004. The fifth project, Orangeburg Loop, is included in the Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) for Dorchester County (November 23, 2010).

These five (5) projects are shown in Figure 1.
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Project 1: Berlin G. Myers Parkway Extension

Project Description

The completion of the Berlin G. Myers Parkway is from SC 165 to US 17A. This will be the
third and final phase of the Berlin G. Myers Parkway project to provide a limited access roadway
from Interstate 26 to the southwest side of Summerville. There will be at-grade intersections at
Luden Road, Greenwave Boulevard, US 17A and Orangeburg Road. There will be a single point
urban interchange (SPUI) at SC 165 (E. Carolina Avenue). The design for the major portion of
the project will consist of two (2) travel lanes in each direction with curb and gutter. The median
will be 14 feet wide, consisting of a 2-foot curb and gutter on each side and a 10-foot wide
planted section in the middle.

Project Schedule

e Final Environmental Assessment approved May 31, 2006
Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete
Final Roadway and Bridge Design Complete
Design Revisions Underway for Mitigating Floodplain Impacts
FEMA Approval and USACE Permit Required

Project Need

The Berlin G. Myers Parkway project was developed to be a limited access roadway from
Interstate 26 to the southwest side of Summerville and to relieve traffic congestion on various
transportation facilities in the Summerville area, primarily US 17A and SC 165 (Bacons Bridge
Road). Although intended to principally serve through traffic, growth in the region has resulted
in additional needs. An additional role of the project will now be to serve local traffic, providing
a safer and quicker access to Interstate 26.

The table shows the projected Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) for the design year 2030.

Area of Projected Traffic on Parkway 2030 ADT
E. Carolina Ave. to Luden Road 28,700
Luden Road to Orangeburg Road 18,100
Orangeburg Road to US 17A 13,900

Project 2: SC 642 (Dorchester Road) Improvements

Project Description (Scope was reduced from November 20, 2006 STIB Application)
o Realign SC 642 at US 17A to improve intersection
e Widen from 2 to 5 lanes with 4-foot paved and 6-foot grass shoulders from US 17A to
Oak Drive
e Widen from 2 to 5 lanes with curb and gutter and 10-foot multi-use path on the north side
from Oak Drive to near S-199 (Trolley Road)
e Widen culvert at Sawmill Branch
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Project Schedule
e Bids received on March 15, 2011
e Began Construction - June 2011

Project Need

Due to existing traffic congestion and associated delays, the purpose of the proposed project is to
improve traffic flow as well as reduce congestion and delays by constructing additional travel
lanes. In addition, bicycles and pedestrians will be accommodated with better accessibility.
Intersection improvements will be constructed at US 17A, SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road), and S-
18-22 (Orangeburg Road).

The table shown compares the 2005 Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) with the projected
ADT for 2030. The ADT for 2030 includes the completion of other sales tax projects.

Area of Traffic Data on SC 642 2005 ADT 2030 ADT
US 17 to S-18-22 6,800 18,244
S-18-22 to SC 165 17,300 40,421
SC 165 to S-18-199 23,000 49,144

Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) Improvements

Project Description

Widen of SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from the end of the
existing four (4) lane section near secondary road S-18-199 (Trolley Road) to the new Ashley
Ridge High School south of SC 61 (Ashley River Road). Total Length: 6.5 miles.

(Bacons Bridge Road Phase: Widening to 5 lanes from existing 4-lane section to SC 61: Length:
4.0 miles)

(Delemar Highway Phase: Widening to 5 lanes from SC 61 to new High School: Length: 2.5
miles)

SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) was in the original Referendum as Project 20. The Delemar
Highway Phase was added in order to widen SC 165 to the new Ashley Ridge High School.

Project Schedule SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road Phase)
e Bidsreceived August 21, 2012
e Began Construction October 2012

Project Schedule SC 165 (Delemar Highway Phase)
e Preliminary Engineering Underway

Overall Project Need

Due to existing traffic congestion and associated delays, the purpose of the proposed project is to
improve traffic flow as well as reduce congestion and delays by constructing additional travel
lanes. In addition, bicycles and pedestrians will be accommodated with better accessibility.
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Intersection improvements will be constructed at SC 61, SC 642, and Edisto/Mikel/Farm Roads
intersection. This project will also facilitate traffic to and from the new Ashley Ridge High
School.

The table shown compares the 2005 Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) with the projected
ADT for 2030. The ADT for 2030 includes the completion of other sales tax projects.

Area of Traffic on SC 165 2005 ADT 2030 ADT
SC 61 to SC 642 13,400 39,220
SC 642 to S-199 17,000 29,446
Rantowels Creek to SC 61 4,800 12,100*

*ADT does not reflect school schedules or special events.

Project 4: US 78 Improvements

Overall Project Description

The proposed project is located along existing US 78 beginning in northwest Summerville at
secondary road S-18-65 (W. Richardson Avenue) and continuing northwest along the existing
alignment to secondary road S-18-167 in St. George. In an effort to advance the proposed
improvements, the project was divided into three phases. Specific details of each phase and the
proposed improvements follow:

Phase 1 Project Description
e From near S-18-167 (Sugarhill Road) in St. George to approximately 0.8 miles west of
US 178, resurface and provide 4-foot paved shoulders and 6-foot grass shoulders.
e Construct 3-lane section with curb & gutter on both sides and sidewalk on one side
(resident side) through Town of Dorchester.
e Length — 11.47 miles.

Phase 1 Schedule
e Complete

Phase 2 Project Description

e From approximately 0.8 miles west of US 178 to approximately 0.5 miles west of SC 27
North, resurface and provide 4-foot paved shoulders and 6-foot grass shoulders.
(approximately 3.1 miles)

e From approximately 0.5 miles west of SC 27 North to approximately 0.25 miles west of
SC 173, widen from 2 to 5 lanes, and provide 4-foot paved shoulders and 6-foot grass
shoulders. (approximately 2.2 miles)

e From approximately 0.25 miles west of SC 173 to approximately 0.7 miles east of S-18-
630 (Campbell Thicket Road) construct a 3-lane section with 4-foot paved and 6-foot
grass shoulders. (approximately 1.6 miles)
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e From approximately 0.7 miles east of S-18-630 (Campbell Thicket Road) to
approximately 0.5 miles west of S-22 (Orangeburg Road) resurface and provide 4-foot
paved shoulders and 6-foot grass shoulders. (approximately 1.2 miles)

e Length — 8.1 miles.

Phase 2 Schedule
e Environmental Document Underway
e Public Hearing — 2" Quarter 2013
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — 2" Quarter 2013

Phase 3 Project Description

e From approximately 0.5 miles west of S-18-22 to approximately 0.2 miles west of S-18-
58 (Jedburg Road), widen from 2 to 5 lanes with 4-foot paved and 6-foot grass shoulders.
(approximately 1.7 miles)

e From approximately 0.2 miles west of S-18-58 to S-18-165 (W. Richardson Avenue),
widen from 2 to 5 lanes with curb and gutter. Four-foot paved and 6-foot grass shoulder
will be used instead of curb and gutter on the side adjacent to Norfolk Southern R/R.
Sidewalk will be provided only on the side away from Norfolk Southern R/R.
(approximately 3.30 miles)

e Length — 5.00 miles.

Phase 3 Schedule
e Environmental Document Underway
e Public Hearing — 1% Quarter 2014
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Following Environmental Document Approval

US 78/Deming Way Intersection Improvement Project Schedule
e Design Complete
e Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete
e Ready for Construction

Overall Project Need

The purpose of the proposed project is to improve safety conditions, increase traffic capacity,
and improve traffic flow.

The table shown compares the 2005 Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) with the projected
ADT for 2030. The ADT for 2030 includes the completion of other sales tax projects.

Area of Traffic on SC 165 2005 ADT 2030 ADT
S-18-58 to Summerville 14,800 22,852
S-18-58 to SC 27 6,800 14,144
SC27toUS 178 7,500 15,837
US 178 to St. George 5,300 10,536
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Project 5: Orangeburg Loop

Project Description

Widen Road S-18-22 (Orangeburg Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from SC 642
(Dorchester Road) to S-18-58 (Mallard Road). Widen S-18-58/S-8-16 (Mallard/Jedburg Road)
from two (2) lanes to five (5) to Interstate 26. Dorchester County would carry the project to the
Dorchester-Berkeley county line; the .85-mile segment from there to Interstate 26 would be the
responsibility of Berkeley County.

Project Schedule — (Tentative — Unfunded)

Complete Environment Assessment — 2" Quarter 2014
Design Public Hearing — 2" Quarter 2014

Begin Right-of-Way Acquisition — 3" Quarter 2014
Begin Construction — 4™ Quarter 2016

Project Need

Due to existing traffic congestion and anticipated growth along the Orangeburg Road corridor,
the purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic flow as well as reduce congestion and
delays by constructing additional travel lanes providing Summerville with another multi-lane
connection to 1-26.

The table shown compares the 2005 Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) with the projected
ADT for 2030. The ADT for 2030 includes the completion of other sales tax projects.

Area of Traffic Data on S-18-22/S-18-58 2005 ADT 2030 ADT
S-18-22
From SC 642 to US 17A 9,800 23,139
From US 17A to S-58 10,100 22,796
S-18-58/S-8-16
From S-18-22 to US 78 5,600 13,933
From US 78 to 1-26 7,700 23,559

PUBLIC BENEFITS

The Dorchester County Citizens Committee and subsequently Dorchester County voters
identified Berlin G. Myers Parkway, SC 642 (Dorchester Road), SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road),
and US 78 as major projects to be undertaken. All four projects were included on the list of 22
projects. Orangeburg Loop has been recognized for years by the Charleston Area Transportation
Committee (CHATS) as a much needed project and is now included in the Capital Improvement
Plan (CIP) for Dorchester County (November 23, 2010).

These five projects, along with the other 17 projects, will improve traffic mobility, safety,
economic development, and will contribute to the improvement of the quality of life for current
and future citizens of Dorchester County.
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Traffic Studies/Traffic Volumes

Based on the large amount of development that has occurred in recent years and the large amount
of future planned development within Dorchester County and the region, Dorchester County
initiated its road improvement program. Transportation Planning Studies have been completed
for the planned projects and the current and projected traffic growth is shown for the five major
projects.

Urgency of Projects/Projected Population Growth

Dorchester County is the fastest growing county in South Carolina. Between 2000 and 2010, the
population increased from 96,413 to 136,555, an increase of 41.6%. Table 1 shows the
Dorchester County population projections calculated by South Carolina Budget and Control
Board, Office of Research and Statistics, for 2015 and 2120. (The projections were based on the
2000 census and the 2007 population estimates.)

Table 1
Dorchester County Population Projections

Year Population % Increase from 2000 Census
2010 136,555 (census #) 41.6%
2015 139,370 (projection #) 44.6%
2020 149,300 (projection #) 54.8%

In view of the rapid growth of Dorchester County, conventional funding sources are not adequate
to fund the transportation infrastructure necessary to support this growth.

Resolutions of Support

The Dorchester County Citizens Committee on June 27, 2004, unanimously agreed that these
projects should be undertaken. On November 2, 2004, Dorchester County voters agreed to a 1¢
sales tax to fund these projects. This demonstrates the local commitment/support for these
projects. Letters, resolutions of support, etc. were received in support for these projects from the
following entities:

South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank Board Meeting November 27, 2007 Meeting
Minutes, Dorchester County Voters Referendum, Cooperative Intergovernmental Agreement
between the Dorchester County Sales Tax Authority and the South Carolina Department of
Transportation, Town of Summerville, City of North Charleston, Town of Ridgeville, Town of
Harleyville, Town of St. George, Town of Reevesville, Greater Summerville Dorchester County
Chamber of Commerce, Dorchester County Economic Development, and CHATS.
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FINANCIAL PLAN
Cost of Projects

Based on preliminary estimates, the total cost of the 22 projects in the Dorchester County
program, plus the Orangeburg Loop, is $384.24 million. The 1¢ Sales Tax Referendum allows
the sale of bonds to generate a maximum of $125 million. These bond funds, combined with the
previously described additional funding, yield an updated funded program amounting to $269.40
million. Therefore, Dorchester County now has a $114.84 million shortfall in the program,
which is the basis for this updated application. Dorchester County is requesting $114.84 million
in assistance from the STIB to complete their program. This shortfall, along with the $19 million
allocated by the STIB on February 9, 2012, is 34.8% of the entire program (65.2% match).
Dorchester County is requesting the financial assistance to apply to the five major projects
previously described.

Table 2
Estimates for the Five (5) Major Projects
Project Termini Length Cost
(miles) ($millions)
1. Berlin G. Myers Parkway SC 165 to US 17A 3.3 79.48
2. SC 642 (Dorchester Road) S-18-199to US 17A 53 39.83
. Existing 4 lanes to
3. SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) New High School 6.5 49.99
4. US 78 S-18-65 to St. George 24.5 70.90
5. Orangeburg Loop SC 642 to 1-26 9.3 65.0
Total 305.2
Table 3
Funding Sources
Source Amount ($millions) Percent
State Infrastructure Bank (Request) $114.84 29.9%
State Infrastructure Bank (2/2012 Allocation) $19.00 4.9%
Local Sales Tax Bonds $125.00 32.5%
Excess Tax Revenue and Interest $24.00 6.3%
Miscellaneous Area Contributions $2.70 0.7%
Federal Guideshare $27.00 7.0%
Earmarks $8.20 2.1%
ARRA Funds $1.00 0.3%
ARRA Replacement Funds $14.66 3.8%
Safety Funds $3.25 0.9%
2011 Fed. Match Program $8.08 2.1%
2012 Fed. Match Program $9.61 2.5%
2013 Federal Match Program $1.30 .3%
Rural Guideshare $25.60 6.7%
Total $384.24 100%
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Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures

Dorchester County has been collecting the sales tax and the majority of the projects are
underway. Figures 2 and 3 show funding that has already been spent, the projected expenditures,
and when the funding assistance will be needed from the SIB. Additionally, Figures 2 and 3
illustrate that the current Program will exhaust all of the $125 million sales tax revenue and the
other sources of funding without the program being completed. Some funding is needed now, or
in the coming months, to either begin development of certain projects or continue the
development of others. The funding for construction could come in subsequent years.

Cash Flow Summary

400 -
o $384.24 M
Historical Data Projected Data
350 - < >
(Pre FY12) (Post FY12)
300 4 STIB Request:
$114.84M
250 +
. M_ajor
Projects
200 -
State/Fed: $101.40M
150 -

DCTA 5: $72.30M

- DCTA 17: $76.70 M .
50 1 [ 17 Projects

0
FY06 FYO7 FYO8 FYO9 FY10 FY11 FYI2 FYI3 FYl4 FY15 FY16 FY17

Fiscal Year

WSTIB - State Transportation Infrastructure Bank grant request

DOSTIB Cormmitted

mitate/Fed - Funds from CHATS Guideshare and Earmark, ARRA and ARRA Swap, Safety Funds, 2011/2012/2013 Federal Match Programs, Rural Guideshare & Miscellaneous
BDCTA 5 - Dorchester County funds for the five (5) Major Projects that would receive $TIB funds

BDCTA 17 - Dorchester County funds for the seventeen (17) projects that would not receive STIB fumnds

Figure 2
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Project Priorities

Priorities for receiving STIB funding for the five major projects are established based on
“keeping the pump primed” so that a funding shortfall would not occur and result in a project
being inactivated. So far DCTA has been able to keep all of their projects moving forward
simultaneously, thanks primarily to the assistance of the SCDOT in securing additional funding.

On February 9, 2012, the STIB approved financial assistance of $19 million for Dorchester
County. The financial assistance was allocated to the projects as follows:

e $13 Million — Widening of SC 165 from two lanes to five lanes from Carolinian to
Ashley Ridge High School (SC 165 Delemar Highway Phase)

e $4 Million — U.S. Highway 78 Phase 3 Right-of-Way

e $750,000 — U.S. Highway 78 and Deming Way Intersection Improvement

e $1.25 Million — Orangeburg Road and Butternut Intersection Improvement (near
Pinewood Prep.)

This financial assistance from the STIB allowed three of the four Dorchester County Projects
described in Table 4: Funding Priorities to continue moving forward and a reprioritization of the
remaining funding requirements. The Berlin Myers Parkway Phase 3 construction funding did
not receive any allocation and is now the number 1 funding priority. Table 4 depicts these
revised funding priorities that would keep all of the five major projects moving forward to their
completion:

Table 4
Funding Priorities
Funding

Project Amount When Needed
Project 1: Berlin Myers Parkway Phase 3 $30 Million 1% Quarter 2014
Project 4: US 78 Improvements Phase 3 $21.09 Million 3" Quarter 2013

Right-of-Way Acquisition Funded 2" Quarter 2013

US 78/Deming Way Inter. Improvement Funded 1% Quarter 2013
Project 5: Orangeburg Loop Improvements $63.75 Million 1% Quarter 2013

Orangeburg Rd./Butternut Rd. Inter. Imp. Funded 1°' Quarter 2013
Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road Phase) Funded

SC 165 ( Delemar Highway Phase)* Funded 4™ Quarter 2012
Project 2: SC 642 Improvements Funded
Total $114.84 Million
*Segment to new Ashley Ridge High School

PROJECT APPROACH

Since Dorchester County passed the 1¢ sales tax on November 2, 2004 and begun collecting
revenues, preliminary engineering has begun on all the 22 projects listed in the bond referendum.
Most of the smaller projects have already been completed. No preliminary engineering has
begun on the Orangeburg Loop project as described in this application. Each project will include
preliminary engineering/environmental, right-of-way acquisition, and construction.
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Project Schedule

The estimated time frame for completion of each major activity for the 5 major projects is shown

in Table 5.
Table 5
Project Completion Schedule
Project/Activity Start End
Project 1: Berlin G. Myers Parkway
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Waiting on Permits (Add. Funding Needed)
Project 2: SC 642
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Underway November 2013
Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road)
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Underway 2" Quarter 2015
Project 3: SC 165 (Delemar Highway)*
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Underway 2"7 Quarter 2014
Right-of-Way 2" Quarter 2014 2" Quarter 2115
Construction 2" Quarter 2015 2" Quarter 2017
*Segment to new Ashley Ridge High School
Project 4: US 78 Phase 1
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Complete
Project 4: US 78 Phase 2
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Underway 2" Quarter 2013
Right-of-Way 2" Quarter 2013 2" Quarter 2014
Construction 2" Quarter 2014 3" Quarter 2016
Project 4: US 78 Phase 3
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Underway 1% Quarter 2013
Right-of-Way 1% Quarter 2014 1% Quarter 2015

Construction

1% Quarter 2015 (Unfunded)

3" Quarter 2017

Project 4A: US 78/Deming Way Int. Improvement

Preliminary Engineering/Environmental

Complete

Right-of-Way

Complete

Construction

1% Quarter 2013

3" Quarter 2013

Project 5: Orangeburg Loop

Preliminary Engineering/Environmental

1% Quarter 2013 (Unfunded)

1% Quarter 2015

Right-of-Way 1% Quarter 2015 (Unfunded) 4™ Quarter 2016
Construction 4™ Quarter 2016 (Unfunded) 4™ Quarter 2019
Project 5A: Orangeburg Rd./Butternut Rd. Int. Imp.

Preliminary Engineering/Environmental 1% Quarter 2013 1% Quarter 2014
Right-of-Way 1% Quarter 2014 3" Quarter 2014
Construction 3" Quarter 2014 2" Quarter 2015

Note: “Unfunded” means STIB funds not yet allocated or other funds (yet to be identified) are needed to continue project.
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Current Project Status for the 5 major projects

All projects are being developed in compliance with the Federal National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 as amended, so they can remain eligible for Federal Funding.

Project 1: Berlin G. Myers Parkway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete
e Waiting on USACE permit and FEMA approval (Additional Funding Needed)

Project 2: SC 642
e Construction Underway

Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road Phase)
e Construction Underway

Project 3: SC 165 (Delemar Road Phase) (Segment to new Ashley Ridge High School)
e Preliminary Engineering Underway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 2" Quarter 2014
e Construction — Begin 2" Quarter 2015

Project 4: US 78 Phase 1
e Construction complete

Project 4: US 78 Phase 2
e Preliminary Engineering Underway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 2" Quarter 2013
e Construction — Begin 2" Quarter 2014

Project 4: US 78 Phase 3
e Preliminary Engineering Underway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 1* Quarter 2014
e Construction — Begin 1* Quarter 2015 (Unfunded)

Project 4A: US 78/Deming Way Intersection Improvement
e Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete
e Construction — Begin 1% Quarter 2013

Project 5: Orangeburg Loop
e Preliminary Engineering (Unfunded)

Project 5A: Orangeburg Road/Butternut Road Intersection Improvement
e Preliminary Engineering — Begin 1* Quarter 2013
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 1* Quarter 2014
e Construction — Begin 3" Quarter 2014
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UPDATE IlII
DORCHESTER COUNTY APPLICATION
FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
FROM THE
SOUTH CAROLINA TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE BANK (STIB)

Dorchester County is updating its application for financial assistance to construct and improve
transportation facilities throughout Dorchester County as specified in Local Question Number 1
on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester County ballot.

BACKGROUND

November 20, 2006, Dorchester County submitted an application for funding to the STIB.
January 26, 2007, the STIB Board visited Dorchester County to view the proposed projects.
November 27, 2007, Dorchester County made their formal presentation to the STIB and was
approved for grant funding in the amount of $213.2 million, subject to availability of new funds
to the STIB. (See minutes of STIB meeting in Appendix A.) After securing additional sources of
funding, April 27, 2011, Dorchester County submitted an updated application with a $79.2
million reduction in the original grant request with a revised shortfall of $134 million in the
program. Again after securing additional sources of funding, November 11, 2011, Dorchester
County submitted an updated application with an $83.8 million reduction in the original request
with a revised shortfall of $129.4 in the program.

In early 2004 Dorchester County officials and concerned citizens recognized the need to improve
transportation in Dorchester County. In May 2004, the Dorchester County Citizens Committee
was appointed to study needed transportation improvements and establish highway construction
and maintenance requirements for roads, except interstate routes, in Dorchester County. The
membership of the committee was established by the Dorchester County Council and mayors of
towns and cities within the county. The membership was composed of one member from each
district and one member from each town and city.

At the June 27, 2004 meeting, the committee unanimously agreed upon a list of 22 identified
road projects to be undertaken at an estimated cost of $163.1 million dollars. This list of
projects, along with a 1¢ proposed sales tax increase, was presented to the Dorchester County
voters as Local Question Number 1 on the November 2, 2004, Dorchester County ballot. The
question was approved by the voters.

Since the 1¢ sales tax referendum passed in November 2004, Dorchester County established the
Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Authority (DCTA) and this group began executing
the development, design and construction of the 22 projects. During this process the DCTA
partnered with the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) in the development of
an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) since a majority of the projects involved improvements
to state owned roads. The IGA was signed on June 29, 2006 between the SCDOT and the DCTA.

Since early 2005, the DCTA and the design team have been diligently working on all 22 projects.
During the project development process, detailed studies have been performed and show that
some of the 22 projects, as originally scoped, will not provide acceptable results. Due to
increased traffic projections, design modifications, construction escalation, and required
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which creates a significant shortfall in funding. The 1¢ Sales Tax referendum allowed the sale of
bonds to generate a maximum of $125 million for the Dorchester County Sales Tax
Transportation Authority Road Improvement Program (Program).

Since the original funding request from the STIB, through the efforts of Dorchester County, in
cooperation with the SCDOT the following additional sources of funding have been allotted to
the Program:

Federal Guideshare (CHATS).......c.oovvvievninnnnn. $27.00 million
Federal Guideshare (BCDCOG) (committed)......... $ 5.60 million
Earmark.. e ceeenenen..$ 8.20 million
ARRA Funds$ 1.00 million
ARRA Swap FUNdS.......ccooviiiiiiie i e, $14.66 million
Safety FUNAS.......c.oeiiie e e $ 3.25 million
2011 Federal Match Program...........ccocevvvnennnnn. $ 8.08 million
2012 Federal Match Program............ccceevvuennnnn. $ 9.61 million
Miscellaneous Area Contributions.................. $ 2.70 million
Interest & Additional Tax Collection.................. $24.00 million
2013 Federal Match Program............ccceevvnennnn. $ 1.30 million
STIB Allocation.............c.ccoveevevieeveieeeenen ... $.19.0 million

It is anticipated that BCDCOG Rural Guideshare Funding will be available to the Program in the
amount of an additional $20 million.

The 1¢ Sales Tax proceeds combined with the above described additional funding, yields an
updated funded program amounting to $269.4 million. Therefore, Dorchester County now has a
$114.84 million shortfall in the program, which is the basis for this application update.

As previously stated, since the original application of November 20, 2006, Dorchester County
has diligently been working on their Program and pursuing additional sources of funding
wherever possible. This effort demonstrates the local commitment to these projects, and the
additional funding secured results in a $98.36 million reduction in the original grant request from
the STIB.

The following pages describe the projects, update the project statuses, update cost estimates,
demonstrate current financing assumptions, and demonstrate program approach.

CONTACT PERSON

Mr. Jason Ward

Dorchester County Administrator
201 Johnson Street

St. George, South Carolina 29477

Phone: (843) 832-0100
Fax: (843) 563-0137
Email: wardj@dorchestercounty.net
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DESCRIPTION OF PROJECTS/ BRIEF STATUS

The Dorchester County Citizens Committee on June 27, 2004, unanimously agreed upon the
following list of 22 projects to be undertaken. On November 2, 2004, Dorchester County voters
agreed to a 1¢ sales tax to fund this list of 22 projects:

1.

Complete construction of Berlin G. Myers Parkway from SC 165 to US 17A.
Status: Right-of-way acquired; construction plans and specifications
completed; waiting on FEMA approval and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
permit.

Apply required safety design, construct 6.6 miles, three (3) lane-passing lanes in
sections and improve intersections at Jedburg (Road S-18-58) and Deming Way
Road (S-18-789) on US 78 from SC 165 to beginning of four (4) lane section in St.
George. Total length 24.59 miles.

Status: Phase 1: From near S-18-167 (Sugarhill Road) in St. George to
approximately 0.8 miles west of US 178 (11.47 miles)-Under Construction.
Phase 2: From approximately 0.8 miles west of US 178 to near S-22
(Orangeburg Road) (8.2 miles)-Environmental Assessment (EA) Document
and Right-of-Way Plans being prepared.

Phase 3: From near S-22 (Orangeburg Road) to near S-165 (W. Richardson
Ave.) (5.00 miles)-Environmental Assessment (EA) document and Right-of-
Way Plans being prepared.

Widen existing two (2) lane section of four (4) lanes with left and right turn lane on
SC 642 (Dorchester Road) from Oakbrook just west of Road S-18-199 to US 17A.
Total length 5.3 miles.

Status: Under construction.

Widen existing 24-foot pavement to 28 feet and resurface US 178 from US- 78 to
the Orangeburg County Line. Total length 15.2 miles.
Status: Complete

Widen existing 24-foot pavement to 28 feet and resurface US 15, from Grover to
the Colleton County Line. Total length 3.4 miles.
Status: Complete

Widen existing 20-foot pavement to 24 feet and resurface Road S-18-13, Central
Avenue, including intersection improvements at Road S-18-59 (Parsons Road) and
replacement of Brick Arch Culvert and realignment of roadway at Road S-18-215.
Total length 6.7 miles.

Status: Complete

Improve intersection of Road S-18-339 (Gahagan Road) and SC165-Berlin G.
Myers Parkway.
Status: Complete
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Widen Road S-18-22, Orangeburg Road from existing 20-foot pavement to 24-foot
pavement and resurface from SC 642 (Dorchester Road) to Berkeley County line.
Include intersection improvements at Road S-18-35. Total length 9.39 miles.
Status: Complete

Resurface street and roads in and adjacent to the Town of Harleyville and repave
and reconstruct deteriorated sections of concrete sidewalk to ADA Standards.
Resurfacing — 9.11 miles; sidewalk rehabilitation — 1.74 miles.

Status: Complete

Resurface streets in the Town of Ridgeville and remove existing asphalt sidewalks
and construct sidewalks to ADA Standards. Sidewalks -1.63 miles; resurfacing —
2.79 miles.

Status: Complete

Resurface streets and roads in and adjacent to the Town of St. George. Total length
6.18 miles.
Status: Complete

Extend Old Fort Road (S-18-662) from Old Fort Estates to Ladson Road (S-18-
230). Length 1.2 miles.
Status: Complete

Traffic Study and intersection improvements on SC 642 (Dorchester Road) at
Robert Bosch Plant.
Status: Complete

Pave 260 miles of County and State (SCDOT) dirt roads.
Status: Under Construction

Resurface and improve 0.93 miles of Industrial Road (S-18-194) and S-18-84.
Total length 9.40 miles.
Status: Complete

Resurface and widen SC 453 at intersection of Interstate 26 from Circle Cement
Plant to S-18-50.
Status: Complete

Future Drive from American LaFrance to Westcott.
Status: Complete

Old Fort Road — Oakbrook Elementary School to Palmetto Commerce Parkway.
Status: Removed from Program

Patriots Blvd. from Appian Way to Wescott.
Status: Complete
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20.

21.

22,

Widen SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) from two (2) lanes to four (4) lanes with
center turning lanes from end of 4-lane section to SC 61. Includes intersection
alignment at Mikel Drive (S-18-505) and Edisto Drive (S-18-260). Length 4.0
miles.

Status: Under construction.

Lincoln Blvd. from SC 642 (Dorchester Road) to Road S-18-62 (Ashley Phosphate
Road).
Status: Complete

Intersection improvements on SC 642 (Dorchester Road) at Indigo Fields
Subdivision.
Status: Complete

In the original STIB Application of November 20, 2006, and approved November 27, 2007,
financial assistance was requested to enable five (5) of the major projects to be constructed.
Since that time, in an effort to keep the projects progressing, additional sources of funding were
secured, scope reductions were implemented, and funding was reallocated between projects.
Following are the five (5) projects, their current descriptions, and current cost estimates.

1.

Complete construction of Berlin G. Myers Parkway from SC 165 to US 17A.
Length: 3.3 miles; cost: $79.48 million.

Widen SC 642 (Dorchester Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from
Oakbrook just west of Road S-18-199 (Trolley Road) to US 17A.
Length: 5.3 miles; cost: $39.83 million. (Scope of project was reduced.)

Widen SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from end
of the existing four (4) lane section to new Ashley Ridge High School.

Total Length: 6.5 miles; cost: $49.99 million.

(From existing 4-lane section to SC 61: Length: 4.0 miles; cost: $36.99 million)
(From SC 61 to new Ashley Ridge High School: Length: 2.5 miles; cost: $13.0
million)

Widen US 78 from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes in certain sections and apply
required safety design from S-65 (W. Richardson Avenue) in Summerville to the
beginning of the existing four (4) lane section in St. George.

Total Length: 24.67 miles; cost: $70.90 million.

(Phase 1: Length: 11.47 miles; cost: $11.70 million)

(Phase 2: Length: 8.20 miles; cost: $24.80 million)

(Phase 3: Length: 5.00 miles; cost: $34.40 million)

Orangeburg Loop: Widen Road S-18-22 (Orangeburg Road) from two (2) lanes to
five (5) lanes from SC 642 (Dorchester Road) to S-18-58; widen S-18-58/S-8-16
from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes to I-26.

Length: 9.3 miles; cost $65.0 million.
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Four of the five projects, although with minor scope variations, were included on the list from
the Dorchester County Citizens Committee and subsequently approved by the Dorchester County
voters on November 2, 2004. The fifth project, Orangeburg Loop, is included in the Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) for Dorchester County (November 23, 2010).

These five (5) projects are shown in Figure 1.
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Project 1: Berlin G. Myers Parkway Extension

Project Description

The completion of the Berlin G. Myers Parkway is from SC 165 to US 17A. This will be the
third and final phase of the Berlin G. Myers Parkway project to provide a limited access roadway
from Interstate 26 to the southwest side of Summerville. There will be at-grade intersections at
Luden Road, Greenwave Boulevard, US 17A and Orangeburg Road. There will be a single point
urban interchange (SPUI) at SC 165 (E. Carolina Avenue). The design for the major portion of
the project will consist of two (2) travel lanes in each direction with curb and gutter. The median
will be 14 feet wide, consisting of a 2-foot curb and gutter on each side and a 10-foot wide
planted section in the middle.

Project Schedule

Final Environmental Assessment approved May 31, 2006
Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete

Final Roadway and Bridge Design Complete

Design Revisions Underway for Mitigating Floodplain Impacts
FEMA Approval and USACE Permit Required

Project Need

The Berlin G. Myers Parkway project was developed to be a limited access roadway from
Interstate 26 to the southwest side of Summerville and to relieve traffic congestion on various
transportation facilities in the Summerville area, primarily US 17A and SC 165 (Bacons Bridge
Road). Although intended to principally serve through traffic, growth in the region has resulted
in additional needs. An additional role of the project will now be to serve local traffic, providing
a safer and quicker access to Interstate 26.

The table shows the projected Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) for the design year 2030.

Area of Projected Traffic on Parkway 2030 ADT
E. Carolina Ave. to Luden Road 28,700
Luden Road to Orangeburg Road 18,100
Orangeburg Road to US 17A 13,900

The location of Project 1: Berlin G. Myers Parkway Extension is shown in Figure 2.

9 Application to the South Carolina
Transportation Infrastructure Bank




=
=
ORS]
J A
(©)

14

o

0
N
Ll

:

L

Application to the South Carolina
Transportation Infrastructure Bank

o
—




PROJECT 2: SC 642 (Dorchester Road) Improvements

Project Description (Scope was reduced from November 20, 2006 STIB Application)

e Realign SC 642 at US 17A to improve intersection

e Widen from 2 to 5 lanes with 4-foot paved and 6-foot grass shoulders from US 17A to
Oak Drive

e Widen from 2 to 5 lanes with curb and gutter and 10-foot multi-use path on the north side
from Oak Drive to near S-199 (Trolley Road)

e Widen culvert at Sawmill Branch

Project Schedule

e Bids received on March 15, 2011
e Began Construction - June 2011

Project Need

Due to existing traffic congestion and associated delays, the purpose of the proposed project is to
improve traffic flow as well as reduce congestion and delays by constructing additional travel
lanes. In addition, bicycles and pedestrians will be accommodated with better accessibility.
Intersection improvements will be constructed at US 17A, SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road), and S-
18-22 (Orangeburg Road).

The table shown compares the 2005 Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) with the projected
ADT for 2030. The ADT for 2030 includes the completion of other sales tax projects.

Area of Traffic Data on SC 642 2005 ADT 2030 ADT
US 17 to S-18-22 6,800 18,244
S-18-22 to SC 165 17,300 40,421
SC 165 to S-18-199 23,000 49,144

The location of Project 2: SC 642 (Dorchester Road) Improvements is shown in Figure 3.
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Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) Improvements
Project Description

Widen of SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from the end of the
existing four (4) lane section near secondary road S-18-199 (Trolley Road) to the new Ashley
Ridge High School south of SC 61 (Ashley River Road). Total Length: 6.5 miles.

(Bacons Bridge Road Phase: Widening to 5 lanes from existing 4-lane section to SC 61: Length:
4.0 miles)

(Delemar Highway Phase: Widening to 5 lanes from SC 61 to new High School: Length: 2.5
miles)

SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) was in the original Referendum as Project 20. The Delemar
Highway Phase was added in order to widen SC 165 to the new Ashley Ridge High School.

Project Schedule SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road Phase)

e Bids received on August 21, 2012
e Began Construction - October 2012

Project Schedule SC 165 (Delemar Highway Phase)
e Preliminary Engineering Underway
Project Need

Due to existing traffic congestion and associated delays, the purpose of the proposed project is to
improve traffic flow as well as reduce congestion and delays by constructing additional travel
lanes. In addition, bicycles and pedestrians will be accommodated with better accessibility.
Intersection improvements will be constructed at SC 61, SC 642, and Edisto/Mikel/Farm Roads
intersection. This project will also facilitate traffic to and from the new Ashley Ridge High
School.

The table shown compares the 2005 Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) with the projected
ADT for 2030. The ADT for 2030 includes the completion of other sales tax projects.

Area of Traffic on SC 165 2005 ADT 2030 ADT
SC 61 to SC 642 13,400 39,220
SC 642 to S-199 17,000 29,446
Rantowels Creek to SC 61 4,800 12,100*

*ADT does not reflect school schedules or special events.

The location of Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) Improvements is shown in Figure 4.
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Project 4: US 78 Improvements

Overall Project Description

The proposed project is located along existing US 78 beginning in northwest Summerville at
secondary road S-18-65 (W. Richardson Avenue) and continuing northwest along the existing
alignment to secondary road S-18-167 in St. George. In an effort to advance the proposed
improvements, the project was divided into three phases. Specific details of each phase and the
proposed improvements follow:

Phase 1 Project Description

e From near S-18-167 (Sugarhill Road) in St. George to approximately 0.8 miles west of
US 178, resurface and provide 4-foot paved shoulders and 6-foot grass shoulders.

e Construct 3-lane section with curb & gutter on both sides and sidewalk on one side
(resident side) through Town of Dorchester.

e Length — 11.47 miles.

Phase 1 Project Schedule
e Complete
Phase 2 Project Description

e From approximately 0.8 miles west of US 178 to approximately 0.5 miles west of SC 27
North, resurface and provide 4-foot paved shoulders and 6-foot grass shoulders.
(approximately 3.1 miles)

e From approximately 0.5 miles west of SC 27 North to approximately 0.25 miles west of
SC 173, widen from 2 to 5 lanes, and provide 4-foot paved shoulders and 6-foot grass
shoulders. (approximately 2.2 miles)

e From approximately 0.25 miles west of SC 173 to approximately 0.7 miles east of S-18-
630 (Campbell Thicket Road) construct a 3-lane section with 4-foot paved and 6-foot
grass shoulders. (approximately 1.6 miles)

e From approximately 0.7 miles east of S-18-630 (Campbell Thicket Road) to
approximately 0.5 miles from S-22 (Orangeburg Road) resurface and provide 4-foot
paved shoulders and 6-foot grass shoulders. (approximately 1.2 miles)

e Length —8.1 miles.

Phase 2 Project Schedule

Environmental Document Underway

Public Hearing — 2" Quarter 2013
Right-of-Way Acquisition — 2" Quarter 2013
Construction — 1% Quarter 2014
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Phase 3 Project Description

e From approximately 0.5 miles west of S-18-22 to approximately 0.2 miles west of S-18-
58 (Jedburg Road), widen from 2 to 5 lanes with 4-foot paved and 6-foot grass shoulders.
(approximately 1.7 miles)

e From approximately 0.2 miles west of S-18-58 to S-18-165 (W. Richardson Avenue),
widen from 2 to 5 lanes with curb and gutter. Four-foot paved and 6-foot grass shoulder
will be used instead of curb and gutter on the side adjacent to Norfolk Southern R/R.
Sidewalk will be provided only on the side away from Norfolk Southern R/R.
(approximately 3.30 miles)

e US 78/Deming Way Intersection Improvement

e Length — 5.00 miles.

Phase 3 Project Schedule

e Environmental Document Underway
e Public Hearing — 1st Quarter 2014
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Following Environmental Document Approval

US 78/Deming Way Intersection Improvement Project Schedule
e Design Complete
e Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete
e Ready for Construction

Overall Project Need

The purpose of the proposed project is to improve safety conditions, increase traffic capacity,
and improve traffic flow.

The location of Project 4: US 78 Improvements is shown in Figure 5.
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Project 5: Orangeburg Loop

Project Description

e Widen Road S-18-22 (Orangeburg Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) lanes from SC
642 (Dorchester Road) to S-18-58 (Mallard Road). Widen S-18-58/S-8-16
(Mallard/Jedburg Road) from two (2) lanes to five (5) to Interstate 26. Dorchester County
would carry the project to the Dorchester-Berkeley county line; the .85-mile segment
from there to Interstate 26 would be the responsibility of Berkeley County.

e Orangeburg Road/Butternut Intersection Improvement Project

Orangeburg Loop Overall Project Schedule — (Tentative — Unfunded)

Complete Environment Assessment — 2" Quarter 2014
Design Public Hearing — 2" Quarter 2014

Begin Right-of-Way Acquisition — 3" Quarter 2014
Begin Construction — 4™ Quarter 2015

Orangeburg Road/Butternut Road Intersection Improvement Project Schedule
e Ready To Begin Design
Project Need
Due to existing traffic congestion and anticipated growth along the Orangeburg Road corridor,
the purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic flow as well as reduce congestion and

delays by constructing additional travel lanes providing Summerville with another multi-lane
connection to 1-26.

The table shown compares the 2005 Average Daily Traffic Counts (ADT) with the projected
ADT for 2030. The ADT for 2030 includes the completion of other sales tax projects.

Area of Traffic Data on S-18-22/S-18-58 2005 ADT 2030 ADT
S-18-22
From SC 642 to US 17A 9,800 23,139
From US 17A to S-58 10,100 22,796
S-18-58/S-8-16
From S-18-22 to US 78 5,600 13,933
From US 78 to 1-26 7,700 23,559
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The location of Project 5: Orangeburg Loop is shown in Figure 6.

FIGURE!6I=
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PUBLIC BENEFITS

The Dorchester County Citizens Committee and subsequently Dorchester County voters
identified Berlin G. Myers Parkway, SC 642 (Dorchester Road), SC 165 (Bacons Bridge
Road), and US 78 as major projects to be undertaken. All four projects were included on the
list of 22 projects. Orangeburg Loop has been recognized for years by the Charleston Area
Transportation Committee (CHATS) as a much needed project and is now included in the
Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for Dorchester County (November 23, 2010).

These five projects, along with the other 17 projects, will improve traffic mobility, safety,
economic development, and will contribute to the improvement of the quality of life for
current and future citizens of Dorchester County.

Traffic Studies/Traffic Volumes

Based on the large amount of development that has occurred in recent years and the large
amount of future planned development within Dorchester County and the region, Dorchester
County initiated its road improvement program. Transportation Planning Studies have been
completed for the planned projects and the current and projected traffic growth is shown in
Table 1 for the five major projects.
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Table 1
Current and Projected Traffic Volumes
for the Five Major Projects

Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Route Segment SCDOT SCDOT 2005 Projected 2030
Station # AADT Volume
Project 1: Berlin
G. Myers Parkway
Berlin G. Myers E. Carolina Ave. to N/A N/A 28,700
Parkway Luden Road
Berlin G. Myers Luden Road to N/A N/A 18,100
Parkway Orangeburg Road
Berlin G. Myers Orangeburg Road to N/A 13,900
Parkway US 17A
Project 2: SC 642
SC 642 US 17A to S-18-22 165 6,800 18,244
SC 642 S-18-22 to SC 165 167 17,300 40,421
SC 642 SC 165 to S-18-199 169 23,000 49,144
Project 3: SC 165
SC 165 SC 61 to SC 642 159 13,400 39,220
SC 165 SC 642 to S-18-199 161 17,000 29,466
SC 165 Rantowels Cr. to SC 61 155 4,800 12,100
Project 4. US 78
US 78 S-18-58 to Summerville 137 14,800 22,852
US 78 S-18-58 to SC 27 135 6,800 14,144
US 78 SC27to US 178 134 7,500 15,837
US 78 US 178 to St. George 133 5,300 10,536
Project 5:
Orangeburg Loop
S-18-22 SC642to US 17A 209 9,800 23,139
S-18-22 US 17A to S-18-58 211 10,100 22,796
S-18-58 S-18-22 to US 78 241 5,600 13,933
S-18-58 US 78 to I-26 240 7,700 23,559
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Urgency of Projects/Projected Population Growth

Dorchester County is the fastest growing county in South Carolina. Between 2000 and 2010, the
population increased from 96,413 to 136,555, an increase of 41.6%. Table 2 shows the
Dorchester County population projections calculated by South Carolina Budget and Control
Board, Office of Research and Statistics, for 2015 and 2120. (The projections were based on the
2000 census and the 2007 population estimates.)

Table 2

Dorchester County Population Projections

Year Population % Increase from 2000 Census
2010 136,555 (census #) 41.6%
2015 139,370 (projection #) 44.6%
2020 149,300 (projection #) 54.8%

In view of the rapid growth of Dorchester County, conventional funding sources are not adequate
to fund the transportation infrastructure necessary to support this growth.
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Resolutions of Support

The Dorchester County Citizens Committee on June 27, 2004, unanimously agreed that these
projects should be undertaken. On November 2, 2004, Dorchester County voters agreed to a
1¢ sales tax to fund these projects. This demonstrates the local commitment/support for
these projects.

Letters, resolutions of support, and a copy of Local Question Number 1 in support for these
projects from the following entities are provided in Appendix A:

10.

11.

12.

13.

South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank Board Meeting November 27, 2007
Meeting Minutes

Dorchester County Citizens Committee Letter/Bylaws
Dorchester County Voters Referendum

Cooperative Intergovernmental Agreement between the Dorchester County Sales Tax
Authority and the South Carolina Department of Transportation

Town of Summerville Letter

City of North Charleston Letter

Town of Ridgeville Letter

Town of Harleyville Letter

Town of St. George Letter

Town of Reevesville Letter

Greater Summerville Dorchester County Chamber of Commerce Letter
Dorchester County Economic Development Letter

CHATS Financial Statement
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FINANCIAL PLAN
Cost of Projects

Based on preliminary estimates, the total cost of the 22 projects in the Dorchester County
program, plus the Orangeburg Loop, is $384.24 million. The 1¢ Sales Tax Referendum allows
the sale of bonds to generate a maximum of $125 million. These bond funds, combined with the
previously described additional funding, yield an updated funded program amounting to $269.40
million. Therefore, Dorchester County now has a $114.84 million shortfall in the program,
which is the basis for this updated application. Dorchester County is requesting $114.84 million
in assistance from the STIB to complete their program. This shortfall, along with the $19 million
allocated by the STIB on February 9, 2012, is 34.8% of the entire program (65.2% match).

Dorchester County is requesting the financial assistance to apply to the five major projects
previously described.

Table 3
Estimates for the Five (5) Major Projects

Project Termini Length Cost

(miles) ($millions)
1. Berlin G. Myers Parkway SC 165to US 17A 3.3 79.48
2. SC 642 (Dorchester Road) S-18-199 to US 17A 5.3 39.83
3. SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road) iﬂj\}'ﬂ?gi Iggﬁzct)? 6.5 49.99
4. US 78 S-18-65 to St. George 24.5 70.90
5. Orangeburg Loop SC 642 to 1-26 9.3 65.0
Total 305.2
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Assistance Requested

The amount of assistance requested from the SIB is $114.84 million as shown in Table 4. The
balance required for the projects will be provided from funding sources below.

Table 4
Funding Sources

Source Amount ($millions) Percent
State Infrastructure Bank (Request) $114.84 29.9%
State Infrastructure Bank (2/2012 Allocation) $19.00 4.9%
Local Sales Tax Bonds $125.00 32.5%
Excess Tax Revenue and Interest $24.00 6.3%
Miscellaneous Area Contributions $2.70 0.7%
Federal Guideshare $27.00 7.0%
Earmarks $8.20 2.1%
ARRA Funds $1.00 0.3%
ARRA Replacement Funds $14.66 3.8%
Safety Funds $3.25 0.9%
2011 Fed. Match Program $8.08 2.1%
2012 Fed. Match Program $9.61 2.5%
2013 Federal Match Program $1.30 .3%
Rural Guideshare $25.60 6.7%
Total $384.24 100%

Local Funding Sources

Dorchester County voters have already passed a 1¢ sales tax that will generate $125 million for
these projects. The interest and excess tax collections will generate $24 million. Miscellaneous
contributions from the local area total $2.70 million.

Type of Assistance Requested

Dorchester County requests that the funding from the STIB be in the form of a $114.84 million
grant. The money generated from the 1¢ sales tax and the other sources of funding previously
described will provide the remaining 65.2% of the programs costs.

Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures

Dorchester County has been collecting the sales tax and the majority of the projects are
underway. Figures 7 and 8 show funding that has already been spent, the projected expenditures,
and when the funding assistance will be needed from the STIB. Additionally, Figures 7 and 8
illustrate that the current Program will exhaust all of the $125 million sales tax revenue and the
other sources of funding without the program being completed. Some funding is needed now, or
in the coming months, to either begin development of certain projects or continue the
development of others. The funding for construction could come in subsequent years.
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Project Useful Life
See Cooperative Intergovernmental Agreement in Appendix A.
Project Maintenance
See Cooperative Intergovernmental Agreement in Appendix A.
Project Priorities

Priorities for receiving STIB funding for the five major projects are established based on
“keeping the pump primed” so that a funding shortfall would not occur and result in a project
being inactivated. So far DCTA has been able to keep all of their projects moving forward
simultaneously, thanks primarily to the assistance of the SCDOT in securing additional funding.

On February 9, 2012, the STIB approved financial assistance of $19 million for Dorchester
County. The financial assistance was allocated to the projects as follows:

e $13 Million — Widening of SC 165 from two lanes to five lanes from Carolinian to
Ashley Ridge High School (SC 165 Delemar Highway Phase)

e $4 Million — U.S. Highway 78 Phase 3 Right-of-Way

e $750,000 — U.S. Highway 78 and Deming Way Intersection Improvement

e $1.25 Million — Orangeburg Road and Butternut Intersection Improvement (near
Pinewood Prep.)

This financial assistance from the STIB allowed three of the four Dorchester County Projects
described in Table 5: Funding Priorities to continue moving forward and a reprioritization of the
remaining funding requirements. The Berlin Myers Parkway Phase 3 construction funding did
not receive any allocation and is now the number 1 funding priority. Table 5 depicts these
revised funding priorities that would keep all of the five major projects moving forward to their
completion:

Table 5
Funding Priorities
Funding

Project Amount When Needed
Project 1: Berlin Myers Parkway Phase 3 $30 Million 1°' Quarter 2014
Project 4: US 78 Improvements Phase 3 $21.09 Million 3" Quarter 2013

Right-of-Way Acquisition Funded 2" Quarter 2013

US 78/Deming Way Inter. Improvement Funded 1% Quarter 2013
Project 5: Orangeburg Loop Improvements $63.75 Million 1°" Quarter 2013

Orangeburg Rd./Butternut Rd. Inter. Imp. Funded 1% Quarter 2013
Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road Phase) Funded

SC 165 ( Delemar Highway Phase)* Funded 4™ Quarter 2012
Project 2: SC 642 Improvements Funded
Total $114.84 Million
*Segment to new Ashley Ridge High School
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PROJECT APPROACH

Since Dorchester County passed the 1¢ sales tax on November 2, 2004 and begun collecting
revenues, preliminary engineering has begun on all the 22 projects listed in the bond referendum.
Most of the smaller projects have already been completed. No preliminary engineering has
begun on the Orangeburg Loop project as described in this application. Each project will include
preliminary engineering/environmental, right-of-way acquisition, and construction.

Project Schedule

The estimated time frame for completion of each major activity for the 5 major projects is shown
in Table 6.

The implementation schedule is illustrated in Figure 9
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Table 6

Project Completion Schedule

Project/Activity Start End
Project 1: Berlin G. Myers Parkway
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Waiting on Permits (Add. Funding Needed)
Project 2: SC 642
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Underway November 2013
Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road)
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Underway 2" Quarter 2015
Project 3: SC 165 (Delemar Highway)*
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Underway 2" Quarter 2014
Right-of-Way 2" Quarter 2014 2" Quarter 2115
Construction 2" Quarter 2015 2" Quarter 2017
*Segment to new Ashley Ridge High School
Project 4: US 78 Phase 1
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction Complete
Project 4: US 78 Phase 2
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Underway 2" Quarter 2013
Right-of-Way 2" Quarter 2013 2" Quarter 2014
Construction 2" Quarter 2014 3 Quarter 2016
Project 4: US 78 Phase 3
Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Underway 1% Quarter 2013
Right-of-Way 1% Quarter 2014 1% Quarter 2015

Construction

1% Quarter 2015 (Unfunded)

3" Quarter 2017

Project 4A: US 78/Deming Way Int. Improvement

Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Complete
Right-of-Way Complete
Construction 1% Quarter 2013 3 Quarter 2013
Project 5: Orangeburg Loop

Preliminary Engineering/Environmental 1% Quarter 2013 (Unfunded) 1% Quarter 2015
Right-of-Way 1% Quarter 2015 (Unfunded) 4™ Quarter 2016
Construction 4™ Quarter 2016 (Unfunded) 4™ Quarter 2019
Project 5A: Orangeburg Rd./Butternut Rd. Int. Imp.

Preliminary Engineering/Environmental 1% Quarter 2013 1% Quarter 2014
Right-of-Way 1% Quarter 2014 3" Quarter 2014
Construction 3 Quarter 2014 2" Quarter 2015

Note: “Unfunded” means STIB funds not yet allocated or other funds (yet to be identified) are needed to continue project.
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Current Project Status for the 5 major projects

All projects are being developed in compliance with the Federal National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 as amended, so they can remain eligible for Federal Funding.

Project 1: Berlin G. Myers Parkway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete
e Waiting on USACE permit and FEMA approval (Additional Funding Needed)

Project 2: SC 642
e Construction Underway

Project 3: SC 165 (Bacons Bridge Road Phase)
e Construction Underway

Project 3: SC 165 (Delemar Road Phase) (Segment to new Ashley Ridge High School)
e Preliminary Engineering Underway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 2" Quarter 2014
e Construction — Begin 2" Quarter 2015

Project 4: US 78 Phase 1
e Construction complete

Project 4: US 78 Phase 2
e Preliminary Engineering Underway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 2" Quarter 2013
e Construction — Begin 2" Quarter 2014

Project 4: US 78 Phase 3
e Preliminary Engineering Underway
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 1* Quarter 2014
e Construction — Begin 1* Quarter 2015 (Unfunded)

Project 4A: US 78/Deming Way Intersection Improvement
e Right-of-Way Acquisition Complete
e Construction — Begin 1% Quarter 2013

Project 5: Orangeburg Loop
e Preliminary Engineering (Unfunded)

Project 5A: Orangeburg Road/Butternut Road Intersection Improvement
e Preliminary Engineering — Begin 1% Quarter 2013
e Right-of-Way Acquisition — Begin 1 Quarter 2014
e Construction — Begin 3" Quarter 2014
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Potential Obstacles

The projects have been selected, the Dorchester County voters have approved the 1¢ sales
tax, the DCTA has been formed, collection of taxes has begun, and an IGA with SCDOT has
already been signed. Coordination with the environmental resource agencies has begun as
well. The only major obstacle to completing Dorchester County’s Program is securing the
necessary funding.

Responsible Entity

Dorchester County will be responsible for all aspects of the planning, design, right-of-way
acquisition, and construction of the projects. SCDOT will assist Dorchester County in all
aspects of the projects and will assume maintenance responsibility once the project has been
constructed and accepted by SCDOT. Please refer to the IGA found in Appendix A if
additional details are needed.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

APPENDIX A
South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank Board Meeting February 15,
2012 Meeting Minutes

South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank Board Meeting November 27,
2007 Meeting Minutes

Dorchester County Citizens Committee Letter/Bylaws
Dorchester County Voters Referendum

Cooperative Intergovernmental Agreement between the Dorchester County Sales
Tax Authority and the South Carolina Department of Transportation

Town of Summerville Letter

City of North Charleston Letter

Town of Ridgeville Letter

Town of Harleyville Letter

Town of St. George Letter

Town of Reevesville Letter
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February 15, 2012

The Honorable Hugh K. Leatherman, Sr., Chairman
Joint Bond Review Committee

109 Gressette Building

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

RE: SCTIB Bond Refunding and Project Approval Requests
Dear Chairman Leatherman:

The South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank (SCTIB) or Bank Act (South Carolina
Code Sections 11-43-110 to 11-43-630) requires Joint Bond Review Committee (JBRC) approval of
financial assistance provided by the Bank for & qualified project, the issuance of bonds by the Bank in

providing the financial assistance to qualified projects, and the issuance by the Bank of revenue refunding
bonds,

At its meeting of January 25, 2012, JBRC approved the SCTIB’s request to issue refunding bonds
in the amount of up to $205.3 million. Since that approval, markets have improved and the SCTIB is
hereby requesting approval of an increase in the amount of revenue refunding bonds. Based on current
analysis of its financial advisor, the Bank is requesting the approval to refund up to $354.4 million
principal value of existing bonds resulting in a current projected net present value savings of $24.6
million. Prior to the issuance of any series of refunding bonds, the SCTIB Board will approve the final
details of the competitive sale of the refunding bonds, including interest rates, maturity dates and
redemption provisions.

In addition, the SCTIB issued $60 million of General Obligation bonds in 2004, The Office of
State Treasurer has been reviewing the State’s GO debt portfolio and has identified a potential savings of
$3.7 million by refinancing a portion of the outstanding GO bonds, in an approximate amount of $35
million, issued on behalf of the SCTIB. The SCTIB Board will take action to approve this refinancing
prior to the date of the JBRC meeting and is requesting JBRC approval of this refunding. Payments from
Charleston County and State Ports Authority related to the Ravenel Bridge are pledged by the SCTIB to
debt service on these GO Bonds of the SCTIB.

On February 9, 2012, the SCTIB Board approved financial assistance for several projects. Most
of these applications had been pending for several years, After thorough analysis of the project funding
requests by the Evaluation Committee of the SCTIB, the Committee ranked the project requests per the




established criteria and recommended funding certain amounts. Each applicant is providing a local match.
The following applications were approved by the SCTIB Board for an initial amount of funding to move
forward with priority projects included in their applications:

City of Aiken — Up to $13.5 million
Beaufort County — Up to $24.9 million
Dorchester County ~ Up te $19 million
Jasper County — Up to $3.9 million

Also, the SCTIB Board approved a request by the City of Charleston in the amount of $88 million to be
funded from non-committed revenues beginning in FY2017, The City and Federal Highway
Administration are providing funding for the project.

All of the funding approvals were made subject to the following conditions:

(1) the Bank, applicant and SCDOT (if participating in the Project) enter into an Intergovernmental
Agreement and any other instruments or agreements required by the Bank, all in a form and with
contents and terms acceptable to the Bank, to implement the foregoing action by the Bank and
these conditions;

(2) the receipt of any approvals from the Joint Bond Review Committee of the General Assembly
and any other governmental authorities required by the South Carolina Transportation

Infrastructure Bank Act or any other applicable law or regulation to implement this action by the
Bank;

(3) the Bank shall determine in its discretion that the foregoing action by the Bank will not have any
adverse impact on the Bank or its financial assistance obligations to projects previously approved
for such assistance by the Bank; and

(4) the receipt of all other financial contributions or in kind contributions to or matches for the
Project from all sources and participants other than the Bank on such schedule as the Bank shall
set after consultation with the participants in the Project;

(5) the Bank may require the applicant to pledge some or alt of its financial contributions to the
Project to the payment of debt issued by the Bank, and the applicant shall enter into and execute
all agreements, instruments, documents, provisions and terms deemed necessary by the Bank to
accomplish this obligation;

(6) any funds committed to the Project remaining after completion of the Project must be transferred
to the Bank unless this condition is waived or modified by the Bank.

The Financial Advisor for the SCTIB advised that the SCTIB currently has capacity to provide the
financial approvals shown above.

Therefore, the Bank is requesting the JBRC take the following action:

Approve the issuance of revenue refunding bonds in an amount sufficient to refund up to $354.4
million principal value of existing revenue bonds subject to final approval by the Bank Board.




Approve the issuance of refonding general obligation bonds in an amount sufficient to refund up to

$35 million principal value of existing general obligation bonds subject to final approval by the
Bank Board.

Approve the Bank providing grants to applicants as follows:

City of Aiken — Up to $13.5 million

Beaufort County — Up to $24.9 million

Dorchester County — Up to $19 million

Jasper County — Up to $3.9 million

and issuance of up to $61,300,000 in revenue bonds for these projects.

Approve the Bank providing a grant to the City of Charleston in the amount of $88 million from
uncommitted revenues beginning in FY2017.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. Should you have any questions, please contact
Debra Rountree at (803) 312-5674.

\ncerely,

Donald D. Leon
Chairman

cc; Bank Board
Hon, Curtis Loftis, State Treasurer
Rick Harmon
Debra Rountree
Angela Feaster
Wayne Corley
Bill Youngblood
Jim Holly




SCTIB Board Approvals — Feh. 9, 2012 -

S o
|

Dorchester County — Total $19 million

$13 Million - Widen SC Highway 165 from two lanes to five lanes from Carolinian to Ashley Ridge
" High School

54 Million - U.S, Highway 78 Phase 3 Right-of-Way
$750,000 - U.S. Highway 78 and Deming Way Intersection improvement

$1.25 Million - Orangeburg Road and Butternut Road Intersection Improvement {near Pinewood
Prep)

The local match for these projects is from Dorchester County’s capital projects sales tax.
Beaufort County ~ Total $24.9 million
Widening 5C170
The local match for these projects is from Beaufort County’s capital projects sales tax.
City of Alken — Total $13.5 miflion
Widening of SC Highway 118 - Hitchcock Parkway and Northwest By-Pass - $9.5 million
University Parkway widening - $3.1 million
Turn Lanes for Dougherty Road [SC 419] at Whiskey Road [SC Hwy. 19] - 5.9 millfon
The local match for the project is from Aiken County’s capital projects sales tax.
Jasper County - Total $3.9 mitlion
New Exit 3 interchange on I-95 — Interchange Justification Reports and NEPA processes
The local match for the project is a federal grant and in kind contributions of RW and construction
City of Charleston — Total $88 million from excess revenues beginning in FY2017
US17/Septima Clark Transportation and Drainage Improvement Project

The local match for the project is from federal grants and City of Charleston revenues
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MINUTES

South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank
Board Meeting

955 Park Street
Room 306
Columbia, SC

November 27, 2007
1:30 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 what 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 U. S. Mail
or facsimile.

Present: Donald D. Leonard, Chairman, Presiding
Richard L. Tapp, Jr., Secretary
Senator Hugh K. Leatherman, Sr.
Max Metcalf
Ernest Duncan
Representative Chip Limehouse
Bobby Jones

Others present: Debra Rountree, Director of Bank Operations; Jim Holly, Bank Counsel;
Wayne Corley of the McNair Firm, the Bank’s Bond Counsel; David Miller, Public Financial
Management; representatives of SCDOT; representatives of the applicants; and
members of the media and public.

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Leonard.

Approve September 28, 2007 Minutes: A motion was made by Senator
Leatherman and seconded by Representative Limehouse to approve the Board Minutes
of the meeting held September 28, 2007. The motion passed unanimously.

Financial Plan Update: After updating the project payout schedules, the Bank’s
financial advisor updated the current funding capacity of the Bank. Based on
conservative assumptions, the Bank bhas approximately $122 million in financial
assistance capacity after fully funding all previously approved projects.




Consideration of Funding Request for Approved Projects:

Horry County

John Weaver, Horry County Attorney, and Steve Gosnell, Horry County Engineer, made
a presentation the Bank commending the ongoing partnership between the Bank, the
County, and SCDOT which has contributed to over $1.1 billion in road improvements in
the County. Mr. Gosnell advised that the most recent project approved by the Bank
consists of the final leg of the Carolina Bays Parkway and widening of SC707. The Bank
previously approved $150 million in the form of a grant to this project. The County’s
contribution to the project from its capital projects sales tax is $94 million. Mr, Gosnell
reported that since the Bank’s approval of the project in June 2006, the cost of the
project has been re-evaluated. Based on increased right of way costs and increased
construction costs, the revised cost estimate for the project is $329 million, an increase
of $85 million. The County requested an increase in the grant from the Bank in the
amount of $85 million. Senator Leatherman made a motion to increase the funding
from the Bank in the amount of $85 million with any amounts received from sale of
surplus right of way to be paid to the Bank or credited against the Bank’s grant. The
motion was seconded by Representative Limehouse and passed unanimously.

Aiken County

Senator Ryberg presented Aiken County’s request for additional funds for the Paimetto
Parkway project. Funds requested include the following elements which were included
in the original scope of the project:

1-20/US 25 Interchange bridge and US 25 widening $ 8,712,434
Completion of Clearwater Road to 5 lanes $ 5,889,000
Completion of the Multi-use Trail $ 3,461,489

Total $18,062,923

Mr. Jones made a motion to increase the Bank’s funding for the Palmetto Parkway
project by $18,062,923. Mr. Duncan seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

Town of Mount Pleasant

Bobby Clair, consultant for the Town of Mount Pleasant, presented the Town’s request
for additionai funds for the US17/I-526 Interchange Improvement project. The town
requested an additional $11.4 million to cover increased right of way costs.
Representative Limehouse made a motion to increase the Bank’s funding of the Mount
Pleasant interchange project by $11.4 million. The motion was seconded by Mr. Metcalf
and passed unanimously.

nsideration of Evaluation Committee Recommendations:
Mr. Metcalf advised the Board that the Evaluation Committee had met that morning and
heard presentations from Berkeley County and Dorchester County on their project
applications.  Berkeley County’s request includes a new interchange on I-26,
improvements to the existing Jedburg Road interchange, improvements to frontage
roads, widening 4.6 miles on 1-26, and construction of a new road — Sheep Island
Parkway. The project is retated to economic investment in the form of manufacturing,
distribution centers, and commercial development. The total project cost is $178.3




million. The County requested financial assistance from the Bank in the form of a grant
in the amount of $115.8 miilion. The County’s contribution in the amount of $62.5
million, which includes $33.8 million in impact fees and $28.64 million in right of way
donations. The Evaluation Committee recommended that the Board find this project an
eligible project and qualified for financial assistance by the Bank.

Representative Limehouse made a motion that the Board finds this project eligible and
qualified to receive financial assistance and approves the project for funding from the
next available funds of the Bank, as determined by the Board, with certain conditions, as
follows:

* The Bank determines in its discretion that all existing obligations on previously
approved projects are fully funded;

» The County, SCDOT (if a party), and the Bank enter into an Intergovernmental
Agreement satisfactory to the Bank at the time deemed appropriate by the Bank;
and

» The Bank reserves the right to re-evaluate the project and funding when funds
for the project become available.

Dorchester County’s request includes five projects for widening or new construction to
alleviate congestion and improve safety. The total cost of the five improvement projects
is $284.8 million. The County reguested financial assistance from the Bank in the form
of a grant in the amount of $213.2 million. The County’s contribution in the amount of
$46.4 million is from the County transportation sales tax. In addition, CHATS has
included $25.2 million for these projects in its transportation plan. The County advised
no funding is needed from the Bank until July 2009. The Evaluation Committee
recommended that the Board find this project an eligible project and qualified for
financiai assistance by the Bank.

Representative Limehouse made a motion that the Board finds this project eligible and
qualified to receive financial assistance and approves the project for funding from the
next available funds of the Bank, as determined by the Board, with certain condiitions,
as follows:

= The Bank determines in its discretion that all existing obligations on previously
approved projects are fully funded;

e The County, SCDOT (if a party), and the Bank enter into an Intergovernmental
Agreement satisfactory to the Bank at the time deemed appropriate by the Bank;
and

+ The Bank reserves the right to re-evaluate the project and funding when funds
for the project become available.

The Board regquested the Evaluation Committee rank. thg Berkeley and Dorchester
County applications based on criteria set forth in the application evaluation process.

Election of Vice-Chairman; Mr. Tapp nominated Max Metcalf as Vice-Chairman of
the Board of the Bank. Nominations were closed and Mr. Metcalf was elected by
acclamation.



Adjournment: There being no other business, the meeting was adJourned by
unanimous consent at 4:15 p.m.

g )

A

Richard L. Tapp,/Jr.
Secretary




CITIZENS COMMITTEL



lune 28, 2004

PO Box 96
St. George, SC 29477

Mr. Randy Scott

Chairman Dorchester County Council
201 Johnston Street

St. George, SC 29477

Mr. Chairman and Council Members:

This letter is submitted as a summary report of the status of finds to date by the
Dorchester County Citizens Committee. As a committee we have met three times.
During our most recent meeting of June 27, 2004, the committee unanimously
agreed upon a list of twenty-two (22) identified road projects to be undertaken at an
estimated cost of $ 163.1 million. The list of projects agreed upon is attached to
this letter. These projects are listed in no particular order of priority.

The committee recognizes the shortfall between the 163.7 million is estimated road
project costs and the last projected potential $ 114.6 million that can be funded
from the proposed 1% sales tax. Several of the committee believes that this shortfall
can be bridged by the qualification of several projects for Federal funding plus some
financial support from SCDOT. It is the committee’s opinion that all of these
projects are doable at this time from a funding standpoint. The larger projects will
probably require more time for engineering studies, surveying, property acquisition,
etc. The more lengthy timing of the larger projects could allow several of the
smaller projects to be started more quickly if the 1% sales tax is approved.

Again, itis believed that all of these projects are doable. However, there was strong
sentiment that the representatives from the various areas of Dorchester County not
be bypassed in having input into the prioritization process. The committee
addressed the prioritization issue at the meeting, held on June 27, 2004.

If Dorchester County Council should need assistance in identifying and allocating
funds for the various road projects the committee is willing to accept this

responsibility at your discretion and direction.

The committee also gives thanks to Davis & Floyd, Ralph Whitehead Associates and



the SCDOT for their donated time and cost estimates. Their services were most
valuable

Respectfully yours,

Marshall Murdaugh
Chairman- - Dorchester County Citizens Committee

CC; Willie Davis - - Vice Chairman Kenneth Waggoner — Councilman
Skip Elliott - - Councilman Larry Hargett - - Councilman
Chris Murphy — Councilman Richard Rosebrock — Councilman

Jason Ward — Interim Administrator

Attachments



DORCHESTE

ARTICLE I

The name of this committee shall be Dorchester County Citizens Committee.

ARTICLE IT

The object and purpose of this committee shall be to perform duties as specified
herein and establish highway construction and maintenance needs and
requirements for all roads except, Interstate Routes in Dorchester County.

ARTICLE IIT

The membership of the committee shall be as established by the Dorchester
County Council and Mayor’s of towns and cities within the county, and shall be
composed of one (1) member each district and one (1) member each town or city.

ARTICLE IV

Section 1. The officers of the committee shall be a Chairman, a Vice-Chairman
and a Secretary. These officers shall perform the duties prescribed by these by-
laws and such other duties applicable to the office as prescribed by the
parliamentary authority adopted by this committee.

Section 2. The officers shall be nominated and elected at the first regular meeting
in May, 2004, and shall serve for one (1) year or until their successors are elected
or until the mission is accomplished. Their term will begin at the time they are
elected.

Section 3. If a vacancy should occur in any office by resignation or other reason,
the committee shall fill that vacancy by election at the next regular meeting. The
Vice-Chairman will not automatically advance to the position of Chairman.

ARTICLEV

Section 1. The regular meeting shall be called by the Chairman unless other wise
ordered by the committee.

Section 2. Special meetings may be called by the chairman with notice to
members and consent of at least six (6) members. The purpose of the special
meeting shall be stated. In case of emergency three (3) days notice shall be given.

Section 3. Six (6) members of the committee shall constitute a quorum.



Section 4. Pursuant to the South Carclina Freedom of Information Act, Section
30-4-80, the Secretary shall post all meeting notices as required



Committees

Section 1. A committee of Finance and Resources composed of three (3)
members shall be appointed. The purpose shall be to maintain a perpetual
record of resources, appropriations, and reserves.

Section 2. A committee on Technical Concerns composed of three (3) members
shall be appomted The purpose shall be to provide technical information and

advice needed in order to make informed and practical decisions in the
performance of prescribes duties.
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3) members shall be appointed. The purpose shall be to monitor compliance
with state law in the development and administration of the County Plan, to
submit authorized news releases to the news media, and to perform any other

approved assignments within the area of public relations.

Section 4. All standing committees shall be appointed by the Chairman and
ratified by the Committee.

Section 5. Such other committees, standing or special, shall be appointed and
ratified as the Chairman or the Committee shall from time to time deem
necessary to carry on the work of the Committee. The Chairman shall be ex-
officio a member of all committees except one that may be appointed for the
purpose of nominations for Committee officers.

ARTICLE VIT

Parliamentary Authority

The rules contained in the current edition of Roberts Rules of Order Newly
Revised shall govern the Committee in all cases to which they are applicable and
in which they are not in conflict with these bylaws, any state statue that may
govern the operation of the Committee, and any special rules of order the
Committee may adopt.

ARTICLE VIII

Amendment of Bylaws
These bylaws may be amended at any regular meeting of the Committee by a two-
thirds vote, provided that the proposed amendment has been submitted in

writing during the regular meeting.

Adopted in the regular Meeting of May 2004.



STANDING RULES
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Rule 1. The time for regular meetings shall be 7:.00 PM. The time for special
meetings shall be determined by the circumstances justifying the call.

Rule 2. Request by an person for permission to address the Committee at any
regular meeting shall be in writing with the subject of the presentation clearly
stated, and must be received by the Chairman no later than two (2) weeks prior to
the meeting at which any audience is desired. All requests shall be acknowledged
by the Chairman at the earliest convenience with clear advice as to whether the
audience will be allowed or denied and why. Presentations will be limited to
three (3) per meeting, and the time for each will be limited to ten minutes.



Committee appointments made:

rlinance:

Technical:

Compliance:

Chairman

Chairman

Chairman

Ms. Margaret Goodwine
Mr. Ralph James
Mr. Phil Griffin

Mr. Jim McGraw
Mr. Wallace Ackerman
Mr. Scott Garcia

Mr. Arnold Goodstein
Mr. Charles Ackerman
Mr. Reginald Cusack
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SORCHESTER COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 2004- S0

AN ORDINANCE

PURSUANT TO S.C CODE  §4-37-30(4) AND SURJECT TO APPROVAL BY
REFERENDUM, AN ORDINANCE TO IMPOSE A OME-CENT (1%) SPECIAL
TRANSPORYATION SALES AND USE TAX FOR NGT MORE THAN TWENTY-FIVE
YEARS; TO DEFINE THE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS FOR WHICH THE
PROCEEDS OF THE SALES TAX WILL BE USED; TO PROVIDE THE ESTIMATED
CAPITAL COSTS OF THE PROJECTS TOBE FUNDED IN WHOLE OR IN PART FROM
THEPROCEEDS OF THE SALES TAX AND THE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF BONDSTO
RF SUPPORTED BY THE TAX; TO ORDER A COUNTY-WIDE REFERENDUM
AUTHORIZING THE IMPOSITION OF THE SALES TAN AND ALLOW THE I[SSUE OF
GENERAL ORLIGATION BONDS: TO PRESCRIBE THE CONTENTS OF THEBALLOT
QUESTIONS IN THE REFERENDUM; TO PROVIDE FOR AN EFFECTIVE AND
TERMINATION DATE FOR THE TAX; TO PROVIDE FOR SEVERABILITY AND
OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO. o

WHEREAS, the developmertt, funding, and implementation of specified fransportation
projects will contribute to a safe and efficient use of Dorchester County’s transportation system and
will contribute to the well-being of the County’s cesidents, businesses and economy; and

WHEREAS, the Dorchester County Council desires 1o address specific transportation necds
ofthe County through the designation ofspecific transportation projects which include, arnong other

things, construction, improvement and renovation of highways, roadways, streets, bridges, snd other

transportatior: related projects; and
WHEREAS, Dorchester County desires to address specific rransportation needs of the

County through the projects specified herein which will be funded from a one-cent (1%} special

transportation sales and use ax, and other sources of funding that may becorne available; and

WHEREAS, Dorchester County desires 10 condition the imposition of a ope-cent (1%)

special fransportation sales and nse tax to fund speciflc projects provided herein upon the favorable

vote of the qualified electors of Dorchester County; and

o~

WHEREAS, Dorchester County desires o condition the issue of general obligation bonds




_ upder the exemption provided in Section 14(6), Article X of.the Constitution of South Carolina,

1295, so that revenues derived from the imposiiion of the sales and use tax may be pledged to the

repayment of the bords upon the favorable vote of the qualified electors of Dorchester County;
NOW, THEREFORE, RE IT ORDAINED AND ENACTED, by the County Counecil of

Dorchester County, South Carolina, duly assembled and by the authority of the same as follows:

SPECIAL TRANSPORTATION SALES AND USE TAX
SECTION 1. AUTHORITY.
This Ordinance is enacted pursuant to the authority granted b); SC Code §4-37-30 (1976,
as amended) which provides in relevant part that the Dorchester County Council may, subject to

approval by referendum, enact an ondinance imposing a sales and use tax not to exceed one-cent

(1%) within Dorchester County for = single transportation project or for multiple transportation

projects, for & specific period of tirne, to collect a limited amount of money; provided, however, the

tax imposed by this Ordinance is conditioned upon the favorable vote of the qualified electors of

Dorchester County by referendum to impose the tax and upon the favarable votes of the qualified

electors of Dorchester County 10 authorize by referendum the issue of general obligation bonds under

the exemptior provided in Section 14(6), Article X of the Constitution of South Carolina, 1895, 50

that revenue derived from the imposition of the sale and use tax may be pledged to the repayment

of bonds.

SECTION 2. DEFINITION OF PROJECTS.

A. Subject to the favorable vote of the qualified electors of Dorchester County by

referendum, a one-cent (1%) special transportation sales and use tax shall be expended for the

design, engineering, constraction and improvermnent of the highways, roadways, streets, bridges, and

SQCR-CLB-EPH Coevigl GRBIsTEsE
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other transportationmrelatad projects and facilities, including, but not limited to, drainage facilit

TS

iating to highways, roadways, streets and bridges including jointly-operated projecis of the type
specified above of Dorchester County and the South Carolina Department of Transportation and

projects operated by Dorchester County and other governmental entities including the South Carolina
Transportation [nfrastmicturs Rank as defined by law and payment of such sums as may be required

in connection with the issuance of peneral obligation bonds so that revenues derived from the

imposition of the special transportation sales and us¢ tax may be pledged to the repayment of the

bonds.
Subject to approval by referendum, a transportation sales and use tax will be imposed for a

period of not more than twenty-five (25) years and further subject to approval by referendurn, the

issue of general obligation bonds supported by the tax in an amount of not more than

$125,000,000.00 for the following projects.
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SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE D,A?E AND DURATION OF TAZ.

A 1f a onie-cent (1%) special transportation sales and use tax is approved by a majority
of the qualified electors voting in a referendum to be held in Dorchester County on November 2,
2004, such tax is to be inposed for a period not to exceed twenty-five (25) years or the lengthof the
payment for the projecls, whichever shall cecur first.

B. [f & one-cent (1%) special transportation sales and use tax is approved by referendum,
the tax is imposed effective the first ofMay, 2005. If the Dorchester County Election Committee
fails to make a timely certification to the Department of Revenue, the imposition of the sales and use
tax is postponed for twelve months,

C. The anticipated year the tax will end is 2030. Amounts collected in excess of the
required proceeds first will be applied, if nscessary, to complete each project for which the tax was
imposed. Any addirional revenue collected above the specified amount will be applied to the
reduction of debt principal of Dorchester County on transportation infrastructure debts only.

SECTION 4. DUTY OF THE DORCHESTER COUNTY ELECTION COMMISSION.

The Dorchester County Election Conmmission shall conduct the referendum provided herein
on November 2, 2004, pursuant to the election laws of this State, mutatis mutandis. The Dorchester
County Election Commission shall certify the result of the referendano later than November thirtieth
(30" after the date of the referendurn to the Dorchester County Council and to the South Carolina

o

Department of Revenus. The Dorchester County Election Commission shall mclude in the
certification the maximum cost of the project or projects or facilities to be funded 1n whole or in part
from the proceeds of the tax, the maximum time specified for the imposition of the tax, and the

principal amount of bonds to be supported by the tax receiving a favorable vote. Expenses of the

referendum must be paid by Dorchester County.
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SECTION 5. REFEREMPUM
A. CONDUCT OF REFERENDUM

Upon receipt of this Ordinance, the Dorchester County Election Comumission shall conduet
the foliowing referendurn. A Referendum on the question of imposing a one-cent (1%) special
iransportation sales and use fax in Dorchester County and to authorize the issue of general obligation
bonds under the exemption provided in Section 14(6), Article X of the Constitution of South
Carolina, 1895, so that revenues derived from the imposition of the wransportation sales and use tax
may be pledged to the repayment of the bonds. The referenda must be held at the time of the next
general elestion, to Wit: November 2, 2004.

B. PUBLICATION OF THE REFERENDUM

The Commission shall publish the date and purpose of the referenda herein once a week for
four (4) consecutive wéeks immediately preceding the date of the referenda in a newspaper of
seneral circulation in Dorchester County.

€. PUBLIC HEARING

A public hearing must be conducted at least fourteen (14) days before the referenda after
publication of the notice setting forth the date, time, and location of the public hearing. The notice
must be published in a newspaper of general circulation in Dorchester County at least fourteen (14)
days before the date fixed for the public hearing.

0. REFERENDUM QUESTIONS

A Upon approval by the Dorchester Couaty Election Commission, the form of the

questions on the ballof (o be used in the referenda shall be substantially set forth below. The format

of the ballot may be changed to accommodaie voling equipment, but the form of the question shall

remain the same.
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QUESTION MUMBER 1

[ approve a special sales and use ax i1 the ammount of one-cent (1%0) 10

be imposed in Dorchester County for not more than twenty-five (25)
years to fund the following projects:

Construction and maintenance of highways, roads, sreets, bridges, and
road amenities such as sidewalks, curbs, gutier repairs and repairs 10
drainage facilities relating to highways, roads, streets and bridges, and
other transpo:rtation—related projects as follows:




GO

“S9|1U £0°] - H|eMOPIS JO NFUB] [RIO] SPIRPURIS

SOIU G777 - MORJANSD

va

vy
212I0LD0 1ONUISUOD PUR SEAPIS Jrudse Suiisixa sA0WRI pug a{l A28PN JO UMO ], 3} T §1ADLS 2D

BJINSaY
GOONYTERES T o T o §3|TI &/ '] - UONRINIGeUY \m [aapIs 10 AU
2101 S3|TWI | |6 - FuloryIusal Jo GIFUS [210], SPIRPURIS Ty (7Y O |BMIPIS 21210U0D JO SUOHZAS

POIPIOLIalep 10TWISU00a] puE sAdol pue 2[](aKo]IRH JO UMD 21} 0] 1090R{DE PR UT SPEOS

aorynsal pur Juewsard Jon]-pg 0) Juswaed 100j-(7 Fulsixe wol proy Fangadurvi() 7

0070000098 Aeavfred $194140 0 Wpag-6o ] w0y 'S pue (proy uviken) sr¢-

CUUsail 479 9 433us] [v10], -
119n]

-G PEOY JO uC

PUR 120015 2DBIINSY

SN GE G pBULY [B10]
ﬁ_CEQEEE: uoljc EEBE ApN[oU] AU AJUnol) AspedIag] 0} Peoy Ia1saunieq 4.::

C17-91-G PrOY I8 ABADEOI JO 1upuiudeD
07y oIy youg Jo yustuenejdol pue (peoy w:ow:unu 65-81-S PROY JE mE@E@..,o.::.E O8I0 U

3u U:.ZE ONUSAY [BQUSY) -8 [-S PROY S0BJINSDI Pile 199] p7 0) juatmAed 100]-47

‘$ayTul §¢ p3uR
'C1 23N0Yy "C M) 20RIINSDI DUE 100) 97 0) juodAed

fea e

<
¥
C

¢ PR

O0ONL PSS Seilwl 27777 gI8ue) |R0], 282090 1S UT UOLIAS 3ut) ()0 0 WA 03 «
Eo@\:ézw_éoxﬁmﬂewgm@aaaﬁicirumﬁ*%SLﬂh
aroadiat pue suoijres m sour) Juissed-sue] (£) 220 "WH[IL 070 JOWISUOR U nH1S3) :.E\;y

wy
A

RTINS

[y 0) €O MNoy DS Wed fesprwg s:kN D nieg

S| 101 V-4 ] 2IN0Y "S) 01 661-81-S PROY JO 12 180 JOOIQE() oy
"~y'g 1o suR] wny 1ySU pue Ya) [t saue| (§) 1110J O I0I)IIS BURY (7)) O] Sunsiya vap

m_f:,
o*

177

CSAIUL UG BuRp ryog, AUl (U0
30U 0) {7 BIN0Y ") WOY {41 23003 ST 20BN PUR 100] T O juowided j000-p7

T@ i J.Buﬂbﬁiﬁw 2}

o

e

PEeY 12153010

¥




N\

S {uosspgng spiaty o31pur 1B ROy 191594010(]) The 2oy 'S (A1a1es) siuauiscidion

O0GLea0rs T (peoy awydsoyd A9jusy) 79-81-S PROY 01 (PROY 19359 Le(]) gHQ 2N0Y 'S WOLL TPATE] U0

i

CONOYLLYeIS T T SR T oseIun 'y - WAUS [0, 1(09Z-81-8) 2au 18!
QALICT |9YIIAL 1P EJEEw:u UO1}29619)UL 5aPNJOUT ]9 DIN0Y "D’ 1 SUONS aue| - () 1Ny,
- game] FUnumy w2He)) YPm sauef (p) moj o) sewe| (7) oag wouy (proy] 93pug suooed) ¢o[ o
N w.ﬂ RPN e e e P P P e e e e .w:OUmO.P/ Dw %Mw.}/ C)Q_&&./‘x. :‘HOM—!W .
oo pooeses T T T 'KEAS{IE ] 92J9WNO0T) 013U O} [COYDS ALRFUSUIR|E HOOIANE() - PEOY 1O PO
T Tt Tt 102824 0] 90URLRT QEOLIDUTY O] DAL OImnLg

0) 1| J JIaUIR)) 1) 2{0310) W04 97 2)BISIAIU] JO UONASI2UIE (Ch )00y ")'S U

Crto S speOl (LOADS) 23e1S pue Qunol)y (pasoiduiian) speol 1 §

TRY 1906 119Q0Y 1B PEGY $2153Y010(] - 79 21N0Y DS HE Siusueaoxdw uonaasoul pue Aprys ot

mTuay 157 (0F7-81-S) proy] UOSpPeT O $218IST 1O p10) oy (299-81- -Q) SALC L

.D%» 2OQG T TEe g o .w.m.:om,h‘:a,mwu.wo ﬂumﬁ_u._ jLEaie O&LOOD 1S 3o UMO T, 24 91 i eipe pue Ul SpECS PLY SIFALUS a0BIINEY

4 S




T o e
QUES

[ON NUMBER I

s of Dorchester County, maturing over 2
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EMENTATION OF PROJECT PLAN,

£

Tt is the intent of the County Council that the projects shall be implemnented as described
in Section 2, however, the Council recognizes that the implementation of the Projects Plan may
vary because of circumstances such as the availability of funds, increasing costs, environmenial

matters, weather, cash flow, and unforseen conditions which change the scope of an item(s)

contained in the Project Plan(s). Accordingly, the County Council of Dorchester County retaias

and will exercise the power to amend or vepeal all or any part of this ordinance at any time.
SECTION 7. IMPOSITION OF TAX SUBJECT TO REFERENDURM.

The imposition of a one-cent (1%) special transportation s;\léé and use tax in Dorchester
County and the issuance of general obligation bonds is subject in all respects to the favorable vote
of a majority of qualified electors casting votes in a referendum on the question of imposing a one-
cent (1%) special transportation sales and use tax in Dorchester County and to authorize the issue
of general obligation bonds in a referendum to be conducted by the Dorchester County Election
Commission on November 2, 2004, and the favorable vote of a majority of the qualified electors
voting is such referendum shall be condition precedent to the imposition of the one-cent (1 %) special
transporiation sales and use tax pursuant to this Ordinance.

SECTION 8, EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Ordinance becomes effsctive upon third and final reading of the Dorchester County
Council.

SECTION 9. SEVERABILITY.

If any section, plirase, sentence or portion of this Ordinance is, for any reason, held or
deemed (o be invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent ‘urisdiction, then such SECT0IL,

eparaie, distinct and anindependent provision and shall
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MGT-19-006

Cooperative Intergovernmental Agreement
between
The Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Authority
and the
South Carolina Department of Transportation
For
The Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Projects

THIS AGREEMENT is made this Z9 day of  JunE&E , 2006, by and between

the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Authority, hereinafter referred to as
Authority, and the South Carolina Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to

as Department.

WITNESSETH THAT:

WHEREAS, the Authority and the Department desire to work together in the
planning and implementation of the projects described in Local Question Number 1 on
the November 2, 2004 Dorchester County ballot; and,

WHEREAS, the Authority is a body politic with all the rights and privileges of
such including the power to contract as necessary and incidental powers to carry out the
Authority’s functions covered under this Agreement; and.

WHEREAS, the Department is an agency of the State of South Carolina with the
authority to enter into contracts necessary for the proper discharge of its functions and
duties: and,

WHEREAS, the Authority and the Department have agreed to work together on
the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Projects,

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the several promises to be faithfully
performed by the parties hereto as sct forth herein, the Authority and the Department do
hereby agree as follows:

L. GENERAL RECITALS:

A. Purpose

The purpose of this work is to construct und improve transportation facilities
throughout Dorchester County as spectficd in Local Question Number 1 on
the November 2, 2004 Dorchester County ballot,

B. Description of Work

The proposed projects ave as hsted i Attachment “A” The projects listed 1n
Attachment A7 are hereinafter refored o as the “Project(s)” and the



II.

collective group of Projects are hercinafler referred to as the “Program”. The
exact scope of each individual Project shall be determined by the Authority
during the planning phase of each Project. The Authority shall carry out the
specific activitics necessary to implement and construct cach Project, which
includes planning, design, right of way acquisition, construction and other
associated coordination and administration activities, unless noted otherwise
herein.

C. Scope of Work

The scope of the Program has been set forth in Local Question Number 1 on
the November 2, 2004 Dorchester County ballot. Nothing contained in this
Agreement shall be construed to require the Authority to undertake or
complete any particular Project in the Program. Those obligations shall be
solely governed by the actions of the Dorchester County Council and
applicable State law.

COMMUNICATIONS:

A. The Authority and Departiment agree that regular and  thorough
communication about this work is essential to the effective exccution of the
Projects. The Authority and Department further agree that each party will
strive to communicate at both the management level and staff level.

1. The Chairman of the Authority Board and the Chairman of the Authority’s
Technical Committee shall meet with the Program Manager from the
Departiment on a monthly basis.

Additional coordination meetings will be planned and mutually agreed
upon as necessary to the coordinate the work.

!\J

B. The Department will provide such technical support and advice as requested
by the Authority (o assist in the planning and execution of the Projects.

OBLIGATIONS OIF DEPARTMENT:

The Department shall act as agent for the Authority in the review and
coordination of documentation required under the implementing regulations of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 19069, 23 C.F.R. §771, ¢t seq. The
Department  agrees  to o expedite  the  review  and  approval  of  necessary
environmental documentation as it applies within the Departments authority. The
Department further agrees to usc its best ¢fforts (o coordinate with the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) on behalf of the Authority o expedite the
approval by FHWA of required environmental documentation.

Ao To the extent permitted by existing South Carolina Taw, the Department
hereby assumes complete responsibility for any loss resulting from bodily



IV.

V.

injuries (including death) or damages to property, arising out of any negligent
act or negligent failure Lo act on the Department’s part, or the part of any
employee or agent of the Department in the performance or participation in
the work undertaken under this Agreement.

Upon final completion of Projects on the state system, the Authority agrees to
assign a right of entry or other property rights necessary for the Department to
maintain the Project until such time as all rights of way and other property
rights are turned over to the Department after the completion of the Project,
The Department agrees to accept Projects on the state system for maintenance
within 30 days once all obligations of the Authority have been completed as
outlined in Section V.F.5 of this agreement. Work completed on County
Roads will be maintained by the County.

OBLIGATIONS OF THE AUTHORITY:

A.

To the extent permitted by existing South Carolina law, the Authority hereby
assumes complete responsibilitics for any loss resulting from bodily injuries
(including death) or damages to property, arising out of any negligent act or
negligent failure to act on the Authority’s part, or the part of any employee of
the Authority in performance of the work undertaken under this Agreement.

The Authority shall provide or cause to be provided all services necessary for
the exccution of necessary aclivities for the planning and execution of each
Project in the Program, unless noted otherwisc herein.

The cost of the Program shall be borne solely by Dorchester County unless
additional funding is secured through the Department or other sources or as
otherwise provided for in this agreement.

GENERAL PROVISIONS:

A.

Conformance:

All work shall be designed and constructed in conformance with the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO)
manual entitled “A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets —
20017, the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). the
Department’s  current  adition  of  the  “Highway  Desien Manual™,
“Preconstruction Survey Manual,”™ all SCDOT directives and instructional
bulletins. or other standards officially adopted by the Department. and the
current edition of the Department’s “Standard Specilications for Highway
Construction™ exeepl as noted otherwise i this agreement. The current edition
shall he the current edition as of the beginning of the design work for cach
Project. Where theve 15 a significant delay in the completion of the design of a
Project, the most current spectfications may he incorporated into the contract
documents. The Authority and the Department understand that the Projects



must be completed within the financial constraints established by the
approved public referendum for the Program and adherence to all Department
policies and standards may not be possible within the financial constraints of
the Program; and, if the Authority desires to deviate from the provisions of the
Department’s “Highway Design Manual”, or other Department standards or
policics, the Authority shall submit a description of the deviation to the
Department for review and concurrence. The Department shall respond to the
Authority within 30 business days of the time the Authority submits the
request for review. The Authority shall perform all design services in
sccordance with State and Federal statutes and regulations, and standards
cstablished by AASHTO. Should the Authority and the Department be unable
to resolve any issue related to the design or deviations from the applicable
standards, the State Highway Engineer will make the final decision for roads
that are Lo remain in the statc system for maintenance.

It ais 1§ Lo

Planning Activities

The Authority shall consider each Project and shall make a determination as to
the exact scope of the proposed improvement. In this planning phase, the
Authority shall consider the following aspects of the Projects in determining
the scope of the proposed improvements:

-Public involvement

-Funding

_“Environmental considerations including determination of nccessary
environmental documentation

Traffic requirements for the Projects based on design year traffic projections
for the design year 20 years beyond the scheduled construction date of the
Project. For example, a scheduled construction start in 2005 would yield
design vear traffic projections for design year 2025. Where available, the
local CHATS/BCD traffic projections would be supplied by the Department
for use in these planning activities. Where these CHATS/BCD traffic
projections are not available, the Authority will make traffic projections
based on standard industry methodology for the appropriate design year as
indicated above.

-Right of way issucs and impacts

-Constructahility

_Other issucs impacting the planning and exccution of the work as decemed
appropriate and beneficial to the Authority

The Authority will also carry out their work or services in compliance with all
applicable Federal, State, and local environmental laws and regulations, and
shall monitor and oversee cach  Project for such compliance.  This
responsibility shall include:

1. Complying with those stpulations and conditions  under which  the
Department received approval o fapplicable environmental documents and



permits. The Authority will ensure compliance with all secured permits.
The Authority will be the sole party responsible for resolution of any
enforcement actions as a result of non-compliance with permit conditions
and requirements to the extent that the Authority or its agents were
responsible for such breach or action causing the enforcement action.

2. Complying with applicable laws and regulations relating o potential or
aclual hazardous materials that may be encountered in the course of
implementing the Project.

3. Carrying out all required social, cconomic, and environmental studies
required by law, and

4. Make all necessary modifications to approved permits as required by law.

The Authority recognizes that the Department and/or the FHWA or other
agencies may have final review and approval authority for the environmental
documentation required under the implementing regulations of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 23 C.F.R. §771, et seq. The Authority will
be responsible for the preparation of necessary permit applications required by
any governmental agency that are necessary (o complete the Projects and will
coordinate and negotiate with the agency to secure the permits.  All work
performed must be in accordance with the Department’s  Environmental
Consultant Scope dated June 14, 2005 and any amendments therealter. Where
required by law, the Authority shall submit all permit applications as agent for
the Department and applications shall be in the name of the Department. The
Authority will comply with any regulatory agency requirements, and be
responsible for resolution of any enforcement actions that may arise as a result
of non-compliance with regulatory agency requirements. Al permit
conditions set by the regulatory agencies must be reviewed and approved by
the Department for all roads in the state system.

Upon approval of the Department and other applicable rcgulatory agencies,
Dorchester County may use credits from environmental mitigation banks
controlled by or developed for use by the Department. 1f credits are used by
the County from a mitigation bank controlled by or developed for use by the
Department, the Authority will pay to the Department the costs of these
credits as mutually agreed upon by the County and the Department.

Phe Authority shall conduct required public mvolvement meetings for each
Project in accordance with NEPA regulations. In addition, non-mandatory
public meetings may be held o discuss Project issucs if desired by the
Authority. The Authority shall notty representatives of the Department m
advance of all meetings and shall notily other representatives from state.
federal, and resource agencies as required. Projects shall not be advanced o
right of way acquisition and.or construction phases until final approval of
environmental documentation 1s obtained.

o



C. Design Activities

Design of the Projects will be the responsibility of the Authority except as
provided for otherwise in this agreement.

0.

Since availability of State or Federal funding has not been delermined, and
since it is the Authority’s desire to proceed with certain aspects of the
Projects, the Department shall assign File Numbers and Project Numbers
to all Projects for tracking purposes. The Authority shall use these
numbers on all right of way instruments, plans, and permits as applicable.

All Project surveys related to the setting of horizontal control, vertical
control, mapping, and aerial photography will comply with the
Department’s current edition of the “Preconstruction Survey Manual™.

All structural components of the Projects shall comply with the AASHTO
Standard Specifications for Highway Bridges, 16" Edition, 1996,
including the latest Interim Specifications thereto. Bridge structures shall
be designed with the LRFD criteria. This will include all seismic
requirements in accordance with these AASHTO criteria.

Upon completion of the work, the Authority shall certily that the contract
documents have been prepared in conformance with the provisions of
Ttems 1, 2, and 3 above. The Authority shall require that all construction
plans and specifications be sealed by a South Carolina registered
professional engineer.

For federally eligible projects that are potentially funded in whole or n
part by the Department or FHWA, all design services shall comply with
all applicable federal and state statutes and regulations from  the
commencement of the project. In the event that state or federal funding
becomes available for one or more of the Projects during the course of the
Program. and in the event that the Authority should desire to utilize these
funds. the parties shall cooperate with regard to amendments to this
Agreement that may be required to secure that funding. Such amendments
will provide for policics and procedures including direct Department
administration or assistance with administration of the Project that would
be most advantageous in securing that funding.

>avement desiens will be developed based on ten-vear traffic projections.
The base vear for these projections will be the scheduled date that
construction is anticipated to begin. The Authority will use SCDOT's
"Pavement Desien Guidelines” dated February 2003 for determination of
proposcd pavement struclure. amended as necessary o mchude current
SCDOT materials specifications. The Depurtment’s Office of Materials
and Rescarch shall approve the pavement design on roads within or



intended for the state system and shall respond to the Authority within 30
business days of the time the Authority submits the pavement design for
review,

7. The Department will provide reviews of the design plans and other
contract documents and provide written comments to the Authority. Plans
or other design documentation will be sent to the Department at the
following stages of the Project: concept, preliminary, right of way and
final design. Design reviews will be accomplished by the Department and
review comments will be returned to the Authority within 30 business
days of the time the Authority submits the review documents to the
Department. The Authority will notify the Department at least two weeks
in advance of the submission of documents to be reviewed. Should the
review comments not be returmned within the designated period, the
Authority is not required to consider the comments in the revisions to the
plans. Comment or failure to comment by the Department shall in no way
relieve the Authority or its agents of any responsibility in regard to the
Project. Projects on state maintained roadways and/or those receiving
state or federal funds shall not be advanced to R/W or construction until
written authorization is provided by the Department. The Department’s
written “authority to proceed” with construction shall serve as approval of
right of entry and encroachment by the Department for construction of the
Project by the Authority. The Department agrees (o provide wrilten notice
of “authority to proceed” or review comments for the final plans within 30
business days of the time the Authority submits the final plans for review.

8. 1In the event that any Project cost exceeds $25 million and federal funding
is sought by the Authority through the Department, the Authority shall

perform a value engineering analysis as required by 23 C.F.R. Part 627.

D. Utility Activities

I. Utility relocations will be paid based on prior rights.  Where a uulity
establishes a prior right of occupancy in its existing location, the Authority
will be responsible for the cost of that rclocation, including all real and
actual costs associated (cngineering, easements, construction, inspections,
and cte.). Prior Rights may be estabhished by the following means:

4. The Utility holds a fee, an easement, or other real property
interest, the taking of which s compensable i eminent

domain.

b, The Utility occupies Department right of wav, and per an
) ] g ) !
existing agrcement with the Department, 1s not required to
relocate at its own expense.



Where the utility cannot establish a prior right of occupancy, the utility
will be required to relocate at 1ts own expense. However, In some cases,
the Authority may elect to use Program funds for all or part of such utility
relocation costs.

Utility work will be in coordinated and executed n accordance with
Chapter 5 of the SCDOT Design Manual and Section 105.6 of the SCD

OT construction manual.

If Federal funds are used for utility relocations, the Authority shall comply
with thie applicable State law and the Federal Code (23 CFR 645 A and B)
{or those utility relocations.

Utilities to remain in SCDOT rights of way, or to be relocated to a point
within SCDOT rights of way, shall be in accordance with SCDOT’s “A

Policy for Accommodating Utilities on Highway Rights of Way.”

The Authority will honor the terms of any pre-existing agreements
between SCDOT and a utility owner.

The Authority will provide utility deliverables as defined in Section VI-E.

E. Right of Way Acquisition Activities

1.

The County shall acquire all right-of-way necessary for highway purposes
in its own name. Acquisition of rights-of-way to be turned over to
SCDOT and rights-of-way for projects that may or will be using federal
funds shall be acquired in accordance with the United States Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970,
as amended, P.L. 91-646, 42 US.C. §§4601 ct seq., and regulations
thereunder, 49 C.F.R., Part 24 and the South Carolina Emiment Domain
Procedures Act. Title mstruments acquired on those routes shall be
documented on SCDOT standard forms.  The County shall acquire right
ol way title in fee simple for any Project that utilization of federal funding
1s contemplated.  Right-of-way hmits shall be sct according to standard
SCDOT practices, utilizing the SCDOT Highway Design Manual and the
SCDOT Road Desigm Plan Preparation Guide.  These limits shall
cncompass all pertinent highway facilities and structures necessary for the
construction and maintenance of the roadway.  With respect o the

acquisitions:

The Authority Shall for Federally Eliaible Projects

a. Perform ttle scarches for propertics to he acquired and provide
SCDOT a Certilicate of Tide signed by a South Carolina attorney.,
Preliminary Utle abstracts must be provided prior to property being

appraiscd.



b.

0

In accordance with SCDOT’s Appraisal Manual, provide an
acceptable appraisal for each tract by an appraiser from SCDOT’s
approved appraisal list. All contracts for appraisals shall obligate the
appraiser to provide court testimony in the event of condemnation. The
Authority shall obtain appraisal reviews complying with technical
review guidelines of the Appraisal Manual and make a
recommendation of just compensation. The Appraisal reviewer shall
be approved by the SCDOT. The reviewed appraisal must be approved
by the SCDOT’s right-of-way representative prior to the offer to
purchase being made to the Landowner.

Secure approval from the SCDOT’s right of way representative for any
settlement above the approved appraisal.

Titles shall be in fee simple absolute by recordable warranty deeds
unless otherwise approved by SCDOT. All titles shall be recorded in
the land records of Dorchester County.

In the event of condemnation the necessary documents as required by
the Eminent Domain Procedures Act, S.C. Code Ann. §§ 28-2-10 er.
seq., will be prepared and the County will utilize its Eminent Domain
authority to acquire title. The Authority will provide legal counsel.
Condemnation shall be by way of trial after rejection of the amount
tendered as provided i Code § 28-2-240.

Retain all records dealing with property acquisition and all other costs
associated with this project for 3 years after the final phase of
construction work on the Project. The County or its authorized
representative upon request will make such records available for audit
and review.

The Authority is responsible for establishing and maintaining Quality
Control and Quality Assurance procedures for the entire right of way
acquisition process.

Provide relocation assistance in accordance with the SCDOT’s
Relocation Manual.  All relocation housing payment offers shall be
approved by the SCDOT prior to being offered to displacees. The
Authority shall issue 90 and 30-day notices of displacement in
accordance with State and federal guidehnes. The Authority shall be
responsible for the disposition of all identified improvements being
acquired on the Project prior to the obligation date of the construction.
The Authority shall lumish SCDOT with a list of all surplus properties
that are purchased on a Project that are to be conveyed Lo it Surplus
property 18 deftned us property not needed for current or planned
future projects. Proceeds recerved from the safe of surplus property



shall be distributed based on the tunding source used to secure the
property.

1. Establish specific milestone dates for the different phases of the right-
of-way acquisition and provide bi-monthly reports indicating the status
of each individual parcel.

j.  Provide a Right-of-Way Certification in a form acceptable to SCDOT
insuring that all property necessary for construction of the Project has
been sccured and that all displacces have been relocated prior to
advertising for construction bids.

The Department Shall for Federally Eligible Projects:

Designate a right-ofrway representative to approve offers of just
compensation as well as any settlements above the approved appraisal
amounts.

a.

b. The right-of-way representative will provide approval for all
relocations benefits for those displaced by the project.

c. Provide approval of the Right-of-Way Certification and authorization
to proceed to construction.

F. Construction Activities

1. The Authority will construct the Projects in conformance with the
technical sections of the Department’s Standard Specifications for
Highway Construction and related AASHTO standards as called for in the
construction contract documents. The Authority must obtain approval
from the Department if there is a circumstance where there may be any

significant deviation from the contract documents,

2. The Authority and the Department agree to conduct a final inspection of
the completed Project prior to acceptance of the work by the Department.

3. To the extent applicable, materials shall be procured in accordance with
Dorchester County Procurement Procedures and in conformance with the
S.C. Code Amn. §§ 11-35-10 et seq., as amended, Department standaic
pohcies. and apphcable Federal (23CFR035) and State statutes ang
regulations.

@]

4. The Authority shall provide administrative, management, Quality Conurol,
and other services sullicient to provide certification to the Department that
the construction  and  the matenals used  for construction  are in
conformance with the specifications set forth 1n the contract documents.
The inspectors and or engincers performing Quablity Control or other
inspections shall be certified and/or licensed i South Carolina. The

10



6.

Authority shall ensure testing is performed based on project quantitics in
accordance with the Department’s Construction Manual.

The Authority shall coordinate with the Department during  the
construction of the work., When the Authority concludes that all aspects of
the Project have been properly and fully performed and the work is
substantially complete, the Authority shall notify the Department of the
date for final inspection of the work. The Authority and the Department
shall jomtly conduct the final inspection and develop a Fmal Project
Punchlist, list of items that need remedial action, if necessary. As used
herein, “Substantial Completion” shall mean when an entire road or other
transportation facility is ready for safe use by the public. The Authority
shall require that the deficiencies identified on the Final Project Punchlist
are appropriately addressed and shall advise the Department in writing of
the completion of those actions. The date of this notice shall then become
the date of Final Completion. If the Project 1s on the state system, the
Department agrees to accept the Project for maintenance within 30 days of
the date the Final Completion notification is sent to the Department with
exception to those items listed by the Authority until completed. See
section 105.5, A & B of the SCDOT Standard Specifications and section
110.5 of the SCDOT Construction Manual.

The Department shall conduct Quality Assurance (QA) services on all
construction projects on state maintained roadways. The costs for these
services shall be part of the total project cost. The Departiment shall
invoice the Authority for reimbursement. QA testing shall be performed
as defined by the Departiment based on Project quantities in accordance
with the Departiment’s Construction Manual. The Department shall
provide the test results of the testing to the Authority. Where marterials
tested do not meet specification requirements, the Authority will be
notified within three days of the tests being completed. The Authority and
the Department will work together to coordinate QA scrvices.

To facilitate the coordination of construction activities and to ensure that
the work is constructed in accordance with the applicable provisions, the
Authority and the Department agree as follows:

a. Weekly Project field reviews will be made by the Authority and the
Department’s construction representatives to discuss project stafus,
mutual concerns and construction 1Ssucs.

b, Contract documents will be turmished 1o the Department so that QA
testing can be planned and perfornied.

c. Copies of test results will be submitted to the Department so test data
and results can be coordinated. Penodic reviews of test reports and
summmaries will he made by the Deparnment,



d. Project traffic control reviews for safety and specification compliance
will be made and documented on the daily report by the Authornty.

e. Erosion control reviews will be made on a schedule as required in the
NPDES General Construction Permit. Erosion Control reviews will be
made in accordance with the Department’s Supplemental Specification
on Seeding and Erosion Control Measures dated August 15, 2001,
Observations will be documented on the Department’s Erosion Control
form. The Authority will apply for and acquire all necessary land
disturbance permits such as the NPDES General Construction Permit
in the name of the County. The Authority will comply with any
NPDES requirements, and be responsible for resolution of any
enforcement actions that may arise as a result of non-compliance with
NPDES requirements.

8. The Authority shall obtain SCDOT concurrence prior to awarding any
contract involving state or federal funding. The Authority will include the
required Federal Aid Contract Provisions for all contracts that will or may
use federal funding.

VL OTHER PROVISIONS:

A. Maintenance of Traffic

The Authority shall require that its contractors keep open to traffic all existing
State highways while they are undergoing improvements except for temporary
construction detours or closures and shall be respongible for maintaining the
entire section or sections of highway within the limits of the work being
performed from the time its construction contractor is issued the Notice to
Proceed until the Project 1s delivered to the Department under the terms of this
Agreement. Traffic control activities shall be in accordance with the MUTCD,
the SCDOT District 6 Daytime Lane Closure policy (current edition), and the
Department’s standard guidelines and standard drawings for maintenance of
traftic in a work zone.

B. Maintenance of Projects

. The Authority shall accept responsibility for normal maintenance of the
roadway within the Project limits during construction.

2. The Department shall accept responsibility for normal maintenance of the
roadway within the Project limits once the Project has been constructed

and accepted by the Department as desceribed in Seetion V.F.S. above,

C. Tie-in Avrcements

Where the limits of the Projects meet or overlap into the project Tinits
established for projects that are or will be executed by the Departiment belore



the completion of that individual Authority Project, the Authority and the
Department will develop agreements to outline provisions that would be
beneficial to both the Authority Projects and the Department projects with
respect to funding, traffic control, improved safety for the traveling public,
coordination of drainage systems, or other design or construction
considerations. These agreements will stipulate the funding implications of
such provisions and the responsible parties thereof.

Encroachment Rights

The Department shall deliver possession of its highways to the Authority in
the same manner and under the same terms it does to highway contractors
working under contract with it and hereby grants encroachment and access
rights to the right of way and easements along the proposed Project corndors
as set forth below. This possession shall be delivered after approval of the
final construction plans as outlined below.

I. When a construction Project has been awarded by the Authority, the
Authority will notify the Department of the anticipated Notice to Proceed
date for the contract. After written approval of the final construction plans
by the Department as outlined in Section V.C.7 above and on the Notice to
Proceed date for construction, the Authority and/or its agents will assume
maintenance responsibilities for the Project.

]

Where applications for encroachment permits with regard to any segment
of road covered by the Program are received by the Department, it will
forward those applications to the Authority within 10 business days of
receipt for review to assure that those proposed improvements described in
the permit applications will not conflict with the Project plans. The
Authority shall review the applications and return comments within 10
business days.

From and after exccution of this Agrecement, the Departiment hereby grants the
Authority access to the Project corridors for the purposes of gathering ficld
imformation necessary for accomplishing the planning, design, and right of
way aspects of the Program. The County will publish an Eminent Domain
notice for the Projects in accordance with the Enmunent Domam Act Section
28-2-70{c).

Close-out Documents

Upon completion of the Projects, the Authority will provide the following
Project documentation to the Department.

. Planning documents

4. C

‘opies of required environmental documents such as Environmental
Assessments



b

d.

b.

d.

Design documents

As described elsewhere 1n this agreement
Final Project plans suitable for delivery and recording pursuant to S.C.
Code §57-5-570 (1991)

Electronic files of the [Final Project plans as described m the
Department’s “Road Design Reference Material for Consultant
Prepared Plans™.

Final Stormwater Reports

3. Right of way documents

a.
b,

C.

d.

€.

Appraisals
Title search information

Deeds sufficient to convey to the Department the additional highway
right of way acquired by the County and the Authority. The quality of
title shall be the same as acquired from the landowner by the County
and the Authority.

Correspondence with property owners

Diaries or agents worksheets related to the acquisition of right of way

4. Construction documents

d.

h.

C.

o

As-built drawings. In addition to those documents set forth
elsewhere in this Agreement, the Authority shall provide, within 90
days after Final Completion, two marked-up sets of final construction
drawings reflecting the as-built condition of each Project based on
information provided by the construction contractor and verified by
the Authority. “As-built” plans must be drawn to scale, and be based
on the project survey stationing. These plans will include as-built
information for utilities. These plans will be sufficient to establish the
precise location of all utilities and appurtenances as well as provide
key information for future determination of the extent of prior rights.
“As-built”™ utility plans must include at & minimum the following:

° Survey centerline, and existing roadway centerline il
different, with labeled stationing.

e Existng and new right of way lines, and County casement
lincs

e Final location ofutithty lines and appurtenances

Test reports

Daily construction diaries

5. Other documents

Assignments to the Department of all contractors” payvment and
performuance bonds in connecuon with the Project or Consents of
Surety on the Department’s standard form.

fd



b. Releases, affidavits or other proof of payment to indicate full payment
of all claims by contractors, their subcontractors or suppliers.

c. All permits of government regulatory agencies
F. Certifications

Upon final completion of each Project, the Authority will provide
a letter to the Department stating the following:

The Authority has provided construction oversight and material for Name
ol Project. The workmanship and materials used in the construction
of the Project are in conformance with the contract documents.”

G. Warranty

1. The Authority warrants that it will perform the work necessary under this
agreement in accordance with the standards of care and diligence normally
practiced in the (ransportation industry for work of similar nature. To the
extent the Authority’s construction contractor warranties arc obtained in
connection with any Project intended to be turned over to the Department,
the Authority shall assure that those warranties are assignable.

!\)

The Authority shall take all steps necessary to transfer to the Department
any manufacturer or other third party warranties of any materials or other
services used 1n the construction of a Project,

VII.  Miscellaneous General Provisions:

A. Disputes

The Authority and the Department shall cooperate and consulit with each other
with respect to those Projects intended to be tumed over to the Department for
maintenance to the extent set forth herein and may utilize the Issues
Liscalation and Dispute Resolution Process included as Attachment B to
determine the appropriate person(s) and timeframe o resolve issues that arisc.
In the event that a dispute artses, the followmg procedures will be used to
resolve the matter.

Any dispute or claim ansing out of or related 1o this Agreement shall be
submitied for resolution under the procedures outlined in Altachment “B™
Within 90 days of the date of this Agreement. an ad hoc board, the Dispute
Resolution Board, will be selected pursuant to the procedures identificd
helow. The Dispute Resolution Board will consist of two members ol the
Authority ind two members of the Deparument. These four members shall
choosc a fitth member employed neither by the Authorty or the Department.
This {ifth member shall be a mediator certified i the State of South Carolina,
The cost for the mediator shall be shared equally between the Authority and



the Department. The board shall be empanelled for the entire duration of this
Agreement and shall hear all disputes between the Authority and the
Department relating to this Agreement that cannot be resolved through the
normal resolution process outlined in the Issues Escalation chart. Exhaustion
of this Dispute Resolution Process 1s a condition precedent to the filing of a
lawsuit. Any lawsuit arising out of or relaling to this Agreement shall be filed
for non-jury proceedings in Dorchester County, South Carolina.

Successors/Assiens

The Authority and the Department each binds itself, its successors, executors,

administrators, and assigns to the other party with respect to these

requirements, and also agrees that neither party shall assign, sublet, or transfer
he

its interest in the Agreement without the written consent of the other.

Disadvantaged Business Enterprises

The Authority will provide opportunities for Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises as required by state or federal laws or regulations. The Authority
will coordinate with SCDOT’s DBE Office when establishing goals for
specific projects that include Federal Funding. The parties hereto and their
agents shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin or sex
in the performance of this Agreement or the work provided for herein. Where
required the parties hereto and their agents shall carry out applicable
requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 26 in the administration of this Agreement.

Enforceability

All of the terms, provisions and conditions of this Agreement shall be binding
upon and enforceable by the parties, their respective elected officials, legal
representatives, agents and employees and their respective successors.

Amendment

This Agreement may be amended or modified only by a written document,
which has been signed by the parties hercto, or by their duly authorized
officials. The Authority, or its authorized agent. shall agrec to hold
consultations with the Department as may be necessary with regard to the
execution of supplements to this Agreement during the course of the Program
for the purposc of resolving any items that may have been unintentionally
omitted from this Agreement or arise from unforeseen events or conditions.
Such supplemental agreements shall be subject to the approval and proper
execution of the parties hereto. No modifications or amendments Lo this
Agreement shall be effective or binding upon cither party unless hoth parties
agree inwriting to any such changes,

Waiver



H.

No waiver of a breach of any of the covenants, promises or provisions
contained in this Agreement shall be construed as a waiver of any succeeding
breach of the same covenant or promise or any other covenant or promise
thereof. In no event shall any failure by either party hereto to fully enforce any
provision of this Agreement be construed as a waiver by such party of its right
to subsequently enforce, assert or rely upon such proviston.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of South Carolina,
and by execution of this Agreement, the partics consent to the exclusive
jurisdiction of the courts of Dorchester County, South Carolina, for resolution
of any dispute arising hereunder.

In the event that any part or provision of this Agreement shall be determined
to be invalid and/or unenforceable, the remaining parts and provisions which
can be separated from the invalid and/or unenforceable provision or
provisions shall continue in full force and effect.

Captions

The captions or headings herein are for convenience only and in no way
define, limit or describe the scope or intent of any provisions or sections of
this Agreement.

Notices

All nolices pertaining to this Agreement shall be in writing and addresscd as
set forth below, and shall be decemed properly delivered, given or served when
(1) personally delivered, or (it) sent by overnight courier, or (1i1) three (3) days
have elapsed tollowing the date mailed by certified or registered mail, postage
prepaid.

Notices to Authority:
Mr. Marshall Murdaugh
PO Box 90
St George SC 29477

Notices to Departiment:
South Carolina Department of Transportation
At David AL Kinard, Program Manager
6355 Fain Boulevard
North Charleston. South Carotina 29400
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Further Documents

Each party will, whenever and as often as it shall be requested by another
party, promptly and within a reasonable time, execute, acknowledge and
deliver, or cause to be executed, acknowledged and delivered such further
instruments or documents as may be necessary to carry out the intent and
purpose of this Agreement.

Assignment

Except as otherwise provided by applicable law, this Agreement may not be
assigned by either party without the writien consent of the other party.

. No Third-party Beneficiaries

No rights in any Third-party are created by this Agreement, and no person not
a party to this Agreement may rely on any aspect of this Agreement,
notwithstanding any representation, written or oral, to the contrary, made by
any person or entity. The parties hereto affirmatively represent that this
Agreement is made solely for the benefit of the parties hereto and their
respective successors and assigns and not for the benefit of any Third-party
who is not a signature party hereto. No party other than the signature parties
and their respective successors and assigns hereto shall have any enforceable
rights hercunder, or have any right to the enforcement hercof, or any claim for
damages as a result of any alleged breach hereof.

Multiple Counterparts

This Agreement Is executed in multiple counterparts. each of which shall be
deemed an original but all of which collectively shall constitute one and the

same Agreement.

Prior Agreements, Entire Agreement

All obligations of the parties, cach to the other, relating to the subject matter
of this Agreement, contained in any other document or agreement or based on
any other communication prior to the exccution of this Agreement have been
satisfied or are superseded by this Agreement. This Agreement constitules the
entire agreement between the parties relating 1o the subject matter hereof,

This Agreement, with the Appendices hereto, sets forth the full and complete
understanding of the parties as of the date first above stated, and it supersedes
any and all agreements and representations made or dated prior thereto.

The partics make no representations. covenants, warrantics or guarantecs,
express or mmplied. other than those expressly st forth herein, The parties’
rights, habilities, responsibiliies and remedies with respect 1o the services



provided for in this Agreement shall be exclusively those expressly set forth in
this Agreement.

P. Reviews and Approvals

Any and all reviews and approvals required of the parties hercin shall not be
unreasonably denied, delayed or withheld.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the partics hercto have caused this Agreement to be executed
by their duly authorized representative the day and year first above written.

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED
IN THE PRESENCE OF:
AUTHORITY

C. Marshall Murdaugh
A.uthonty (;hamnan

"
o 4}
W &
/ Jason Ward
Dorchester County Administrator

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED

IN THE PRESENCE OF:
SOUTH CAROLINA DI:PARIMIENT OF
TRANSPORTATION g

By e o /r"“ # e
Tony L S}Hapman
y/‘gtatt Highway Engincer
RECOMMENDED:
\._-—-’m‘ & P y
By: ot i (b -/ B

N Mo Denny
Deputy Hirector of Finance ¢ u{l Administration



Town Administrator
Dennis P. Pieper

Berlin G. Myers, Mayor

Council Members:
‘Ricky Waring, Mayor Pro Tem Director of Operations
Howard Bridgman Charles R. Miller
Aaron Brown Asst. Town Administrator
Mike Dawson Lisa L. Wallace
Bob‘Flo;wers e Town Attorney
Chris Sieber - }é 2R Kelly Knight Byrd

@TWown pf Summernille
November 13, 2006

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carolina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Letter of Support for Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance
from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Leonard:

As the Jongtime mayor of the town of Summerville and a local businessman, I have
witnessed great growth in the greater Summerville and Dorchester County area. With this
phenomenal growth, traffic has become a major concern to the town of Summerville and
Dorchester County as residential, retail, and commercial development has come to our
ared.

As the epicenter of Dorchester County development, Summerville and all of its major
transportation corridors including, US Highway 78 (N. 5 Street), US 17A (Main
Street/Boone Hill Road), SC Highway 165 (Berlin G. Myers Parkway/Bacons Bridge
Road), and Orangeburg Road, and SC Highway 642 (Dorchester Road) are becoming
overrun with traffic.

Dorchester County and its municipalities, including Summerville, recognized the need to
enhance our transportation system and in May of 2004 the Dorchester County Citizens
Committee was formed and appointed by Dorchester County Council and the municipal
counciis of Dorchester County to assess highway construction and maintenance needs for
all Dorchester County Roads except interstates 26 and 95. Through this process, the
Citizens Committee identified 22 road projects that should be undertaken.

This list of projects, along with a one-cent (1¢) proposed sales tax increase, was
presented to the Dorchester County voters on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester ballot.
The referendum passed and will allow the sale of bonds that will generate a maximum of
$125 million.

104 Civic Center, Summerville, SC 29483-6000 ° 843.871.6000, Fx: 843.871.6954

www.summerville.sc.us
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Subsequent to one-cent transportation sales tax referendum being passed in November
2004, Dorchester County established the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation
Authority and began working on the projects. An Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
has been developed and approved between the South Carolina Department of
Transportation and the Authority for the design and construction of many of these
projects. Additionally, the town of Summerville, with support from Dorchester County,
has contracted with Day Wilburn Associations to conduct a traffic study in the greater
Summerville area to identify additional road, bicycle, and pedestrian improvements that
are needed and will be funded as a part of our capital improvement program.

To date many of the less complex one-cent sales tax projects have been completed.
However, many of the larger projects may have to be delayed due to design modifications
and construction escalation because the estimated cost to complete these remaining
projects on our list has exceeded our original estimates.

As 2 result of this projected shortfall, Dorchester County is requesting financial
assistance from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank to complete our
road improvement program in general, and the Dorchester Road, Berlin G. Myers
Parkway, Bacons Bridge Road, US Highway 78, and Orangeburg Road projects, In
particular. To that end, I have written you to express my strongest support and the town
of Summerville’s support for Dorchester County’s application for assistance from the
State Infrastructure Bank.

Thanks in advance for your time and consideration of this most important matter to the
future vitality of the greater Summerville Dorchester County area.

With warmest regards, I am sincerely
fﬁ:,/é M?M’-—’/
Berlin G. Myers, Mayo

Town of Summerville, South Carolina

-d 00N/ REHQ a2BlIBAA ESIT] dee'+n an 1 AON



Nov 15 06 07:54a EXEC p.2

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR R. KEITH SUMMEY

%ng 61/ MAYOR
Nz Eharitlston

SOUTH CAROLINA

November 13, 2006

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carclina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Letter of Support for Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance
from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Leonard:

As mayor of the City of North Charlestor, I am concemed about traffic in lower
Dorchester County and the Dorchester Road Corridor, in particular. The Dorchester Road
Corridor is vitally important to the City of North Charleston and Dorchester County.
Many new residential subdivisions are under construction and we have seen a rise in the
construction of retail and commercial businesses as well.

Dorchester County and its municipalities, including the city of North Charleston,
recognized the need to enhance our transportation system and in May of 2004 the
Dorchester County Citizens Committee was formed and appointed by Dorchester County
Council and the municipal councils of Dorchester County 10 assess highway construction
and maintenance needs for all Dorchester County Roads except interstates 26 and 95.
Through this process, the Citizens Committee identified 22 road projects that should be
undertaken including Dorchester Road, Future Drive, and Lincoln Boulevard in the City
of North Charleston.

This list of projects, along with a one-cent (1¢) proposed sales tax increase, was
presented to the Dorchester County voters on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester ballot,
The referendum passed and will allow the sale of bonds that will generate a maximum of
$125 million.

Post Office Box 190016 « North Charleston, 5.C, 29419-3016 » Telephone (843) 740-2504 = Fax (843) 745-1085
www,northcharleston.org



Nov 156 06 07:b4a EXEC p.3

%é%z q;e/ N ol Crnntocsina

Subsequent to one-cent transportation sales tax referendum being passed in November
2004, Dorchester County established the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation
Authority and began working on the projects. An Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
has been developed and approved between the South Carolina Department of
Transportation and the Authority for the design and construction of many of these
projects.

While many of the smaller sales tax projects have been completed, due to design
modifications and construction escalation, the estimated cost to complete the remaining
projects on our list has exceeded our original estimates. Because of this projected
shortfall, Dorchester County is requesting financial assistance from the South Carolina
Transportation Infrastructure Bank to complete our road improvement program in
general, and the Dorchester Road, Berlin G. Myers Parkway, Bacons Bridge Road, US
Highway 78, and Orangeburg Road projects, in particular. Therefore, I have written this
letter to express my support and the City of North Charleston’s support for Dorchester
County’s application for assistance from the Infrastructure Bank.

Thanks in advance for your consideration.

Best regards,

. ummey, Mayor
City of North Charleston, South Carolina

Post Office Box 190016 « North Charleston, S.C. 224138-8016 » Telephone (843) 740-2554 » Fax (843) 745-1085
www.northcharleston.org
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November 13, 2006

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carolina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Letter of Support for Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance
from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Ieonard:

The greater Ridgeville area is experiencing unprecedented residential growth and as
mayor of the town of Ridgeville, I am keenly aware of the need to manage this growth
and to provide additional infrastructure to support this growth. Additionally, I understand
the importance of maintaining our existing infrastructure and sustaining our high quality
of life that has attracted new residents and helped us to retain existing residents.

Many of our residents have chosen Ridgeville because it is a rural small town that is not
too far by highway and interstate to major employment opportunities in the Charleston
and North Charleston areas. To that end, the town of Ridgeville, Dorchester County, and
1ts other municipalities, large and small, recognized the need to enhance our regional
transportation system to enhance this connectedness. Subsequently, in May of 2004 the
Dorchester County Citizens Committee was formed and appointed by Dorchester County
Council and the municipal councils of Dorchester County to assess highway construction
and maintenance needs for all Dorchester County Roads except interstates 26 and 95.
Through this process, the Citizens Committee identified 22 road projects that should be
undertaken, including US Highway 78 which is a major arterial that connects Ridgeville
to St. George, Summerville, Lincolnville, and North Charleston.

This list of projects, along with a one-cent (1¢) proposed sales tax increase, was
presented to the Dorchester County voters on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester ballot.
The referendum passed and will allow the sale of bonds that will generate a maximum of
$125 nullion.

After the cne-cent transportation sales tax referendum was passed in November 2004,
Dorchester County established the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation
Authority and began working on the projects. An Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
was been developed and approved between the South Carolina Department of
Transportation, the Transportation Authority, and Dorchester County for the design and
construction of many of these projects.

Many of the smaller sales tax projects such as local road and sidewalk improvements in
Ridgeville have been completed. However, due to design modifications and construction
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escalation, the estimated cost to complete the remaining projects on our list has exceeded
our original estimates. Because of this projected shortfall, Dorchester County is
requesting financial assistance from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure
Bank to complete our road improvement program in general, and the Dorchester Road,
Berlin G. Myers Parkway, Bacons Bridge Road, US Highway 78, and Orangeburg Road
projects, in particular. Therefore, I have written this letter to express the town of
Ridgeville’s continued support of the 22 one-cent transportation sales tax projects and
current support for Dorchester County’s application for assistance from the Infrastructure
Bank.

Thanks in advance for your time and thoughtful consideration.

JTames Williams, Mayor
Town of Ridgeville, South Carolina
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Town of Harleyville
119 South Railroad Ave.
P.O. Box 35
Harleyville, SC 29448

Phomne: (843) 462-7676 Fax: (843) 462-2485
Charles Ackerman Council Members
Mayor Elaine Westbury

Jody Eargle
Amanda Childers Allen Haynes
Clerk/Treasurer

November 13, 2006

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carolina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Letter of Support for Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance
from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Leonard;

The Harleyville area has long been a center of employment in upper Dorchester and
lower Orangeburg counties. Our area has been endowed with the essential natural
resources necessary to produce cement as evidenced by the three major cement plants,
Giant, LaFarge, and Holcim, in the Harleyville and Holly Hill areas. As our major
employers, the cement plants, continue to make substantial new investment in plant
upgrades and expansions, they have called upon the town of Harleyville and Dorchester
County to upgrade and enhance our transportation corridors, SC 453 and US 178. To that
end, it is vitally important to our economic future to maintain our existing infrastructure
and sustain our quality of life, which attracted these corporate citizens and is helping us
to attract new corporations and citizens that are locating new businesses that support this
industrial sector.

To that end, Dorchester County and its municipalities, including Harleyville, recognized
the need to enhance our regional transportation system and in May of 2004 the
Dorchester County Citizens Committee was formed and appointed by Dorchester County
Council and the municipal councils of Dorchester County to assess highway construction
and maintenance needs for all Dorchester County Roads except interstates 26 and 95.
Through this process, the Citizens Committee identified 22 road projects that should be
undertaken, including US Highway 178, which is a major arterial that connects
Harleyville to 1-95 and Orangeburg County to the west and Summerville and Charleston
to the east and SC 453, which connects Harleyville to I-26 and the Port of Charleston.
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This list of projects, along with a one-cent (1¢) proposed sales tax increase, was
presented to the Dorchester County voters on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester ballot.
The referendum passed and will allow the sale of bonds that will generate a maximum of
$125 million.

After the one-cent transportation sales tax referendum was passed in November 2004,
Dorchester County established the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation
Authority and began working on the projects. An Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
was been developed and approved between the South Carolina Department of
Transportation, the Transportation Authority, and Dorchester County for the design and
construction of many of these projects.

Many easy to construct sales tax projects such as local road and sidewalk improvements
have been completed and others such as the resurfacing of US 178 are underway.
However, due to design modifications and construction escalation, the estimated cost to
complete the remaining projects on our list has exceeded our original estimates. Because
of this projected shortfall, Dorchester County is requesting financial assistance from the
South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank to complete our road improvement
program in general, and the Dorchester Road, Berlin G. Myers Parkway, Bacons Bridge
Road, US Highway 78, and Orangeburg Road projects, in particular. Therefore, [ have
written this letter to express the town of Harleyville’s support for Dorchester County’s
application for assistance from the State Infrastructure Bank.

Thanks in advance for your time and careful consideration.
Best regards,

(//f\a/\lag (W 4 cheirmann

Charles Ackerman, Mayor
Town of Harleyville, South Carolina

*
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Town of St. George

David Sojourner, Sr. Post Office Box 204 S¢t. Jason C. Purvis
Mayor George, South Carolina Administrator
29477
Oscar Odom, Jr. Phone (843) 563-3032 Annette L. Moore
Mayor Pro-Tem Fax: (843) 563-8238 Clerk & Treasurer

November 13, 2006

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carolina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Letter of Support for Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance from the
South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Leonard:

As the longtime Mayor of the Town of St. George, I have witnessed great changes in our local
economy, tied to transportation, over the years. When I -95 came through Dorchester County and
St. George, it brought new businesses to support the over 40,000 cars and people that pass
through our town every day. As the seat of government for Dorchester County, St. George is
starting to experience a period of renewal as over $10 million is being invested in an 87 acre
campus on US Highway 78 that will house the new 45,000 square foot Dorchester County
Courthouse, a new fire and EMS station, and commercial and retail businesses.

Dorchester County and its municipalities, including St. George, recognized the need to enhance
our transportation system and in May of 2004 the Dorchester County Citizens Committee was
formed and appointed by Dorchester County Council and the municipal councils of Dorchester
County to assess highway construction and maintenance needs for all Dorchester County Roads
except interstates 26 and 95. Through this process, the Citizens Committee identified 22 road
projects that should be undertaken, including improvements to US Highway 78 and US Hi ghway
15, which are major arterials that connect St. George to I-95 and Orangeburg County to the west
and to I-26 and Orangeburg County to the north and Colleton County and Walterboro to the
south.

This list of projects, along with a one-cent (1¢) proposed sales tax increase, was presented to the
Dorchester County voters on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester ballot. The referendum passed
and will allow the sale of bonds that will generate a maximum of $125 million.

Subsequent to one-cent transportation sales tax referendum being passed in November 2004,
Dorchester County established the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Authority and
began working on the projects. An Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) has been developed and
approved between the South Carolina Department of Transportation and the Authority for the
design and construction of many of these projects.

To date many of the less complex one-cent sales tax projects have been completed. However,
many of the larger projects my have to be delayed due to design modifications and construction



escalation because the estimated cost to complete these remaining projects on our list has
exceeded our original estimates.

As aresult of this projected shortfall, Dorchester County is requesting financial assistance from
the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank to complete our road improvement
program in general, and the US Highway 78, Bacons Bridge Road, Berlin G. Myers Parkway,
Dorchester Road, and Orangeburg Road projects, in particular. Therefore, I have written you to
express my support and the town of St. George’s support for Dorchester County’s application for
assistance from the State Infrastructure Bank.

Thanks in advance for your time and consideration of the Dorchester County application.
With warmest regards, I am sincerely

o Sy s ) [
fo yam P
Qz&*/x/f; ;{/)/74»«»~

David C. Sojourner, Mayor
Town of St. George, South Carolina
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Iown of Beeuesuille

P.O.Box 1
Reevesville, South Carolina 28471

MNovember 13, 2006 ¢

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Caroclina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Letter of Support for Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance
from the South Carolina Trensportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Leonard:

As the longtime mayor of the town of Reevesville, I have witnessed great changes in our
local economy, tied to transportation, over the years. When I -95 came through
Dorchester County, it brought new businesses to support the over 40,000 cars and pcop1e
that pass through this part of the County every day.

Dorchester County and its municipalities, recognized the need to enhance our
transportation system and in May of 2004 the Dorchester County Citizens Committee
was formed and appointed by Dorchester County Council and the municipal councils of
Dorchester County to assess highway construction and maintenance needs for all
Dorchester County Roads except interstates 26 and 95. Through this process, the Citizens
Committee identified 22 road projects that should be undertaken, including
improvements to US Highway 78 and US Highway 15, which are major artcrials that
connect Reevesville to 1-95 and Orangeburg County to the west and to 1-26 and
Orangeburg County to the north and Colleton County and Walterboro to the south.

This list of projects, along with a one-cent (1¢) proposed sales tax increase, was
presented to the Dorchester County voters on the November 2, 2004 Dorchester ballot.
The referendum passed and will allow the sale of bonds that wxll generate a maximum of
$125 million.

Subsequent o one-cent transportation sales tax referendum being passed in November
2004, Dorchester County established the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation
Authority and began working on the projects. An Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
has been developed and approved between the South Carolina Department of
Transportation and the Authority for the design and construction of many of these
projects.

“An [deal Town In Which To Live’
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To date many of the less complex one-cent sales tax projects have been completed.
However, many of the larger projects may have to be delayed due to design modifications
and construction escalation because the estimated cost to complete these remaining
projects on our list has exceeded our original estimates.

As a result of this projected shortfall, Dorchester County is requesting financial
assistance from the South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank to compleie our
road improvement program in general, and the US Highway 78, Bacons Bridge Road,
Berlin G. Myers Parkway, Dorchester Road, and Orengeburg Road projects, in particular.
Therefore, I have written you to express my support and the town of Reevesville’s

support for Dorchester Comty s application for assistance from the State Infrastructure
Bank.

Thanks in advance for your time and consideration of the Dorchester County application.

With warmest regards, I am sincerely

Paul Wlmbcrly,’;)%

Town of Reevesville, South Carolina
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402 North Main Street /PO Box 670 ¢ Summerville, SC 29484

EfVELLE

Phone 843-873-2931  Fax 843-875-4464 DORCHESTE COUNTY
C f Commerce

focused on our
region’s future

www.greatersummerville.org

November 13, 2006

Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carolina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Re:  Letter of Support for Dorchester County Application for Financial Assistance from the
South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Dear Chairman Leonard:

As the President and CEO of the Greater Summerville/Dorchester County Chamber of
Commerce, | am concerned about helping our businesses grow, improving our citizens’ quality
of life, and promoting our community as a place to visit, live, work, and play. The greater
Summerville area is booming and it is a wonderful place, but we must address traffic concerns in
order to sustain the residential, retail, and commercial development that has come to our area.

As the business, medical, and retail center for Dorchester County and portions of Berkeley and
western Charleston County, it seems that all roads lead to Summerville. Summerville’s major
transportation corridors, including US Highway 78 (N. 5™ Street), US 17A (Main Street/Boone
Hill Road), SC Highway 165 (Berlin G. Myers Parkway/Bacons Bridge Road), and SC Highway
58 (Orangeburg Road) and SC Highway 642 (Dorchester Road), are inundated with traffic.

The business community in the greater Summerville area recognized the need to enhance our
transportation system. Subsequently, in May of 2004, the Dorchester County Citizens Committee
was formed and appointed by Dorchester County Council and the municipal councils of
Dorchester County to assess highway construction and maintenance needs for all Dorchester
County Roads except interstates 26 and 95. This Chamber of Commerce took an active role.
Through this process, the Citizens Committee identified 22 road projects that should be
undertaken.

This list of projects was included in referendum, along with a proposed one-cent (1¢) sales tax
increase, that was placed on the November 2, 2004 ballot for consideration by Dorchester
County voters. This Chamber of Commerce took the lead in promoting the passage of the

referendum and the referendum passed, allowing the sale of bonds that will generate a maximum
of $125 million.



Subsequent to the passage of the one-cent transportation sales tax referendum in November
2004, Dorchester County established the Dorchester County Sales Tax Transportation Authority
and began working on the projects. A shortfall in funding was identified through this process. As
a result of this projected shortfall, Dorchester County is requesting financial assistance from the
South Carolina Transportation Infrastructure Bank to complete our road improvement program
in general, and the Dorchester Road, Berlin G. Myers Parkway, Bacons Bridge Road, US
Highway 78, and Orangeburg Road projects, in particular. To that end, I have written you to
express the chamber’s support for Dorchester County’s application for assistance from the State
Infrastructure Bank.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter of importance to the business community of the
greater Summerville area.

Sincerely,

" Quince E. Cod},;
President/CEO



Mr. Don Leonard, Chairman

South Carolina Department of Transportation

November 15, 2006

Page Two

Dorchester County has become the fastest growing county in South Carolina and the 33"
fastest growing in the United States. Typically this growth and its projected growth over the
next several years will generate major highway congestion if not addressed correctly.

Approval of Dorchester County’s request to the State Infrastructure Bank will greatly aid in
solving the problems outlined above.

Thank you

Jim Friar, CEcD, Director
Economic Development

JF:whs

Jim Friar, CEcD, Director e jfriar@dorchestercounty.net
Wendy H. Smith, Associate Director e wsmith@dorchestercounty.net
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Cost-Share

Projects

CHATS FINANCIAL STATEMENT

Page 152

(COST IN THOUSANDS)

TIP REMAINING
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY COST CHATS COST
PIN # PRIORITY GUIDESHARE PROJECTS 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 (2010-2015) (2016+) FUNDING
23349 13 BERLIN MYERS PARKWAY - LAST PHASE 800 PE 1,500 PE $28,362 CHATS Guideshare and
(SC 165 TOUS 17A) v 7,200 C Dorchester Co. Sales Tax
14,662 ** 2,500 C 2,500 C
HARBORVIEW RD $6,000 To Be CHATS Guideshare
Cost-Share 0 C 2,000 C 3,000 C 1,000 C Determined
Projects 1,336 P 351 P $10,510 Charleston Co. Sales Tax
(SC 30 TO FORT JOHNSON RD) 154 R 1,200 R 1,349 R
0 C 2,200 C 3210 C 2,200 C
BACON'S BRIDGE RD $7,500 To Be CHATS Guideshare and
Cost-Share (CURRENT 4 LANE TO JUST PAST HWY 61) Determined Dorchester Co. Sales Tax
Projects 2,500 C 2,500 C $2,500 C
BEES FERRY RD $15,000 To Be CHATS Guideshare
Cost-Share (US 17 TO ASHLEY RIVER RD) 0 C 2000 C 3,000 C 4,000 3,000 C 3,000 C Determined
Projects $7,000 SCDOT Federal Match Program
7,000 C
LOCAL FUNDING 2,077 P 5784 R $17,923 Charleston Co. Sales Tax
1000 C 10,000 C 1,139 C
Cost-Share COLLEGE PARK ROAD $2,300 _ ToBe CHATS Guideshare- $2,300
Project (FROM US HWY 17 ALT TO CORPORATE PKWY) 1,000 C 1,300 C Determined
LOCAL FUNDING 235 PL 2000 R $19,000 Berkeley County Sales Tax- $17000
3,000 R 4,600 C 9,165 C
24058 CONGESTION MANAGEMENT 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL $1,150 STP
SIGNAL SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT 1,000 C
LONG RANGE PLAN 24 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL 25 PL $150 STP
110031 INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 220 R $2,308 NHS/STP/CMAQ
MURRAY DR. @ HANAHAN RD. (CITY OF HANAHAN) 300 C 2,088 C Berkeley Co. Transpo. Sales Tax-
LOCAL FUNDING 800 C $800 $800,000
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS $1,100 NHS/STP/CMAQ
EMBASSY AT OLD ORANGEBURG 776 C 324 C
COMMUTER RAIL STUDY 97 PL 1,400 PL $1,400 STP
US HWY 52 /US HWY 78 BICYCLE FACILITY C 698 C $698 STP
1-26 ANALYSIS 1,026 PL $1,026 STP
COMPLETE STREETS 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 $6,000 STP
STP
i )0,
REGIONAL LAND USE PLAN 1,000 PL $1,000 ;f;z’ihizln:;foﬁ/?@
NECK AREA MASTER PLAN 1,000 PL $1,000
TRANSPORTATION MODELING/SIMULATION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS 50 PL 47 PL $97
DEBT SERVICE 6,594 6,394 6,343 6,297 6,311 6,285 6,258 $37,888
GUIDESHARE SUBTOTALS I 7840 || $35,088 $19,193 | 15847 | s14861 | $13835 $14,155 $112,979| $112,979|
GUIDESHARE ALLOCATION 13,993 13,993 16,193 16,193 16,193 16,193 16,193 $94,958
NON ARRA FUNDS 14,662 $14,662
CARRYOVER AVAILABLE 3,280 9,433 3,000 346 1,678 4,036 $18,493
BOND PROCEEDS
GUIDESHARE SUBTOTALS 7,840 35,088 19,193 15,847 14,861 13,835 14,155 $112,979
BALANCE 9,433 3,000 0 346 1,678 4,036 6,074 15,134
PROJECTS EXEMPT FROM GUIDESHARE
FEDERAL AID BRIDGE PROGRAM
BRIDGE REPLACEMENT & REHAB PROJECTS
SC171
SC 703
SC171
S-20
SC 174
us 78
SC 174
S-379
S-86
SC 174
SC7
S-32
S-91
S-20
S-967
1,790 PE
4,892 R 152 R
47,054 PC 36,533 PC 65,525 PC 30,910 C 15,430 C $155,232

*Cost-Share Projects-Funding is to be shared by county sales tax revenues and CHATS Guideshare funding (either NTS or STP). Funding will be approximately $2.5 million a year for Dorchester Co. projects and $3 million a year for Charleston Co. projects that are active during the current MTIP years.

**Non ARRA Funds

CHATS Transportation Improvement Program
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PROJECTS EXEMPT FROM GUIDESHARE

PAVEMENT PROJECTS

LISTED UNDER ARRA PROJECTS SECTION

INTERSECTION SAFETY PROJECTS

S-37 @ S-33

SC41 @ S-50

S-535 @ S-1258

S-28 @ S-53

S-583 @ S-67

S-28 @ S-95

S-51 @ S-504

SC 61 @ S-504

S-13 @ S-58

250 PL
4,700 C

500 R
3,500 C

$8,950

FEDERAL AID SAFETY PROJECTS

PAVEMENT SIGNING & MARKING

WAITING FOR SCDOT UPDATES

ITS (INTERSTATE)

WAITING FOR SCDOT UPDATES

INCIDENT RESPONSE PROGRAM

WAITING FOR SCDOT UPDATES

APPROPRIATION EARMARKS

SEE STIP APPROPRIATION EARMARKS

22336

1-26 / REMOUNT ROAD INTERCHANGE - EXIT 212 & |-26 / AVIATION AVE INTERCHANGE - EXIT 211
(I-26 WIDENING FROM I-526 TO A POINT NEAR MIDLAND PARK RD / S-1187)

26,600 C

38,000 C

5,000 C

$43,000

NHS/IM

1-526 (WIDENING FROM 1-26 TO SC 7)

2,500 PE

2,500 PE

$5,000

NHS / IM

1-526 (INTERSTATE REHAB - MM 17 TO NEAR MM 20)

150
7,200 C

b

$7,350

FEDERAL AID - IM

BR-12

SC 41 BRIDGE REPLACEMENT (OVER WANDO RIVER)

10,000 C 22,500 C 22,500 C

$55,000

FEDERAL AID - BRIDGE PROGRAM

WAMBAW CYCLE TRAIL HARDENING

100 C

$100

FEDERAL LANDS - REC. TRAILS

WANNAMAKER NATURE TRAILS

75 C

$75

FEDERAL LANDS - REC. TRAILS

WEST ASHLEY GREENWAY - 3 PIPES BRIDGE REPLACEMENT

121 C

$121

FEDERAL LANDS - REC. TRAILS

FOSU 10(1),

900(1)

FORT MOULTRIE VISTOR CENTER
RESURFACE ENTRANCE ROAD & PARKING AREA

564 C

$564

PARK ROADS & PARKWAYS

SC FH 204(1)

STEED CREEK RD (5-1032/5-133)
(US 17 to BERKELEY CO. LINE)
RESURFACING & SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS

244 C

3,000 C

$3,000

PUBLIC LANDS HIGHWAY-
FOREST HIGHWAY
ARRA FUNDS - $244,000

PROJECTS EXEMPT FROM GUIDESHARE SUBTOTAL"

$73,898

$99,875

$84,677 | $55910 | $37,930 |

$278,392

274,632

STATE INFRASTRUCTURE BANK PROJECTS

27488

BRIDGE AT COOPER RIVER
(DEMOLITION PROJECT)

20,000

OTHER

SIB SUBTOTAL I

$20,000

PIN #

AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT OF 2009 PROJECTS

FY
2009

FY
2010

FY FY FY FY
2011 2012 2013 2014

FY
2015

TIP COST
(2010-2015)

REMAINING
CHATS COST
(2016+)

FUNDING

BRIDGE REPLACEMENT & REHAB PROJECTS
BRICKYARD ROAD (S-1958)

1,100 C

ARRA FUNDS - $990,000
FEDERAL AID BRIDGE- $110,000

PAVEMENT RESURFACING PROJECTS
S-6 (FROM S-243 TO US 52)
S-791 (FROM S-1142 TO US 52)
S-1958 (FROM S-361 TO S-35)
US 52 (FROM S-539 TO S-276)
S-35 (FROM S-107 TO S-113)
S-20 (FROM S-54 TO S-2143)
S-894 (FROM SC 7 TO N. CHAS CITY LIMIT)
S-233 (FROM SC 27 TO DEAD END)
S-58 (FROM S-22 TO S-13)
US 17 ALT (FROM SUMMERVILLE TOWN LIMIT TO S-211)
US 176 (0.07 mi N of S-993 to 0.88 mi S of S-993)
S-29 (S-503 TO A POINT NEAR S-136)
S-20 (S-2134 to SC 700)
S-1025 (US Naval Gate to 0.05 mi S of S-1217)
US 52 (SC 642 to Railroad Crossing)
US 52 (SC 642 to Near S-291)
SC 642 (S-62 to Chas. Co. Line)

10,026 C

ARRA
FEDERAL AID PAVEMENT MAN.

INTERSTATE ITS
1-526 FIBER OPTIC CABLE

900* C

ARRA

PAVEMENT SIGNING & MARKING
1-526 MARKING PROJECT

385 C

ARRA

INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE
1-26 EAST BOUND MM 209- MM 217
1-26 WEST BOUND MM 209 - MM 219

12,000 C

ARRA

INTERSTATE 26 REHABILITATION
1-26 MILE MARKER 212-219

14,662

[e]

15,829 C

$15,829

CHATS TMA ARRA ALLOCATION
$14.662 M & IM- $1.167 M

ARRA TRANSIT PROJECTS

CARTA CAPITAL PROGRAM
BUS SHELTERS (SYSTEM-WIDE)
FACILITY REHAB / RENOVATION
VEHICLE REPLACEMENT

6,479

725
1,000
4,754

AMERICAN RECOVERY &
REINVESTMENT ACT OF 2009

2009 ECONOMIC STIMULUS BILL PROJECTS SUBTOTAL ||

$45,552

$15,829

$15,829]

KEY: P - PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING, R - RIGHT OF WAY, C-CONSTRUCTION, PL - PLANNING

v - SAFETEA-LU EARMARK FUNDS HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED TO FUND THE BERLIN MYERS PARKWAY PROJECT FOR ROW, BEGINNING IN FY 2007. ONCE THOSE FUNDS ARE EXPENDED. CHATS GUIDESHARES (A MAXIMUM OF $4,489 MILLION)

WILL BE USED TO SUPPLEMENT THE EARMARKS FOR ROW AND ANY REMAINING GUIDESHARE FUNDS WILL GO TOWARDS CONSTRUCTION
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LOCALLY FUNDED PROJECTS

JOHNNIE DODDS BOULEVARD 2,707 P 638 P CHARLESTON COUNTY
(CAPACITY IMPROVEMENTS FROM ARTHUR RAVENEL, JR. BRIDGE 5,000 R 2,000 R $66,388 TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX
TO I-526 INTERCHANGE) 18,500 C 25,375 C 14,875 C
MUSC ROAD IMPROVEMENTS 282 P CHARLESTON COUNTY
(INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS TO ROADWAYS 400 R $5,500 TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX
SURROUNDING THE MUSC CAMPUS) 5,500 C
JEDBURG RD. INTERCHANGE, |-26 WIDENING, |-26 FRONTAGE ROADS, 3,000 P 6,000 P BERKELEY COUNTY
SHEEP ISLAND PKWY, & SHEEP ISLAND RD. INTERCHANGE AT I-26 29,600 R 1,400 R $95,700 TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE
20,000 C 68,300 C
SC 642 (DORCHESTER RD) $8,080 SCDOT Federal Match Program - 50%
8080 C
(US 17A TO TROLLEY RD) Dorchester Co. Sales Tax
U.S. 17 SEPTIMA CLARK PARKWAY CITY OF CHARLESTON LOCALLY
(FROM END OF I-26 TO ASHLEY RIVER BRIDGES) 10,000 C $10,000 FUNDED PROJECT W/ FEDERAL
FUNDING VIA THE USDOT TIGER
$146,300 PROGRAM - CITY PROVIDING $2.5 M
146,300 C MATCHING FUNDS
HENRY BROWN BLVD. EXTENSION $5,600 FEDERAL EARMARK
(FROM LIBERTY HALL RD TO US 52) 5,600
SYSTEM CAPACITY IMPROVEMENT 190 PL 160 P $23,000 BERKELEY COUNTY LOCALLY
1,000 R FUNDED TRANSPO. SALES TAX
11,200 C 10,450 C
CLEMENTS FERRY ROAD - PHASE | 125 PL 160 P BERKELEY COUNTY
(FROM 1-526 to JACK PRIMUS RD) 250 R 465 R $8,000 LOCALLY FUNDED TRANSPORTATION
CONTEXT- SENSITIVE CAPACITY IMPROVEMENT C 2,400 C 4,600 C SALES TAX PROJECT
CLEMENTS FERRY ROAD - PHASE I 125 PL 125 P BERKELEY COUNTY
(FROM JACK PRIMUS RD TO SC 41) 750 R $12,000 LOCALLY FUNDED TRANSPORTATION
CONTEXT- SENSITIVE CAPACITY IMPROVEMENT 3,800 C 7,200 C SALES TAX PROJECT
MAYBANK HIGHWAY 589 P 711 P $15,000 Charleston Co. Sales Tax
(BOHICKET RD TO STONO RIVER) 0 R 6,900 R
0 3,400 C 3,400 C
LOCALLY FUNDED PROGRAM SUBTOTAL|[  $35,989 || $58,067 |  $286,161 | $31590 | $12550 |  $7,200 $395,568|
* - Funding amount includes improvements in multiple areas of the state
(COST IN THOUSANDS)
TIP REMAINING
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY COST CHATS COST
PIN# |FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 (2010-2015) (2016+) FUNDING
CARTA (RECIPIENT FOR REGION) $32,440 FTA SECTION 5307
CAPITAL AND PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE 4,879 4,769 5,008 5,258 5,521 5,797 6,087 FTA SECTION 5340
CARTA (RECIPIENT FOR REGION) $6,020 FTA SECTION 5309
INTERMODAL CENTER 475 6,020 STATE OF GOOD REPAIR PROGRAM
CARTA FTA SECTION 5309
CAPITAL -STATEWIDE VEHICLE ACQUISITION FUND 403 STATEWIDE TRANSIT FACILITY PROG
BERK-CHARL-DORCH COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS FTA SECTION 5339
ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
BERK-CHARL-DORCH COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS $576 FTA SECTION 5316
JOB ACCESS & REVERSE COMMUTE 318 294 282
BERK-CHARL-DORCH COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS $320 FTA SECTION 5317
NEW FREEDOM PROGRAM 185 162 159
FTA SUBTOTAL]| $5857 || $5225 | $11871 | s5258 | 5521 | $5797 | $6,087 $39,356|
SAFETEA-LU EARMARK PROJECTS
RAILROAD AVENUE EXTENSION $9,706 BERKELEY CO SALES TAX- $4,000,000
(BERKELEY COUNTY) 1706 C FEDERAL -§ 1,600,000
SAFETEA-LU # 416 0 4000 C $4,000 SCDOT MATCH - $ 341,384
BERLIN MYERS INTERCHANGE EXTENSION v v SPENDING LIMITATION
SAFETEA-LU # 441 * FEDERAL -$ 6,400,000
1088 MATCH - $ 1,365,536
MUSC ROADWAY ENHANCEMENTS $9,100 MATCHING AGENCY - LOCAL
SAFETEA-LU # 995 * FEDERAL -$ 3,600,000
$9,100 C LOCAL - $5,500,000
US 17 / BOWMAN RD. INTERCHANGE $7,316 MATCHING AGENCY - LOCAL
SAFETEA-LU # 1238 3704 R 04 & 05 APPROPRIATIONS
(MATCHING AGENCY - TOWN OF MT. PLEASANT) 816 3612 C
PORT ACCESS ROAD (Connecting to I-26) v v v $7,473 MATCHING AGENCY - LOCAL
SAFETEA-LU # 4872 * FEDERAL -$ 10,000,000
1700 7473 C MATCH - $ 2,133,650
DEMOLITION OF THE OLD COOPER RIVER BRIDGES SPENDING LIMITATION
(CHARLESTON COUNTY) FEDERAL -§ 5,000,000
SAFETEA-LU # 4881 * 850 MATCH - $ 1,066,825
US HIGHWAY 17 3,820 C $3,820 SAFETEA-LU EARMARK & TCSP GRANT
(WIDENING FROM ISLE OF PALMS CONNECTOR TO A POINT NEAR DARRELL CREEK TRAIL & 10000 C $10,000 SCDOT FEDERAL MATCH PROGRAM
HUNGREYNECK INTERCHANGE PROJECT) 2,916 P $65,721 FUNDS FROM CHAS. CO.
SAFETEA-LU # 4891 SC* & TCSP #09SC007 950 R O0R 0R TRANSPO. SALES TAX
MATCH TO BE PROVIDED BY TOWN OF MT. PLEASANT & CHAS CO. 20000 C 20000 C 18000 C 3855 C MATCHING AGENCY - LOCAL
SAFETEA-LU EARMARK TOTAL|| $4,454 || $21,983 | $21432 | s20000 | $20000 |  $18000 | $3,855 $37,415]
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CHATS FINANCIAL STATEMENT (CONT)

(COST IN THOUSANDS)

TIP REMAINING
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY COST CHATS COST
ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 (2010-2015) (2016+) FUNDING
1 SAWMILL HIKER / BIKER - TRAIL SCHOOLHOUSE CONNECTIONS STP $71,690
(TOWN OF SUMMERVILLE) Sawmill Branch Trail near 6th Street and Sawmill Branch Trail near Greenwave Blvd. TOTAL - $89,613
(FY '04) $72 MATCH - $17,923
4 AVONDALE STREETSCAPING STP $283,200
(CITY OF CHARLESTON) Approximately 860 feet along Savannah Highway between Daniel St. and Nicholson St. TOTAL - $354,000
(FY '04) *$200,000 transferred from FYO1 Rail ROW Project 354 MATCH - $70,800
5 LINCOLNVILLE AVE. PARKWAY - PHASE I STP $108,779
(TOWN OF LINCOLNVILLE) TOTAL - $135,973
(FY'04) 109 MATCH - $27,195
6B COLEMAN BLVD STP $305,000
(TOWN OF MT. PLEASANT) Coleman Blvd @Whilden St., Peltzer Dr. to Whilden St. TOTAL - $381,250
(FY '04) $305 MATCH - $76,250
1 LINCOLN AVENUE IMPROVEMENT- PHASE IlI STP $160,103
(TOWN OF LINCOLNVILLE) West Smith St. east to Town Limits TOTAL - $200,129
(FY '05) 160 MATCH - $40,026
3 GAHAGAN PLANTATION CONNECTOR TRAIL STP $77,804
(TOWN OF SUMMERVILLE) Gahagan Plantation Community Park to Sawmill Branch Trail TOTAL - $97,255
(FY '05) 78 MATCH - $19,451
4 FT JOHNSON ROAD BIKEWAY & MULTI-USE TRAIL STP $85,266
(CHARLESTON COUNTY) East of Harborview Road from SCDOT Station 183 to Station 224 TOTAL - $106,583
(FY '05) 85 MATCH - $21,317
5 JOHNNIE DODDS BLVD STP $112,156
PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TOTAL - $140,195
(TOWN OF MT. PLEASANT) 3545' between Coleman Blvd and Houston Northcutt. MATCH - $28,039
(FY '05) 112
7 BRIDGE VIEW DRIVE SIDEWALK STP $182,000
(CHARLESTON COUNTY) County Public Service Building to Public Boat Landing TOTAL - $227,500
(FY '05) 182 MATCH - $45,500
1A EAGLE-CHANDLER BRIDGE CREEK TRAIL STP $381,000
(DORCHESTER COUNTY) Along the banks of the Eagle and Chandler Bridge creeeks between Ladson and Miles Jamison Rds.(06) TOTAL - $476,251
(FY06 & FYO08) Ladson Road to Hummingbird Dr. ('08) 381 MATCH - $95,250
4 HIGHWAY 78 TREE PLANTING STP - $40,000
(CITY OF NORTH CHARLESTON) Approx. 2 miles between Interstate 26 and US 52. TOTAL - $50,000
(FY '06) 40 MATCH - $10,000
1 SAWMILL BRANCH TRAIL-PHASE V & VI STP - $240,488
(TOWN OF SUMMERVILLE) US 17A at East Luke St to the Sawmill Branch Canal to US 78 (07) Connections to several
neighborhoods along trail (08) TOTAL - $300,610
(FYO7 & FYO08) 240 MATCH - $60,122
2 MUNICIPAL CENTER HIKER-BIKER TRAIL STP $231,807
(TOWN OF GOOSE CREEK) From Municipal Center to the Lake ('07) Around the lake behind the Municipal Center ('08) TOTAL - $309,903
(FYO7 & FY08) 232 MATCH - $78,096
3 COLEMAN BLVD. LANDSCAPING / PEDESTRIAN PHASE III-E STP $204,755
(TOWN OF MT. PLEASANT) TOTAL - $255,943
(FYO7 & FYO08) 205 MATCH - $51,189
4 SIDEWALK PROJECT PHASE IV-OLD FORT RD. STP $219,261
(DORCHESTER COUNTY) From Parlor Road NB along Old Fort Rd approx. 0.6 miles TOTAL - $274,076
(FY'07) 219 MATCH - $54,815
5 ASHLEY RIVER BIKE AND PED. FACILITY $200 STP $200,000
(City of Charleston) Approx. 5500 Linear Ft from Albemarle Rd across the Ashley River Bridge to Lockwood Blvd. TOTAL - $250,000
(FY08) 200 MATCH - $50,000
6 DORCHESTER ROAD Multi-Use Path STP $106,393
(City of North Charleston) 2500' from Club Course Dr. toward Ashley Phosphate Rd. TOTAL - $132,991
(FY08) 106 MATCH - $26,598
8 STATION MARKER POSTS STP $18,920
(Town of Sullivan's Island) 55 locations throughout the island TOTAL - $23,650
(FY08) 19 MATCH - $4,730
HORIZON VILLAGE @ NOISETTE CREEK (FKA RIVERS VILLAGE @ NOISETTE CREEK) STP $130,974
(City of North Charleston) TOTAL - $163,718
(FY02) 131 MATCH - $32,744
NORTH THIRD STREET PED FACILITY STP $51,227
(Town of Summerville) Approx. 2190 Linear FT. from 500 south of Berlin Myers Pkwy. to Cedar St. TOTAL - $64,034
(FYO03) 51 MATCH - $12,807
WEST 9th STREET PED. FACILITY STP $47,822
(Town of Summerville) North Cedar and W. 9th North to the Presbyterian Home (Approx. 1000 Linear Ft.) TOTAL - $59,778
(FY06) 48 MATCH - $11,956
COLEMAN BLVD. LANDSCAPING PHASE III-D STP $144,022
(Town of Mount Pleasant) TOTAL - $180,028
(FY06) 144 MATCH - $36,006
PATRIOT BLVD. BIKEWAY STP $140,000
(City of North Charleston) From Appian Way to Club Course Dr TOTAL - $175,000
(FY07) 140 MATCH - $35,000
BOONEHILL RD. SIDEWALK STP $165,200
(Town of Summerville) From Carolina St. to Luden Rd. along Boonehill Rd. TOTAL - $206,500
(FY06) 165 MATCH - $41,300
ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM SUBTOTAL|| $3578 || $200 |

KEY: P - PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING R - RIGHT OF WAY C-CONSTRUCTION CA - CAPITAL PURCHASE OP - OPERATING
v INCLUDES CARRYOVER FUNDS: v v - FUNDS WILL SUBSTITUTE CHATS GUIDESHARE FOR THIS PROJECT IN 06/07

v v v -MATCH PROVIDED BY SOFT MATCH FROM PREVIOUSLY COMPLETED PROJECT DESIGN CONTRACTS, AND ANTICIPATED SC GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATION IN 2006
- FEDERAL AMOUNT SHOWN IS THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT IN SAFETEA-LU THAT MAYBE DISTRIBUTED OVER 5 YEARS (FY 2005 - 2009). ACTUAL FUNDING CURRENTLY AVAILABLE RESULTING

*
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CHATS FINANCIAL STATEMENT (CONT)

(COST IN THOUSANDS)

TIP REMAINING
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY COST CHATS COST

ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 (2010-2015) (2016+) FUNDING
BEN SAWYER BLVD. CAUSEWAY BIKE/PED FACILITY $308 STP $308,000
(Towns of Mt. Pleasant & Sullivans Island) From Center St. (M.P.) to Middle St. (S.1.)' TOTAL - $385,000
(FY10) *$108,000 transferred from FY03 IOP Connector Multiuse Facility Project 308 MATCH - $77,000
WEST ASHLEY GREENWAY MUTLI-USE FACILITY - PHASE IV $188 STP $188,000
(City of Charleston) From Folly Road (SC 171) to Campbell Drive TOTAL - $235,000
(FY10) 188 MATCH - $47,000
PLANTATION NORTH HIKER/BIKER - PHASE Il $231 STP $231,173
(City of Goose Creek) From Indigo Place to Oak Creek along Plantation North Blvd. TOTAL - $288,966
(FY10) 231 MATCH - $57,793
SAWMILL BRANCH CANAL MULTI-USE FACILITY - PHASE VI $71 STP $71,318
(Town of Summerville) Extension of the Sawmill Branch Trail from US-78 to Marymeade Drive TOTAL - $89,148
(FY10) 71 MATCH - $17,830
OLD FORT DRIVE HIKER/BIKER FACILITY $313 STP $312,800
(Dorchester County) From Wal-Mart driveway to Commencement Blvd. along Old Fort Dr. TOTAL - $391,000
(FY10) 313 MATCH - $78,200
APPIAN WAY SIDEWALK $22 STP $21,966
(Dorchester County) From Landing Pkwy to Athens Way along Appian Way TOTAL - $27,458
(FY10) 22 MATCH - $5,492
RIVERS AVENUE SIDEWALK - PHASE | $367 STP $366,502
(City of North Charleston) From Ashley Phosphate Rd to Aviation Ave. along Rivers Ave. TOTAL - $458,128
(FY10) 367 MATCH - $91,626
OLD ORANGEBURG ROAD SIDEWALK $86 STP $86,240
(Dorchester County) From Butternut Rd. to Central Ave. along Old Orangeburg Rd. TOTAL - $107,800
(FY10) 86 MATCH - $21,560

ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM SUBTOTAL $1,586 $1,586
CHATS ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM TOTAL|| $3578 || | $1,786 | | | | | $5,364]
TIP REMAINING
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY COST CHATS COST

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROGRAM (SR2S) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 (2010-2015) (2016+) FUNDING
1 ALSTON MIDDLE SCHOOL STP - $200,000
(Dorchester Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY07) 200 MATCH - $0
2 COLLEGE PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STP - $200,000
(Berkeley Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY07) 200 MATCH - $0
3 COLLEGE PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL STP - $200,000
(Berkeley Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY07) 200 MATCH - $0
4 HUNLEY PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STP - $200,000
(Charleston Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY07) 200 MATCH - $0
5 STONO PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STP - $200,000
(Charleston Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY07) 200 MATCH - $0
1 BOULDER BLUFF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STP - $200,000
(Berkeley Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY08) 200 MATCH - $0
2 MIDLAND PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STP $200,000
(City of North Charleston) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY08) 200 MATCH - $0
3 BEECH HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STP - $200,000
(Dorchester Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY08) 200 MATCH - $0
4 STILES POINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STP $200,000
(Charleston Co. School District) TOTAL - $200,000
(FY08) 200 MATCH - $0

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROGRAM SUBTOTAL $1,800 $1,800
GRAND TOTAL | si62979 || s178000 | 138959 | 97,015 | $78312 | $37632 | $24,007 | $491,135]

KEY: P -PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING R - RIGHT OF WAY  C - CONSTRUCTION
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CHATS Transportation Improvement Program
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