Included in SCDC's 1.16.20 letter to LOC

Advertising Exemption Request and Response

Included in the Department of Corrections’ (SCDC) January 16, 2020 letter to the House Legislative Oversight
Committee (LOC). This information was provided in response to the following question in LOC’s December
20, 2019, letter to the Department of Corrections: “15. Please provide the exemption request SCDC submitted
related to internet advertising for open employee positions and the response received from the State Fiscal
Accountability Authority.”

In addition to providing the information in this document, SCDC provided the following response:

e Please see attached letter to Mr. John White, Materials Management Office, dated November 6, 2017
requesting an update to the exemptions for advertising in S.C. Code Section 11-35-710. Please also see
State Fiscal Accountability Authority Meting Minutes dated January 30, 2018 Page 19 & 20 where the
motion failed to pass. Also, recommending an expansion of the procurement exemption is included in
Deputy Director for Administration Law Change #1.
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South Carolina
Department of

_» l Corrections

South Carolina Department of Corrections
4420 Broad River Rd
Columbia, SC 29210

November 6, 2017

Mr. John White

Materials Management Office
1201 Main Street

Suite 600

Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. White:

As I’'m sure you are aware, the South Department of Corrections has been experiencing a shortage of
Corrections Officers, Medical Practitioners, Teachers, Food Service Specialists, and Trades Specialists,
just to name a few. In an effort to fill our open positions, we feel it is crucial to increase exposure to the
agency by purchasing advertisements in many forms in order to maximize our recruiting efforts.

In the past, we have relied on more traditional forms of advertisements: newspapers, radio, television,
and the like. And while we do experience some success with those outlets, we hope to expand our
exposure even further by branching out to other avenues.

Today’s society is more connected how than ever, and we have advertised in media that caters to that
audience. However, there are other networking sites that we could benefit from as well, those such as
LinkedIn. But comparing one networking website to another would be to compare apples to oranges.

It is the hopes of this Agency that ypu will carefully consider our request to update the existing
Procurement Exemption 1986.04.22 to include the following advertising mediums: internet, radio,
television, newspapers, magazines and streaming online.

Sincerely yours,

Bryan P. Stirling, Director
SC Department of Corrections

Cc: Tom Osmer
Kimber Craig
Ruthie Bishop
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MINUTES OF STATE F

The State Fiscal Accoun
January 30, 2018, in Room 252 j

t

attendance:

Governor Henry McMas
Mr. Curtis M. Loftis, Jr.,
Mr. Richard Eckstrom, C
Senator Hugh K. Leather
Representative W. Brian

Also attending were Stat

Gillespie; Authority General Co

ISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY AUTHORITY MEETING
January 30, 2018 - 9:30 A. M.

ability Authority (Authority) met at 9:30 a.m. on Tuesday,
n the Edgar A. Brown Building, with the following members in

ter, Chair;

State Treasurer;

omptroller General;

man, Sr., Chairman, Senate Finance Committee; and
White, Chairman, Ways and Means Committee

e Fiscal Accountability Authority Executive Director Grant

unsel Keith McCook; Governor’s Chief of Staff Trey Walker;

Treasurer’s Chief of Staff Clarissa Adams; Comptroller General’s Chief of Staff Eddie Gunn;

Senate Finance Committee Budg
Beverly Smith; Authority Secret
Accountability Authority staff.

[Secretary’s Note: The A
Settlement Revenue Managemen

Accountability Authority membe

Adoption of Agenda for State Fi
Upon a motion by Mr. W

et Director Mike Shealy; Ways and Means Chief of Staff
ary Delbert H. Singleton, Jr., and other State Fiscal

\uthority met immediately following a meeting of the Tobacco

t Authority, the members of which are the State Fiscal

rs, ex officio.]

iscal Accountability Authority
hite, seconded by Mr. Eckstrom, the Authority adopted the

agenda as amended by deleting and carrying over regular session item #1 concerning a request

by the Town of Port Royal to rec
of Port Royal.

Minutes of Previous Meeting

Mr. Eckstrom noted the |z

minutes of the December 12, 201

eive five percent (5%) of net proceeds from the sale of the Port

ast line of the second to last paragraph of page 37 of the draft

7, meeting contained the word “sic”. He said the word “sic” is

used to denote that someone misgpoke or that information is incorrectly recorded. He said that

his question to Clemson Universiky was what impact the bond issue being done in a package

would have on the approximate 3

Ya% cost of issuance. He said the intent of the question was to
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ask would the cost of issuance g
although there is a difference “3

minutes. He stated that the fact

o down. He noted that he did not use the term “3.25” and that
.25 and *3.26” that does not need to be memorialized in the

that the minutes recognize that there is a misspeaking misses the

point. He said his point was would the approximate 3%% cost of issuance be affected by the

plan to multiple issue the debt.

Upon a motion by Mr. L

the minutes of the December 12,

Eckstrom.

Blue Agenda

Upon a motion by Mr. W

the blue agenda as noted herein.

Department of Administration,
Permanent Improvement Plan

Section 2-47-55 of the 19
that all state agencies responsible
submit a Comprehensive Perman
the State Fiscal Accountability A
Department of Administration ha
2017 Comprehensive Permanent
agency submissions; 2) provided
State Fiscal Accountability Auth
full details of state agency submi

http://www.admin.sc.gov/budge

He asked that the minutes correctly paraphrase what he said.

oftis, seconded by Senator Leatherman, the Authority approved

2017, Authority meeting with the correction noted by Mr.

hite, seconded by Senator Leatherman, the Authority approved

Capital Budget Office: State of South Carolina Comprehensive
(Blue Agenda Item #1)

76 South Carolina Code of Laws provides among other things
for providing and maintaining physical facilities are required to
ent Improvement Plan to the Joint Bond Review Committee and
uthority. The Capital Budget Office of the South Carolina

s 1) compiled a statewide report entitled “State of South Carolina
Improvement Plan, Fiscal Years 2017-18 through 2021-22” from
the information to the Joint Bond Review Committee and the
prity pursuant to the statute; and 3) made accessible complete and
ssions on the Department’s website at

t/capital-budget-office/cpip.

Mr. Eckstrom commended the Department of Administration, Capital Budget Office for

preparing the Comprehensive Pe

spent much time preparing the p

rmanent Improvement Plan (CPIP). He noted that Rick Harmon

an and noted that it will be a very useful tool for the State to

use. Mr. Loftis concurred with Mr. Eckstrom.

As recommended by the

Authority received the Compreh

Department of Administration, Capital Budget Office, the

ensive Permament Improvement Plan as information.
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Information relating to this matter has been retained in these files and is identified as

Exhibit 1.

Department of Administration,
(Blue Agenda Item #2)

The Authority approved

Fuacilities Management and Property Services: Easements

granting the following easements as recommended by the

Department of Administration, Facilities Management and Property Services:

(a)

(b)

County Location:
From:

To:

Consideration:
Description/Purpose

County Location:
From:

To:
Consideration:
Description/Purpose:

Horry

Department of Administration

The Rice Living Trust

§700

To grant a 0.015 acre easement across uplands and marshlands
of the 44™ Avenue North canal in the Cherry Grove section of
North Myrtle Beach where the bulkhead and fill material extend
6-10 feet beyond the property line for land owned by Mr. and
Mrs. Rice for the purpose of obtaining a permit to build a dock.
The easement is being required by SCDHEC before the agency
issues a dock permit as the Rice’s property is not by definition
waterfront. The term of the easement will be fifty (50) years.
Consideration is $500 plus $200 per acre for easements across
navigable waterways and submerged lands.

Richland

Department of Administration

South Carolina Electric & Gas Company

$1

To grant an easement consisting of three (3) crossings
measuring 0.00241 acre, 0.00264 acre and 0.00114 acre to
implant, install and maintain anchors and to construct, extend
and maintain guy wires on property of the Department of
Disabilities and Special Needs’ Midlands Center Campus. The
easement is needed as part of the upgrades to increase capacity
and improve service reliability. The easement will contain the
State’s standard reverter language that if SCE&G discontinues
usage of the electric lines and facilities, the easement will
terminate. The easement will be of mutual benefit to DDSN
and SCE&G. The Division of Facilities Management and
Property Services has determined that DDSN has complied
with the requirement of the statute in that the easement does
not appear to materially impair the utility of the property or
damage it.
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(¢)  County Location:
From:
To:
Consideration:
Description/Purpose

(d)  County Location:
From:
To:
Consideration:
Description/Purpose:

Information relating to th

Exhibit 2.

Port Royal: Request for Net Pr

As noted above, the Auth

request to receive five percent (5

Information relating to th

Exhibit 3.

Dept. of Administration, Faciliti

Development Authority (PPDA)

Foundation (Regular Session It

Beaufort

Department of Administration

Fripp Island Public Service District

$1,154

To grant a 3.27 acre easement for the installation, operation and
maintenance of a water main beneath the Harbor River to
accommodate SCDOT’s US 21 Bridge Replacement Project.
The existing conduit is attached to the bridge and must be
relocated before SCDOT can demolish the existing bridge. The
term of the easement will be fifty (50) years. Consideration is
$500 plus $200 per acre for easements across navigable
waterways and submerged lands.

Charleston

Department of Administration

South Carolina Electric & Gas Company

$700

To grant a 0.013 acre easement for the relocation, installation,
operation and maintenance of a gas line beneath James Island
Creek to accommodate SCDOT’s construction of a roundabout
at the intersection of Camp Road and Riverland Drive on James
Island. The term of the easement will be fifty (50) years.
Consideration is $500 plus $200 per acre for easements across
navigable waterways and submerged lands.

is matter has been retained in these files and is identified as

pceeds from Sale of the Port of Port Royal (Regular #1)

ority voted to delete and carryover the Town of Port Royal’s
%) of the net proceeds from the sale of the Port of Port.

is matter has been retained in these files and is identified as

es Management and Property Services: Patriots Point
First Amendment Lease Out to the Medal of Honor Museum

em #2)

In May of 2013, the SC Budget and Control Board approved a lease from PPDA to the

Medal of Honor Museum Foundation (under a lease agreement for the Museum Parcel and a

Lease and Option Agreement for;

the Commercial Parcel) approximately 14 acres of waterfront
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property at Patriots Point, of which approximately 7 acres (“Museum Parcel™) will be used for
the Medal of Honor Museum and approximately 7 acres (“Commercial Parcel”) will be
subleased for commercial mixed use development to provide funds to support the Medal of
Honor Museum and the Medal of Honor Museum Foundation.

The original lease indicated that a portion of Patriots Point Road would be relocated to
allow the existing road bed to be added to Patriots Point land to create the approximately 14
acres with the exact size and configuration of the two parcels (the “Old Roadbed™ and the “New
Roadbed”) and the road undetermined. However, after the road relocation is complete and part
of the Old Roadbed is added to the Museum Parcel, the premises under the Museum Parcel
Lease will not have access to the new section of Patriots Point Road, making it impossible for the
Medal of Honor Museum Foundation to construct an entrance to the Museum. As such, PPDA is
now requesting approval of a First Amendment to the Lease and Option Agreement for the
Commercial Parcel to subdivide the premises under the Commercial Lease and Option
Agreement into two parcels (the “Entrance Parcel” and the “Remainder Parcel™) to allow the
Medal of Honor Museum Foundation to exercise its option to lease the Entrance Parcel
(approximately 1.057 acres) without exercising its option to lease the Remainder Parcel. This
will allow the Medal of Honor Museum Foundation the access required to construct an entrance
to the Museum without taking on the rent associated with exercising the full Commercial Option
prior to construction of the Museum itself.

The First Amendment was approved by the PPDA Board on October 20, 2017.

Upon a motion by Senator Leatherman, seconded by Mr. Ecstrom, the Authority
approved the proposed Amendment to the Lease and Option Agreement for the Commercial
Parcel between PPDA and the Medal of Honor Museum Foundation as requested by the Patriots

Point Development Authority.

Information relating to this matter has been retained in these files and is identified as
Exhibit 4.

Dept. of Administration, Capital Budget Office: Permanent Improvement Projects (R#3)

The Authority was asked to approve permanent improvement project establishment

requests and budget revisions as requested by the Department of Administration, Capital Budget
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Office. All items were reviewe
Concerning item #3(a), |
estimated to cost $1.3 million, b

$2.5 million. He asked what the

versus what is before the Autho

at Greenville Technical College

for 2020 on their plan. She statg

budget because they received a |

1 favorably by the Joint Bond Review Committee.

Mr. Eckstrom noted that the CPIP indicates the project is

ut the agenda item indicates that the project is estimated to cost
difference is between what the CPIP states as the estimated cost
rity for approval. Jackie DiMaggio, Vice-President for Finance
appeared before the Authority. She said this project was listed
>d that they were able to move the project up and increase the

penerous donation of $3 million. She said the family that gave

the money required the school t¢ make improvements on the Benson Campus. Mr. Eckstrom

asked if the $1.3 million was an

DiMaggio stated that they receiy

estimated cost of $1.326 million

has increased significantly and t

In further discussion, Mr

prepared and the agenda item fo

the CPIP needed to be updated.

ago. She said since then they ha

them the money to use in this m

Mr. Eckstrom noted with

estimate in the agenda item is th

the project will cost $912,000. |

original donation amount that has since been increased. Ms.

ed $3 million. Mr. Eckstrom noted that the project shows an

in the year 2020. Ms. DiMaggio said the scope of the project
here is the opportunity to build a more impressive park.

. Eckstrom asked how long has it been since the CPIP was

r the project was submitted. He asked if the amounts included in
Ms. DiMaggio said their plan was prepared about six months

ve had an architect to do a feasibility study and the donor gave
anner and the scope has been increased.

regard to regular session item #3(b) that the Adjutant General’s
at the project will cost $1.6 million while the CPIP indicates that

{e asked what the difference is between the two. No one was

present from the Adjutant General’s office to answer Mr. Eckstrom’s question.

Upon a motion by Mr. Ex

over regular session item #3b. |

been informed that Adjutant Gen

prior evening and that is where h

Mr. Eckstrom noted that

tkstrom, seconded by Senator Leatherman, the Authority carried
Secretary’s Note: Governor McMaster later stated that he had
eral Robert Livingston’s father was taken to the hospital on the
e is.]

regular session items #3(c), (d), and (f) are South Carolina State

University (SCSU) 1890 Extension projects. He stated that he does not oppose the projects, but

until SCSU gets its financial hou

noted that the operating cost esti

se in order he does not intend to support the projects. He also

mates did not include all operating costs. Mr. Eckstrom voted
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Upon a motion by Senatar Leatherman, seconded by Rep. White, the Authority approved

permanent improvement project establishment requests and budget revisions as requested by the

Department of Administration, Capital Budget Office as noted herein. All items had been

reviewed favorably by the Joint Bond Review Committee.

(a)

Establish Project for A&E Design

Summary 4-2018: JBR( Item 1. (H59) Greenville Technical College
Project: 6136, Greenville — Benson Campus Amphitheater and Student Plaza
Included in Annual CPIR: Yes — CPIP Priority 3 of 3 in FY20

JBRC/SFAA Phase | Approval: N/A

CHE Recommended Approval: 12/7/17

Cumulative Total
Changes Current Budget
Original Since Budget After
Source of Budget Original Current Adjustment Current
Funding Detail Amount Budget Budget Requested Adjustment
Other, Private 0.00 0.00 0.00 37,500.00 37,500.00
Citizen Donation
All Sources 0.00 0.00 0.00 37.500.00 37,500.00

Funding Source: $37,500 Other, Private Citizen Donation Funds, which have been
received specifically for the development and construction of this project.

Request: Establish project and budget for $37,500 (Other, Private Citizen Donation
Funds) to establish Phase I to prepare the schematic design and preliminary
cost estimate to construct an amphitheater and student plaza on approximately
4 acres, in an outside lawn area between buildings 301 and 302, alongside
Building 301 and the main entrance drive on Benson Campus. The facility will
include tiered natural and bench seating, a stage, audio/visual, wireless
internet, stage lighting, electrical panel service, band-shell pavilion, restroom
facilities, native plant landscaping, and canopy trees. Nature trails,
landscaping, and a small parking area along the main driveway into campus
will also be a part of the project. The college states that an aesthetically
pleasing outdoor learning environment without walls or a ceiling in the fresh
air, sunshine and relaxed setting will foster an environment to enhance creative
thought processes by students. The college further states that the outdoor
learning experience will be valuable to artists, theatrics, language arts,
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(b)

humanities, an

d various science programs, and community activities. The area

will be utilized by an estimated 900 students, 50 faculty, 30 staff and 1,000
outside visitors. The agency estimates that the completed project will cost

approximately

$2,500,000. (See attachment 1 for this agenda item for

additional annual operating costs.)

Summary 4-2018: JBRC Item 2. (E24) Office of the Adjutant General (CARRIED

OVER)

Project: 9810, Statewide Armory Standalone Kitchens
Included in Annual CPIR: Yes — CPIP Priority 9 of 21 in FY 18
JBRC/SFAA Phase I Approval: N/A

CHE Recommended Approval: N/A

Cumulative Total
Changes Current Budget
riginal Since Budget After
Source of %udget Original Current Adjustment Current
Funding Detail Amount Budget Budget Requested Adjustment
Appropriated 0.00 0.00 0.00 43,780.00 43,780.00
State
0.00 0.00 0.00 131,340.00 131,340.00
Federal, National
Guard Bureau
All Sources 0.00 0.00 0.00 175.120.00  175,120.00

Funding Source: $43,78(
which is fundir
Management (
Adjutant Gene
Establish proje
National Guard
addition at vari
include facilitig
Dillon, Conwa

Request:

) Appropriated State. $131,340 Federal, National Guard Bureau,
1g identified as part of the Construction and Facilities

)ffice’s Master Cooperative Agreement through the Office of the
ral and from the National Guard Bureau.

ct and budget for $175,120 (Appropriated State and Federal,

] Bureau Funds) to construct a new 1,200 square foot kitchen
ous readiness centers across the state. These readiness centers

>s in Hemingway, Myrtle Beach, Batesburg, Edgefield, Saluda,
y and Walterboro. The existing kitchens at these readiness

centers do not meet current building code requirements, are not in compliance

with occupatio

n, safety and health organizations and are not adequate to meet

the needs of the assigned units. Adding the kitchen additions to the readiness
centers will rectify these issues. The Phase I pre-design budget is requested at
10.9% of the estimated project cost and the additional amount will cover

additional costs

to be incurred while adapting utilities and grading

requirements for each individual location. Each of these facilities are utilized
by over 150 Armmy National Guard soldiers. The agency estimates that the
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completed project will cost approximately $1,600,000. (See attachment 2 for
this agenda item for additional annual operating costs.)

Phase II Increase

Summary 4-2018: JBRC Item 4. (H24) SC State University
Project: 9648, 1890 Extension Annex Construction
Included in Annual CPIR: No

JBRC/SFAA Phase 11 Approval: October 2013

CHE Recommended Approval: This is a PSA project and does not require CHE approval.

Cumulative
Changes Current
Original Since Budget Total Budget
Source of Budget Original Current Adjustment  After Current
Funding Detail Amount Budget Budget Requested Adjustment
Federal, USDA  26,250.00 2,173,750.00 2,200,000.00 1,100,000.00 3,300,000.00
Facilities Grant
All Sources 26,250.00 2,173.750.00 2.200,000.00 1,100,000.00 3.,300,000.00

Funding Source: $3,300,000 Federal, USDA/NIFA 1890 Facility Grant.
Request: Increase budget to $3,300,000 (add $1,100,000 Federal, USDA Facilities Grant

Funds) to construct a new 1890 Extension Annex facility. In October 2012, SC

State received

approval from the B&CB to secure A&E services for the

renovation of the existing 76 year old 6,036 square foot, 1890 Extension

Annex on cam
administrative
estimate of $1,
A&E firm, the

pus. The original goal was to renovate the existing facility as an
facility with no programmatic spaces with an internal cost
750,000. During the programmatic and design phase with the
short and long term facility needs for the 1890 Research and

Extension Program were reviewed and it was determined that an approved
planned renovation to the J.W. Matthews Extension Facility could be
eliminated if programmatic space could be added to a new 1890 Extension
Annex facility. Additionally, the A&E firm was able to keep the cost estimate,
exclusive of contingencies, at the originally USDA approved amount of
$1,750,000. It was determined that it would be the most cost effective to build
a new structure which would address the programs current administrative and
programmatic needs than to renovate two buildings roughly 25 feet apart. As a
result, SC State received B&CB approval in October 2013 to change the
project name, revise the scope and establish the construction budget at
$2.,200,000 to build a new 14,000 square foot 1890 Extension Annex facility.
Subsequent to receiving Phase II approval for this project, SC State
experienced financial difficulties and changes in administration which resulted
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(d)

Summary 4-2018: JBRC

in a delay in this project. The architectural firm contracted also experienced
personnel changes which resulted in having four project managers assigned
over a four year period. The delays at the university and architectural firm

combined wit
approval from
increase is bei
occurred since
and the negati
Project Master
construction ¢
Additionally, t
fees, such as Q
amount of $15
to meet Green
of $60,187.90
program staff

Agricultural a:r
)

Life & Nutriti
facility expect
estimates that

attachment 3 fi
agency also re
is June 2018 a

Project: 9651, Charlesto
Included in Annual CPIP
JBRC/SFAA Phase I1 Ap

proval: October 2015

changes in building codes, added to the delay in receiving

the State Engineer (OSE) on the design/plan. A Phase II budget
ng requested due to construction cost increases that have

2013 at 5.45% per year, as well as, additional market factors,

ve pressures on the labor market that continue to persist. The
Budget was adjusted to capture the current estimated

ost of $2,751,955, which includes an increase of $914,455.

here are other cost increases beyond construction costs and A&E
sreen Globe, 3™ party inspections and commissioning in the
8,748. This new 14,000 square foot facility will be constructed
Globes certification standards with an anticipated cost savings
over a 30 year period. The facility will house approximately 12
who will deliver programs in the areas of Small Farm,

d Natural Resources, Adult and Community Leadership, Family
n, 4-H and Youth Development and Community Education. The
5 to receive approximately 4,000 visitors each year. The agency
the completed project will cost approximately $3,300,000. (See
or this agenda item for additional annual operating costs.) The
ports the projects date for execution of the construction contract
nd for completion of construction is July 2019.

Item 5. (H24) SC State University
n 1890 Extension Center Construction

Facilities Grant

All Sources 37.590.00

3.562,684.00

CHE Recommended Approval: This is a PSA project and does not require CHE approval.
Cumulative
Changes Current
QEginal Since Budget Total Budget
Source of Budget Original Current Adjustment  After Current
Funding Detail Amount Budget Budget Requested Adjustment
Federal, USDA 37 3,562,684.00 3,600,274.00 600,000.00 4,200,274.00

3.600,274.00  600,000.00 4.200,274.00
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T

(e)

Funding Source: $4,200,

Summary 4-2018: JBRC

Funds) to cons
city of Charles

274 Federal, USDA/NIFA 1890 Facility Grant.
Request: Increase budget to $4,200,274 (add $600,000 Federal, USDA Facilities Grant

truct a 12,500 square foot Public Service Activity Center in the
ton. In October 2013, SC State received approval from the

B&CB to begin design work to construct a facility on donated property, for SC

State’s 1890 R
technology lab
October 20135,

esearch and Extension Program that would include classrooms,
s, food and nutrition labs, offices, and multi-purpose rooms. In
SC State received approval from SFAA to establish the

construction budget at $3,600,274 to construct an approximately 12,500 square
foot facility. Subsequent to receiving Phase Il approval for this project, SC
State experienced financial difficulties and changes in administration which
resulted in a delay in this project. Additionally, the project experienced a delay

as a result of th
Charleston to ]
Donation was
The transfer w
Charleston on

1e approved transfer of the title to the land, from the City of

he university. The Charleston 1890 Extension Center Land
approved by the B&CB at their December 10, 2013 meeting.

as done by the approval of the Quit Claim Deed by the City of
March 29, 2017, and recorded with the County of Charleston on

May 4, 2017. A Phase II budget increase is being requested due to construction
cost increases that have occurred since 2015. This center will provide a facility
for existing and future staff and volunteers to fulfill the university’s Land

Grant Mission
state’s citizens

of providing research, teaching and extension programs to the
The facility will provide instructional space and offer staff and

volunteers the opportunity to engage the community in enhancing economic
development and lifelong learning opportunities for participants. This new

facility will be

constructed to meet Green Globes certification standards with

an anticipated ¢ost savings of $83,279.44 over a 30 year period. The facility
will house approximately 8 program staff who will deliver programs in the

areas of Small

Farm, Agricultural and Natural Resources, Adult and

Community Leadership, Family Life & Nutrition, 4-H and Youth Development
and Community Education. The facility expects to receive approximately 5,000

visitors each year. The agency estimates that the completed project will cost

approximately

$4,200,274. (See attachment 4 for this agenda item for

additional annual operating costs.) The agency also reports the projects date for
execution of the construction contract is September 2018 and for completion of

construction is

July 2019.

Item 6. (E24) Office of the Adjutant General

Project: 9770, Greenville Readiness Center Construction
Included in Annual CPIP:|Yes — CPIP Priority 1 of 3 in FY15
JBRC/SFAA Phase II Approval: October 2013
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CHE Recommended Approval: N/A

Cumulative Current
Source of Original Changes Budget Total Budget
Funding Budget Since Original Current Adjustment  After Current
Detail Amount Budget Budget Requested Adjustment
Federal, 300,366.00 14,959,784.00 15,260,150.00 136,117.54 15,396,267.54
National
Guard Bureau
0.00  6,000,000.00  6,000,000.00 0.00  6,000,000.00

Other,
Greenville
Technical
College
All Sources 300,366.00 20,959,784.00 21,260,150.00 136,117.54 21,396.267.54

Funding Source: $15,396,267.54 Federal, National Guard Bureau, which is funding

identified as pa

rt of the Construction and Facilities Management Office’s

Master Cooperative Agreement through the Office of the Adjutant General and
from the Natiohal Guard Bureau. $6,000,000 Other, Greenville Technical
College Construction Fund.

Request:
Bureau Funds)
South Carolina
Greenville and
from the Army

Increase budget to $21,396,267.54 (add $136,117.54 Federal, National Guard
to construct a new 94,000 square foot Readiness Center on
Technology and Aviation Center land leased from the City of
the County of Greenville located on Perimeter Road across
Aviation Support Facility. The new Readiness Center will be a

joint use building between the South Carolina Army National Guard and
Greenville Technical College. Phase | was established in December 2012 and
Phase I was established in October 2013 with a total projected cost of
$21,260,150. This facility will house the South Carolina Army National Guard

and the Aviati
Center is requi
Aviation Suppa

n School of Greenville Technical College. The Readiness
ed to house the two units that will be using the new Army
rt Facility (AASF) under construction at South Carolina
Technology and Aviation Center (SCTAC). These units consist of the

helicopters pilots and all the support personnel for the new Army Aviation

Support Facility
located at McEt
School will co-
repair various ty
required to be tt
the mechanics ¢
other states the

. The units to be housed in the Readiness Center are currently
itire Joint National Guard Base. Greenville Tech’s Aviation
ocate in the Readiness Center. The school teaches mechanics to
pes of aircrafts. The National Guard’s mechanics are now
ained by outside schools so with the school being co-located

an be trained on site. Additionally, it will be possible to offer
same training, therefore making the facility a Center of
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Excellence for
Guard soldiers

the National Guard. The center will be utilized by 151 National
, 18 Greenville Tech faculty and 130 Greenville Tech students.

The permanent structure will have a masonry and concrete block exterior with

sheet rock and

concrete block interior walls. The roof material will be a build-

up system. The building will have an assembly hall, classrooms, library,

learning cente
arms vault, suj
Greenville Teq
meet LEED Si
$1,420,276.05
requested beca
required matck
Also, due to bt
agency estima
$21,396,327.5
operating costs
construction is

Phase II Increase & Re

Summary 4-2018: JBRC
Project: 9649, Camp H
Included in Annual CPIP

(H)

JBRC/SFAA Phase II Ap
CHE Recommended App

r, simulation center, toilets/showers, administration office space,
pply room, equipment locker room space, an aircraft hangar for

N

h and other required areas. This facility is being constructed to
Iver certification standards with anticipated cost savings of
over a 30 year life cycle. A Phase II budget increase is being
use the current budget amount is insufficient since there is a

1ing amount of Greenville Tech’s funds for each budget item.
udget increases provided by the National Guard Bureau. The

es that the completed project will cost approximately

4. (See attachment 5 for this agenda item for additional annual

.) The agency also reports the projects estimated completion of
March 2018.

vise Scope

Item 7. (H24) SC State University

rry E. Daniels 1890 Extension Facility Construction
: No

proval: October 2013

roval: This is a PSA project and does not require CHE approval.

Cumulative
Changes Current
Orjginal Since Budget Total Budget
Source of Budget Original Current Adjustment After Current
Funding Detail Amount Budget Budget Requested Adjustment
Federal, USDA 20,250.00 3,079,750.00 3,100,000.00 500,000.00 3,600,000.00
Facilities Grant
All Sources 20,250.00 3.079.750.00 3.100,000.00 500.,000.00 3.600.000.00

Funding Source: $3,600,(
Request: Revise the scop

USDA Facilitie
Camp Harry Dz
received approy
that would incl

00 Federal, USDA/NIFA 1890 Facility Grant.

e and increase budget to $3,600,000 (add $500,000 Federal,

s Grant Funds) to construct a new 1890 Extension facility at
aniels in Elloree for SC State. In October 2012, SC State

al from the B&CB to begin design work to construct a facility
ude classrooms, labs, offices, a wellness room, and multi-
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resulted in hav
delays at the u
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. In October 2013, SC State received approval from the B&CB
> construction budget at $3,100,000 to construct an

18,400 square foot facility. Subsequent to receiving Phase Il
1is project, SC State experienced financial difficulties and
ninistration which resulted in a delay in this project. The

rm contracted also experienced personnel changes which

ing four project managers assigned over a four year period. The
niversity and architectural firm combined with changes in

building codes, added to the delay in receiving approval from the State
Engineer (OSE) on the design/plan. A scope revision and Phase I budget

increase is bei
occurred since

ng requested due to construction cost increases that have
2013. In summer of 2017, the lowest bid for construction was

estimated to be $3.8 million. In an attempt to lower the cost, the floor plan size
was reduced friom 18,400 square feet to 14,494 square feet with modifications

to some of the

building materials, to obtain the new estimate of approximately

$3.3 million. The new facility will provide a safe and functional space for staff

and volunteers
and service to
offer staff and

to fulfill the Land Grant Mission of providing research, training,
the state’s citizens. It will also provide instructional space and
volunteers the opportunity to engage the community in

enhancing economic development and lifelong learning opportunities for
participants. The existing facilities at Camp Daniels are unsafe and dilapidated

and there are n
new facility wi
with an anticip
facility will ho
in the areas of

o facilities conducive to providing extension programs. This

11 be constructed to meet Green Globes certification standards
ated cost savings of $57,660.40 over a 30 year period. The

use approximately 16 program staff who will deliver programs
Small Farm, Agricultural and Natural Resources, Adult and

Community Leadership, Family Life & Nutrition, 4-H and Youth Development

and Communit

y Education. The facility expects to receive approximately 6,000

visitors each year. The agency estimates that the completed project will cost

approximately

$3,600,000. (See attachment 6 for this agenda item for

additional annual operating costs.) The agency also reports the projects date for

execution of th
construction is

e construction contract is June 2018 and for completion of
July 2019.

s matter has been retained in these files and is identified as

Division of Procurement Services: Waiver to Extend the Maximum Time on a Multi-term
Contract for the University of Sauth Carolina (Regular Session Item 4)

Section 11-35-2030(4), of the SC Consolidated Procurement Code limits the maximum

time for any multi-term contract to seven years unless otherwise approved by the Authority. The

University of South Carolina asked the Division of Procurement Services to assist in seeking
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Authority approval to authorize
Food Services at the USC Aiker
years will attract better financial
improving its dining program in
equipment, and constructing a n

Mr. Eckstrom pointed ou
the Authority has approved befo
lease term is necessary. He note
because there are upfront capital
was on a continuing basis in this
to the need for the additional cap

Mr. Loftis said that the u
that other businesses have upfror
asked if other states’ schools hav
White, Materials Management O
the Authority. He stated that he
to research it. Mr. Eckstrom nots

Mr. Loftis further noted t
institutions and at USC. He indig

He said he is always interested in

B
v

N
v

the University to solicit a contract for up to ten (10) years for
Campus. University officials believe a contract term of ten
proposals and maximize its ability to attract proposals for
cluding updating and improving existing dining facilities and
ew multipurpose dining facility.

t that USC is asking for a continuation of an arrangement that
re. He stated that Helen Zeigler’s letter explains why a 10-year
d that typically the Authority has approved those contracts
costs that a lessor is incurring. He said he wondered why that

case and Ms. Zeigler has answered that question in her letter as

ital investment.

pfront capital cost is a good reason for a 10-year contract, but

1t capital costs and they manage that as part of their fees. He

e a similar practice or does South Carolina stand out. John
fficer for the Division of Procurement Services, appeared before

did not have an answer to Mr. Loftis’ question and would have

d that USC is issuing an RFP and there will be competition.

hat this type of contract has been done repeatedly with other

ated that he does not have much of a problem with the matter.

knowing what other states are doing because some of their

financial agreements, state law, and how the agreements are managed make a difference in how

vendors bid. He commented that
stated he would like to see what ¢
going forward. Mr. White said th
doing for Mr. Loftis.

Rep. White commented it
pattern. He said the RFPs for this
would be sought and if that is not
appears that the universities are g

upfront capital they are asking for

he does not know if any savings go to the student. Mr. Loftis

rther states do. He indicated that he is indifferent to the item

at he would gather the information on what other states are

looks as if this is done for each university and it looks like a
kind of service has language that says an extension of 10 years
obtained the contract would go back to seven years. He said it
etting these 10 and 15-year contracts because of all of the

. He noted that there are primarily two vendors involved in
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these kinds of contracts. He said his concern is that vendors remodel the cafeteria areas and the
cost is passed on to the students|in their meal plans. He said it is not known what the end cost is
going to be or how much the foad is going to increase. Rep. White stated that once this matter
leaves JBRC and this motion is acted upon it is not known if USC is putting in granite counter
tops or gold fixtures or what they are requiring in the RFP for the upfit. He said the danger in
these contracts is that it is not known what is being done during the extension.

Mr. Eckstrom asked if this is an extension of an existing contract. Rep. White said he
thought it was an RFP. Mr. White said that this is a new RFP for a new contract and that the
existing contract is coming to an/end. Mr. Eckstrom asked if the additional capital investment is
imposed by USC or does the vendor come forward offering the capital investment to provide the
services to the students. Rick Kelly with USC appeared before the Authority on behalf of USC
on this matter. He stated that the preponderance of the things asked for in the RFP, e.g. a coffee
shop or fast food pizza restaurant, come to them from the students concerning what they want to
see on campus. He said in some|instances it requires refurbishing and keeping the facilities nice
and adding things. He noted that the second request before the Authority is from USC for USC
Upstate. He noted that there is a|business school located downtown from the campus that was
part of a gift to USC. He said there is no food service there and there are 600 students there that
need some kind of food. He noted that the students are currently having food brown bagged to
them. He said they are asking vendors for proposals to develop that service and allow them time
to amortize the debt they have to [invest. Mr. Kelly said he does not know if all the states provide
food service exactly the same way, but that most use multi-year contracts. He stated that he did
not think there is much difference in the way South Carolina does business compared to other
states.

Mr. Eckstrom asked Mr. Kelly what he meant by the term multi-term contract. Mr. Kelly
responded that the General Assembly has given agencies the ability to enter into seven year
contracts. He said the General Assembly has recognized that there may be times when it is
necessary to have contract terms longer than seven years. Mr. Eckstrom asked if 10-year
contracts for food services is the norm across the country. Mr. Kelly noted that when USC
approached the Authority about the Columbia campus the volume decided the magnitude of the

investment that the vendors would have to make and they, therefore, requested permission for a
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15-year contract. He said that is
institutions before the Authority
noted that the selection process
chosen, but includes the Commi
Services in the process.

Senator Leatherman said
stated that to extend the contract
advantage because they have alrg
think that other vendors can com
the vendor to work with the insti
year regardless of the length of tk
that the costs have been amortize
happen. He said in this case ther
amortized and that is identified i
contract they will have to assume
to ascertain what money will be s
vendor will have enough time to

over into the next contract. Mr. K

carried over into the next contract.

In further discussion, Rep
the capital is being required upfro
contract. He stated that currently
commented that this is not spurrin
received. He stated that the stude
commented that the two vendors |
that Sodexo has provided services
changed this year. He said it was
He noted that the vendors fight fo

the two or three vendors that prov

Mr. Loftis asked at the end

in line with the institutions. Mr. Kelly stated the two
are small and so they requested 10 year contracts. Mr. Kelly

nvolves more than USC developing and finalizing what is

ssion on Higher Education and the Division of Procurement

his concern is the original vendor including its capital costs. He
for 5 years or 10 years gives the incumbent vendor an unfair
sady spent money in capital improvement. He said he does not
pete with that. Mr. Kelly said that because of that they require
tution to develop an annual plan for the budgets in the coming
1e contract. He said they monitor the contract to try and ensure
d by the end of the contract, but sometimes that does not

e is approximately $150,000 of debt that has not been fully

the RFP. He stated that the vendors know that if they get the

that debt. He said they use a very methodical process that tries

pent and put it toward the front of the contract so that the
amortize the cost over the life of the contract and not carry it

Celly acknowledged that the unamortized costs are occasionally

White stated that this solicitation prevents competition in that
nt. He said that prevents some vendors from competing for the
there are two vendors that get this kind of contract. He

g competition and it is not known if the best price is being

nts are paying for this through their meal plans. Mr. Kelly

Rep. White is talking about are Aramark and Sodexo. He said
for the USC Columbia campus for 25 or 30-years but that
changed based on the proposal that was provided by Aramark.
r the business every time. He said there is competition among
de the service.

of the 10 or 15-year contract period who owns the equipment.
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Mr. Kelly stated that at the end ¢
equipment.

Mr. Eckstrom asked Sen
allayed if the leases were seven
fine. Mr. Eckstrom asked why t
advantage. Senator Leatherman
White noted that the law allows
He said he does not know that th
Kelly if the University has studi
and fifteen year lease. Mr. Kelly
term yields a better upfront inve
measured. Mr. Kelly said that h
the University knows if it is gett

on-campus restaurants are comp.

involvement in what food servict

Mr. Loftis stated that he 1

Mr. White stated that he would r

is available.

Upon a motion by Mr. Ec

Consolidated Procurement Code
South Carolina’s request for a m
authorize the solicitation of prop

motion failed. Mr. Eckstrom vot

against the motion. Governor Mg

Information relating to th
Exhibit 6.

Division of Procurement Service
Contract for the University of Sa

Section 11-35-2030(4), of

time for any multi-term contract t
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of the amortization of the equipment the University owns the

ator Leatherman and Rep. White if their concerns would be
years instead of 10 years. They indicated seven years would be
hat would address the concern that an incumbent has the

said the advantage would be for a shorter period of time. Rep.
seven years but the RFP indicates that 10 years would be sought.
e students are getting a good deal. Mr. Eckstrom asked Mr.

ed the difference between the cost for students of a seven, ten,
said that based on their history they have found that the longer
stment. Mr. Eckstrom asked if it was something that could be

e did not know if they measured that. Mr. Eckstrom asked how
ng a better deal. Mr. Kelly said that they know that prices of the
atible with others near campus. He noted that they get student

es they want on campus.

s interested in seeing what it costs to eat at other universities.

cach out the higher education agencies to see what information

kstrom, seconded by Mr. Loftis, the Authority, pursuant to SC
Section 11-35-2030(4), was asked to approve the University of
alti-term contract for Food Services USC Aiken Campus and
psals and award of a contract for up to ten (10) years. The

ed for the motion. Senator Leatherman and Rep. White voted
tMaster and Mr. Loftis abstained from voting on the motion.

s matter has been retained in these files and is identified as

s: Waiver to Extend the Maximum Time on a Multi-term
uth Carolina (Regular Session Item 5)

the SC Consolidated Procurement Code limits the maximum

o0 seven years unless otherwise approved by the Authority. The




Included in SCDC's 1.16.20 letter to LOC

Minutes of State Fiscal Accountability Authority
January 30, 2018 - Page 19

__—ﬁ__—

University of South Carolina has asked the Division of Procurement Services to assist in seeking
Authority approval to authorize the University to solicit a contract for up to ten (10) years for
Food Services at the USC Upstate Campus. University officials believe a contract term of ten
years will attract better financial proposals and maximize its ability to attract proposals for
improving its dining program including improving the existing dining facilities.

Senator Leatherman indicated that his position for this item is the same as for the
previous item.

Upon a motion by Mr. Eckstrom, seconded by Mr. Loftis, the Authority, pursuant to SC
Consolidated Procurement Code Section 11-35-2030(4), was asked to approve the University of
South Carolina’s request for a multi-term contract for Food Services USC Upstate Campus and
authorize the solicitation of proposals and award of a contract for up to ten (10) years. The
motion failed. Mr. Eckstrom voted for the motion. Senator Leatherman and Rep. White voted
against the motion. Governor McMaster and Mr. Loftis abstained from voting on the motion.

Information relating to this matter has been retained in these files and is identified as
Exhibit 7.

Division of Procurement Services: Update Current Exemptions in Advertising (Regular #6)

Section 11-35-710 authorizes the State Fiscal Accountability Authority (the “Authority™)
to “exempt specific supplies, services, information technology, or construction from the
purchasing procedures” of the South Carolina Consolidated Procurement Code.

On April 22, 1986, the Budget and Control Board approved the following exemptions for
advertising:

1) Advertisements in professional journals or publications from the

purchasing procedures off the Procurement Code.

2) Advertising time or space in newspapers, on radio or television (Note:
Consultants obtained to handle advertising campaigns for agencies such as PRT

and State Development Board are not exempted.) from the purchasing

procedures of the Procurgment Code.

The Department of Corrections asked the Division of Procurement Services for assistance

to update the advertising exemptjons to include advertising in magazines and online. The

Division of Procurement Services recommended this request be expanded to exempt paid
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advertising regardless of medium provided that before advertising in mediums other than
newspapers of general circulation, on radio or television, or professional journals, the agency
head determines in writing that the advertising venue is appropriate for the placement of State
advertisements. This exemption/ would not have extended to the acquisition of services
regarding the placement of paid advertising or other related services (e.g., direct mail,
consultants, publicist, media specialist, communications management, public relations, media
services).

Governor McMaster movied for approval of the item. Mr. Loftis seconded the motion.
Senator Leatherman noted that under Robert’s Rules of Order the chair cannot make or second a
motion. Mr. Gillespie commented that the Authority tends to loosely follow those rules.
Governor McMaster stated that he has noticed that the Authority tends to loosely follow those
rules. Mr. Loftis commented that the Authority does not have rules.

Upon a motion by Governor McMaster, seconded by Mr. Loftis, the Authority, pursuant
to S.C. Code Section 11-35-710, was asked to update the exemptions for advertising. The
motion failed. Governor McMaster and Mr. Loftis voted for the motion. Senator Leatherman
and Mr. White voted against the motion. Mr. Eckstrom did not vote on the motion.

@(vﬁ)’d Information relating to this matter has been retained in these files and is identified as

Exhibit 8.

State Fiscal Accountability Authority: Future Meeting (Regular Session Item #7)
Upon a motion by Mr. White, seconded by Senator Leatherman, the Authority agreed to
meet at 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, March 8, 2018, in Room 252, Edgar A. Brown Building.

Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 10:30 a.m.

[Secretary’s Note: In compliance with Code Section 30-4-80, public notice of and the
agenda for this meeting were posted on bulletin boards in the office of the Governor’s Press
Secretary and in the Press Room, near the Authority Secretary’s office in the Wade Hampton
Building, and in the lobbies of the Wade Hampton Building and the Edgar A. Brown Building at
9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 29, 2018.]
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STATE FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY AUTHORITY AGENDA ITEM WORKSHEET

For meeting scheduled for: Janu#ry 30,2018 Green Agenda

Lot

Aohn St. C. White
¢ Materials Management Officer

1. Submitted by:
(a) Agency: Division of Procurement Services
(b) Authorized Official Signature

2. Subject:
Update current exemptions for adven{ising

3. Summary Background Information:

Section 11-35-710 authorizes the State Fiscal Accountability Authority (the “Authority”) to “exempt
specific supplies, services, informatipn technology, or construction from the purchasing procedures” of
the South Carolina Consolidated Proqurement Code.

On April 22, 1986, the Budget and Control Board approved the following exemptions for advertising:

1) Advertisements in professional journals or publications from the purchasing procedures
of the Procurement Code.

2) Advertising time or space inn newspapers, on radio or television (Note: Consultants
obtained to handle advertising campaigns for agencies such as PRT and State Development
Board are not exempted.) from the purchasing procedures of the Procurement Code.

The Department of Corrections has asked for the Division of Procurement Services assistance to update
the advertising exemptions to include advertising in magazines and online. The Division of Procurement
Services recommends this request be expanded to exempt paid advertising regardless of medium provided
that before advertising in mediums other than newspapers of general circulation, on radio or television, or
professional journals, the agency head determines in writing that the advertising venue is appropriate for
the placement of State advertisements. This exemption shall not extend to the acquisition of services
regarding the placement of paid adyertising or other related services (e.g., direct mail, consultants,
publicist, media specialist, communications management, public relations, media services).

4. What is Authority asked to do?
Under authority of S.C. Code Section 1 1-35-710, update the exemptions for advertising with the
following new exemption:

Regardless of medium (e.g., radio,|television, newspaper, magazine, online), the acquisition of paid
announcements (e.g., advertising) is exempt from the Procurement Code's purchasing procedures.
This exemption does not extend to|the acquisition of services regarding the placement of paid
advertising or other related services (e.g., direct mail, consultants, publicist, media specialist,
communications management, pubﬁic relations, media services), Before advertising in mediums other
than newspapers of general circulation, on radio or television, or professional journals, the agency
head shall determine in writing that the advertising venue is appropriate for the placement of State
advertisements.
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Agencies shall submit semi-annual reports of their acquisitions under this exemption to the Division of
Procurement Services. This exemptian shall sunset in five years unless reauthorized by the Authority.

5. What is recommendation of A

hority division involved?

Approve the request for updating the jadvertising exemptions.

6. Recommendation of other office

(a) Authorized Signature:

(as required)?

(b) Division/Agency Name:

7. Supporting Documents:
A - Sections 11-35-710

B - Department of Corrections Request




Included in SCDC's 1.16.20 letter to iOC

Exhibit A

SECTION 11-35-710. Exemptio

The board, upon the recommen
from purchasing certain items th
The board may exempt specific
purchasing procedures required is
may withdraw exemptions provid
chapter:

(1) the construction, maintend
equipment maintenance and rep
Department of Transportation or t

(2) the purchase of raw materiq
Industries;

(3) South Carolina State Ports A

(4) Division of Public Railways

(5) South Carolina Public Servi

air;
he Department of Public Safety;

1S.

dation of the designated board office, may exempt governmental bodies
rough the respective chief procurement officer's area of responsibility.

supplies, services, information technology, or construction from the

1 this chapter and for just cause by unanimous written decision limit or

ed for in this section. The following exemptions are granted from this

vehicle and road
and other emergency-type parts or equipment utilized by the

nce, and repair of bridges, highways, and roads;

Is by the South Carolina Department of Corrections, Division of Prison

\uthority;
of the Department of Commerce;
ce Authority;

(6) expenditure of funds at sta
student contests, from the activi
bookstores, except as the fund
construction-management, and la

(7) livestock, feed, and veterina

(8) articles for commercial sale

(9) fresh fruits, vegetables, mea

(10) South Carolina Arts Co
one-of-a-kind items such as pain

body procures the objects, the hi
specifying the need for the object
shall review the determination and

(11) published books, periodical

(12) South Carolina Research A

(13) the purchase of supplies,

institutions, agencies, boards, and

Carolina Department of Correction
(14) Medical University Hosy

promulgated a procurement proces

HISTORY: 1981 Act No. 148, Se

1995 Act No. 7, Part I, Section 5
Act No. 264, Section 4; 2006 Act

¢ institutions of higher leaming derived wholly from athletic or other

ies of student organizations, and from the operation of canteens and
are used for the procurement of construction, architect-engineer,

d surveying services;

supplies;

v all governmental bodies;

s, fish, milk, and eggs;

ission and South Carolina Museum Commission for the purchase of

ings, antiques, sculpture, and similar objects. Before a governmental

ead of the purchasing agency shall prepare a written determination

s and the benefits to the State. The South Carolina Arts Commission

forward a recommendation to the board for approval;

s, and technical pamphlets;

uthority;

services, or information technology by state offices, departments,

commissions or the political subdivisions of this State from the South

s, Division of Prison Industries;

ital Authority, if the Medical University Hospital Authority has

5 in accordance with its enabling provision,

ction 1; 1984 Act No. 309, Section 4; 1993 Act No. 181, Section 94;
I; 1996 Act No. 459, Section 7; 1997 Act No. 153, Section 1; 2000

No. 376, Section 13.
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South Carglina

Department of
Corrections

Mr. John White

Materials Management Office
1201 Main Street Suite 600
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. White:

As I'm sure you are aware, the So

HENRY McMASTER, Governor
BRYAN P. STIRLING, Director

November 6, 2017

th Department of Corrections has been experiencing a shortage of

Corrections Officers, Medical Practitioners, Teachers, Food Service Specialists, and Trades Specialists,
just to name a few. In an effort tq fill our open positions, we feel it is crucial to increase exposure to the
agency by purchasing advertisemants in many forms in order to maximize our recruiting efforts.

In the past, we have relied on more traditional forms of advertisements: newspapers, radio, television,

and the like. And while we do exp
exposure even further by branchin

Today's society is more connected
audience. However, there are oth
Linkedin. But comparing one netw

it is the hopes of this Agency that y
Procurement Exemption 1986.04.2
television, newspapers, magazines

Cc: Tom Osmer
Kimber Craig
Ruthie Bishop

P.O. Box 21787 - 4444 Broad

http://www.dpc.sc.gov

erience some success with those outlets, we hope to expand our
g out to other avenues.

now than ever, and we have advertised in media that caters to that

er networking sites that we could benefit from as well, those such as

orking website to another would be to compare apples to oranges.

ou will carefully consider our request to update the existing
2 to include the following advertising mediums: internet, radio,
and streaming online.

Very Respectfully,

/;f” RSl

fing, Director C/

Bryan P

River Road - Columbia, SC 29221-1787 - Telephone (803) 896-8555

E-mail: corrections.info@doc.sc.gov
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South Carolina

Department of
Corrections

October 25, 2017

Material Management Office
1201 Main Street, Suite 600
Columbia, SC 29201

Mr. White:

The South Carolina Departme
newspapers, radio, television,

Due to the enhancement in ted
websites. SCDC Recruiting O

HENRY McMASTER, Governor
BRYAN P. STIRLING, Director

of Corrections uses an array of advertising mediums including

billboards, and vehicle wraps.

hnology, most of our daily business is done utilizing on-line

e is responsible for placing employment ads with numerous

ffi
resources in order to obtain Co{:rrectional Officer, Nurses, Doctors, Dentist, Teachers, and other

professional jobs within SCDC.
attract various individuals. SCO
cover all potential clientele. W
(achieved through Facebook), v

As with newspaper, radio, and television, these online may only
C would like the flexibility to place ad in multiple outlets to

ebsites such as www.Linkedin.com, www.BranchQut.com
vww.Gadball.com, and www.Beyond.com. Since on-line

advertising varies from one we
bid out this type of service.

Please consider taking this requ
existing procurement exemptio
internet, radio, television, news

Thank you in advance for your 3

Sincerely,

Ruthie H. Bishop, CPPB
Division Director of Procuremen
For Procurement Services

SC Department of Corrections

Cc: Bryan Stirling
Tom Osmer
Kimber Craig

P.O. Box 21787 - 4444 Broad R|

bsite to another it is impossible to make comparisons to properly

est to the board and asking them to consider updating the

n 1986.04.22 to include the following advertising mediums:

papers, magazines, and streaming.

ssistance.

t Services

iver Road - Columbia, SC 29221-1787 - Telephone (803) 896-8555

http:/fwww.d

C.SC.g0V E-mail: corrections.info@doc.sc.gov




Included in SCDC's 1.16.20 letter to iiC

STATE FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY AUTHORITY REGULAR SESSION
MEETING OF January 30, 201 ITEM NUMBER m,,_?ﬁ__

AQENC\ State Fiscal Accquntability Authority

SUBJECT: Future Meeting

The next regular meeting of the Btate Fiscal Accountability Authority will be held at 9:30 a.m. on
Thursday, March 8, 2018, in Room 252, Edgar A. Brown Building.

AUTHORITY ACTION REQUESTED:

Agree to meet at 9:30 a.m. on Thurgsday, March 8, 2018, in Room 252, Edgar A. Brown Building.

ATTACHMENTS:
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